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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 16 September on the following motion moved by Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Mental Health) — 
That pursuant to standing order 69(1), the Legislative Council take note of tabled papers 534A–D 
(2021–22 budget papers) laid upon the table of the house on Thursday, 9 September 2021. 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [2.24 pm]: I rise to speak on this year’s Budget statements. I am 
absolutely delighted that I am able to do so freely and have the liberty to freely take my seat in Parliament this afternoon. 
Not only that, but I have the honour to fulfil my duty to the people of Western Australia under the express licence 
of the law of our state. The minister who is responsible for the Budget statements is none other than the member 
for Rockingham, the Premier of Western Australia, and his outburst today has revealed several things. Firstly, he 
is incapable of engaging in academically rigorous debate—incapable. Secondly, he is unable to articulate the legal 
issues that are at play. In fact, I doubt that the Premier of Western Australia could explain to members the difference 
between liberty and licence. Instead, he prefers to behave like a dictator, demanding things, issuing edicts — 

Point of Order 
Hon PIERRE YANG: I refer to standing order 44. I think the word “dictator” is highly unparliamentary in 
a democracy, especially referring to a Premier who has done so much for this state. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: If only we had a democracy! 
Hon PIERRE YANG: Look at your own party, mate! 
The PRESIDENT: Order, while I consider this. Thank you for your contribution, honourable member. As part of 
the usual practice of making statements of this nature, it is part of the regular discourse of Parliament and at this 
stage is not a point of order. 

Debate Resumed 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: To be clear to the honourable member about what I actually said, if he would just listen 
for a moment: I did not refer to the member for Rockingham as a dictator. He is welcome to go and check in the 
Hansard later. There are plenty of people in Western Australia who think that, but that is not what I said this 
afternoon. Instead, I said that the Premier, the member for Rockingham, seems to like to behave like a dictator. He 
does that because he is demanding things, he is issuing edicts, and, if he does not get his way, he throws all the toys 
out of his pyjama-filled cot. That is what we have been seeing over the course of the last 24 hours or so. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: This is a hard issue. We are trying to deal with a hard issue. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It is a hard issue. With all due respect to the Minister for Regional Development, I agree 
with her that this is a hard issue, and what is required here is to have people who are capable of engaging in the 
debate academically rigorously, not with these cheap one-liners. We want a Premier of Western Australia who can 
actually articulate the legal issues at play here. He has been unable to do that all week. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: If the Minister for Regional Development — 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, Minister for Regional Development! When the President calls order, that is what is 
expected. Can we please have less cross-chamber chatter. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: The issues at stake here are significant, and they require people to use all of their intellect 
to be able to engage in the debate. We have seen that it is too hard for the Premier of Western Australia. The member 
for Rockingham refuses to engage with the issues. Not once have we seen that happen over the last couple of days. 
Members opposite might do well to draw the member for Rockingham’s attention to schedule 4 in our standing 
orders, which lists matters constituting contempts. One example is — 

1. Interference with the Council 
A person shall not improperly interfere with the free exercise by the Council or a Committee of 
its authority, or with the free performance by a Member of the Council’s duties as a Member. 

Hon Alannah MacTiernan: So if you wanted to bring a gun in, we should allow you to bring a gun in. If you brought 
a knife in, you should be allowed to bring a knife in.  
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Hon NICK GOIRAN: I am delighted that it is now on the parliamentary record that the Minister for Regional 
Development thinks that people having a vaccine is the equivalent to people holding a gun! That is on the parliamentary 
record. Well done, Minister for Regional Development; outstanding again! The minister has demonstrated once 
again precisely the problem with the McGowan government and its cabinet. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: The second type of contempt that is set out is “Improper Influence of Members”, which states — 

A person shall not, by fraud, intimidation, force or threat of any kind, by the offer or promise of any 
inducement or benefit of any kind, or by other improper means, influence a Member in the Member’s 
conduct as a Member or induce a Member to be absent from the Council or a Committee. 

The other example set out in our standing orders is “Molestation of Members”, which states — 
A person shall not inflict any punishment, penalty or injury upon, or deprive of any benefit, a Member on 
account of the Member’s conduct as a Member. 

Might it be the case that someone has had a chat to the Premier of Western Australia and said, “Hang on a second, 
we’ve got some issues here. You might want to take some legal advice”? Finally, somebody within the cabinet has 
decided to do their job. I can imagine that the Premier, if he were capable of articulating the issues at stake here, 
would simply say—we will probably get some type of remark from somebody opposite—that it is all about public 
health. Is it not all about public health? If that were true, where is the health advice from the Chief Health Officer? 
Where is the advice from the Chief Health Officer of Western Australia confirming that it is a public health risk 
in circumstances in which it is on the public record that at least 95 per cent of members of Parliament—at least; it 
may well be 100 per cent—have been vaccinated? Where is the advice from the Chief Health Officer that says it 
is a public health risk when we know that at least 95 per cent have been vaccinated? We have already reached that 
threshold at least; it might be 100 per cent. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: What if everyone took your approach and didn’t say that they had been vaccinated? 
How would we know? 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Nick Goiran has the call. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It is on the public record that there is a cohort on the parliamentary precinct with a vaccination 
rate of at least 95 per cent. Of course there is no health advice from the Chief Health Officer—of course there is 
not. No wonder the Premier, this morning, had to reluctantly concede that he does not have that advice. Why is that 
the case? It is because there is another important principle here: when orders are issued on public health grounds, 
it needs to be necessary and it needs to be proportionate. Maybe that is why there is no such advice at the moment; 
or is the Chief Health Officer of Western Australia going to cave in to the demands of a Premier who wants to act 
like a dictator? Are we going to see that now happening in circumstances in which we know, because it is on the 
public record, that at least 95 per cent of members of Parliament have been vaccinated and, quite possibly, it could 
be 100 per cent? Are we going to see here in Western Australia the independent advice of the Chief Health Officer, 
or is the McGowan government going to sack him and throw all its toys out of the cot because it has not got its 
own way? Is that what is going to happen? If this type of advice were to be provided in due course, it would be 
truly remarkable. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It would be truly remarkable if such advice were ever to be produced by the Chief Health 
Officer in those circumstances. But even if it were to be provided, might there be some other legal issues at play 
at the moment and might that be the reason that the Premier of Western Australia, despite the fact that he purportedly 
holds a law degree, has had to run off to get some legal advice on some of these matters? Might that be the case? 
If we asked the Premier of Western Australia now, I wonder whether he would even be able to articulate what the 
issues are? Does he know what they are? It is not apparent from any of his public comments, least of all from his 
outburst this morning. Is he familiar with the concept of the separation of powers? Does he understand that an elected 
member of Parliament has the right to take his or her seat in Parliament? Does he understand that? Does he understand 
that Western Australians have a right to privacy with respect to their medical history? Does he understand that 
there is a law of informed consent in Western Australia and that the law of informed consent means that it must be 
absent of coercion? Is he familiar with that? Does he understand that there is an obligation for a public health order 
to be both necessary and proportionate? Does he have any concept whatsoever about the principle of doctor–patient 
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confidentiality? Is he aware of any of these things? It is not apparent at all because he has been incapable of 
articulating on even one of those principles—not once. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: As the shadow Attorney General — 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: No-one is asking your doctor; they’re asking you! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Oh my goodness! 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: What is very interesting about the Minister for Regional Development is that she is also 
a person who purportedly holds a law degree and yet whenever she articulates some of these — 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Every now and again, when she tries to articulate some of these legal principles, she is lost 
at sea. The situation here is that the Minister for Regional Development does not understand where the confidentiality 
principle lies. She does not know! Go and ask the member for Rockingham. Does the minister know what answer 
she will get? He will say, “I don’t even know; I need to go and get the legal advice.” 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! We might try to stay on the topic and avoid engaging in cross-chamber banter. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It is the case that as the shadow Attorney General of Western Australia I have a specific 
duty to advocate for people’s privacy. That is something that the Attorney General of Western Australia evidently 
has either not done or, alternatively, the Premier is not listening to his Attorney General. I have been told outside 
of the chamber that there are some issues at the moment in respect of the Premier and the Attorney General, including 
with respect to the appointment of individuals to royal commissions and the like, and that there is a tense relationship 
between the two of them. Nevertheless, the Premier of Western Australia needs to listen to his Attorney General 
with regard to the privacy issues. If he has belatedly done that and now decided to get legal advice, that is a good 
thing, but it cannot be done in the absence of both the health advice and the legal advice. It is the case that these 
important principles — 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: What happens when you go into an aged-care place—do you show them your flu 
vaccination or do you say, in line with your very strong concern about elder abuse, “No, I’m not going to show 
my vaccination certificate to go in and visit an aged person”? Do you or don’t you? 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Minister for Regional Development, I will take that interjection because it is an important one. 
The minister is demonstrating that this is the kind of debate that needs to be had. There is a very big difference 
between an aged-care facility or indeed an operating theatre and the chamber in the Western Australian Parliament, 
in circumstances where we know the vaccination rate is at least 95 per cent, and could be 100 per cent. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: But you only know that because people have done what you are saying you don’t 
want to do! Your whole claim to be protected is based on the fact that everyone else has been prepared to come 
forward and tell the public and their colleagues where they stand. Your position would not work if everyone took 
your point of view! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Minister for Regional Development, were those contributions voluntarily made by those 
members over the last week or so, whenever the survey was taken? 
A government member: Yes. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It was voluntary; thank you. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: But you can see it was voluntary because they understood their responsibility! You’re 
the only one who doesn’t understand it. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: The situation is that the important principle of informed consent — 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Perhaps if interjections are not invited, we might not end up in such uproar.   
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Thank you, President. The important principle of informed consent means the absence of 
coercion; it needs to be voluntarily given. Quite frankly, members, I am perfectly relaxed about the state of my health, 
and, in the absence of circumstances in which I was the shadow Attorney General of Western Australia, I would 
probably disclose, like the rest of the members. But, firstly, somebody needs to argue about the principle of privacy 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Tuesday, 12 October 2021] 

 p4142c-4157a 
Hon Nick Goiran; Hon Pierre Yang; Hon Martin Aldridge 

 [4] 

because the people of Western Australia are entitled to the privacy of their medical history and we need to have 
that discussion. Secondly, somebody needs to have the discussion about a Premier of Western Australia thinking 
that he can tell members of Parliament whether they can take their seats in the chamber. Somebody needs to do 
that, and I am happy to do it. It is an important principle to at least have a discussion about. However, in the dictatorial 
fashion that members opposite are so accustomed to because they are not allowed to share their voice in the caucus 
room, they want to shout down other people’s opportunity to even have the debate. They do not even want to have 
the debate. An important principle is at stake here. 
My strong belief is that every single Western Australian member of Parliament understands the importance of 
vaccination. My strong belief is that every single Western Australian member of Parliament understands the 
significance of the coronavirus pandemic, but I question whether the Premier of Western Australia also understands 
the important principle of the separation of powers. I question whether he has respect for, or understands the importance 
of, people’s privacy. Remember that this is the same government that not very long ago rushed a bill through the 
Parliament because the so-called SafeWA app data had been breached. Privacy matters to Western Australians and 
it is an important discussion to have, least of all in circumstances in which nobody is able to articulate, first, what 
is the public health risk in the chamber of the Western Australian Parliament, and, second, what is the public health 
risk when the parliamentarian vaccination threshold is already at least 95 per cent and could even be 100 per cent. 
That is what I am asking members to engage with. Engage with that intellectual issue and not the silly, cheap 
one-liners, because the people of Western Australia deserve far better than that from their elected parliamentarians 
and lawmakers. 
I certainly will not be bullied by a Premier who does not understand that just because he is in government—he is 
rightly elected; he won the election fair and square in March—does not mean that he has the ability to tell Parliament 
what it is going to do. He does not have the right or the ability to tell judges and he does not have the right or the 
ability to tell Parliament. He is entitled to a view, and he has clearly expressed that over the last few days in the 
absence of health and legal advice. He just spouted off this view, despite the fact that at least 95 per cent of members 
of Parliament have been vaccinated. These issues need to be determined by Parliament, not by the Premier of 
Western Australia with his massive overreach. 
It is the case that privacy matters to Western Australians; indeed, both privacy and confidentiality are issues that 
matter to Western Australians. Privacy is a central principle to the defining relationship between a doctor and 
patient. People are entitled to have their medical history kept private. Equally, people are able—they have the 
liberty—to voluntarily provide their information. If the Minister for Regional Development understood the difference 
between liberty and licence, she would understand that. But it is not under compulsion, Minister for Regional 
Development. There is no problem with people voluntarily providing information, but there is a very big difference 
when they are being compelled to provide their medical history. 
It seems to me that what is actually going on here is the typical approach from the member for Rockingham to create 
some form of smokescreen or lightning rod so that he can deflect, in a typically overt, political way, from the real 
issues at stake. One of those issues is the hospital crisis, which the Premier; Treasurer is unwilling to deal with. 
He has the Minister for Health all lost. We do not even really see the Minister for Health anymore. The Minister 
for Health is still upset that he was not made the Treasurer and that the Premier decided to take both positions for 
himself. We have seen no action whatsoever on the hospital crisis. Why is it the case that the Premier, who is also 
the Treasurer, does absolutely nothing when it comes to my 77-year-old constituent who was left in the hospital 
corridor for hours and hours and hours? Why is it the case that the Premier of Western Australia has done nothing 
when, as I understand it, Royal Perth Hospital is essentially permanently in a state of code yellow? Why does the 
Premier do nothing about that? Instead, his highest priority is to try to go get some so-called legal advice, because 
he has forgotten about his law books from the days when he was a law student. He is busy making sure that he 
expedites those reasons while we continue to leave people in hospital corridors. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: It might be all right for you, Minister for Regional Development, but for the rest of us in the 
opposition alliance, we are concerned about the hospital crisis and we are calling upon you and your government 
to do something about it instead of running around with the cheap one-liners as usual. The government has an 
absolutely massive budget surplus, yet it does nothing about the hospital crisis or the housing crisis—do not get 
me started on that—or, indeed, the law and order crisis. 
Part of the problem, it seems to me, President, certainly with respect to my portfolios is that I have a duty—in fact, 
under licence of law from Western Australia—to be here in the chamber holding the government to account. With 
respect to some of my portfolios, I have ministers, one of whom is in the departure lounge and the other one is 
effectively a part-time minister. 
Hon Sue Ellery: Who is in the departure lounge? 
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Hon NICK GOIRAN: Leader of the House, I think the Attorney General is in the departure lounge. I will tell you 
why, Leader of the House—it is a good interjection! The Attorney General, Hon John Quigley, has a massive amount 
of experience, and, over the years, he has been well known to be a robust campaigner and reformer. What I have 
observed since the election is that he has given up. He never used to be like this. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: No, members opposite; in fairness to the Attorney General, he has a lot of experience and 
he has done a lot of good work on behalf of Western Australians. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: That’s very generous! 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: No; he has. But since the election, he has been in the departure lounge. He has been far 
more interested in auditioning for the next edition of Chopper Squad. That has been his priority, but where have 
been the priorities of the Attorney General? I can tell members exactly where they have been. Members will see 
in a moment that the Attorney General’s priority has been the so-called electoral reform, which the Premier of 
Western Australia previously said was not on the agenda. 
Of course, the McGowan government is quite entitled to say one thing and do another, but it needs to be held to 
account for that. One thing that I would like to think that members opposite would be genuinely interested in is elder 
abuse law reform. It is more than 1 600 days since “Team McGowan”, the Premier and the Attorney General said 
that they would expedite that law reform. “Expedite” is not my word; that is your team’s word. Your team said that 
you would expedite law reform for elder abuse 1 600 days ago! Where is it now? Today is 12 October 2021 and it 
is nowhere to be seen. Earlier, during formal business, there was an opportunity for one of the ministers to rise and 
give notice of a bill. We heard a member of the crossbench give notice of the introduction of a bill. There was nothing 
from the government. This was promised 1 600 days ago and it is nowhere to be seen. Where is the Attorney General? 
As I said, he would not have been like this beforehand. He is now in the departure lounge. He does not care about 
this anymore. 
Hon Sue Ellery: You are so wrong. 
Hon NICK GOIRAN: Where is the bill, then, Leader of the House? It was promised 1 600 days ago. The Leader of 
the House is the most senior member here. It is staggering that the Labor government could say to the people 
of Western Australia more than 1 600 days ago that it would exercise a piece of law reform, yet here we are and 
it is nowhere to be seen. This is not the only problem, because the Attorney General also promised reforms to the 
Bail Act. 
We have had a robust debate this afternoon, and, as members know, I am quite happy to take as much as I give in 
that respect, but the matter I am raising now is a sensitive one, and I ask for a few moments to deal with this issue 
sensitively. If I can have members’ indulgence in that respect, I will endeavour to also restrain myself in my remarks. 
I want to draw members’ attention to the very serious matter that occurred at the end of last year. This was as a result 
of the death of Annaliesse Ugle. On 10 December last year, The West Australian reported — 

The McGowan Government will change bail laws if re-elected to make them tougher on those accused 
of child abuse crimes. 

The article continues with a quote from Hon John Quigley — 
“Cabinet has recently approved the drafting of amendments to the Bail Act to ensure that it will be far more 
difficult for anyone charged with sex offences against a child to get bail … 
“The protection of vulnerable children will be given the utmost priority. 

The article continues — 
“Whilst we still await a report from the Coroner, we believe it is appropriate that the best possible measures 
are put in place as soon as possible to ensure in future that the vulnerability of child complainants of 
sexual abuse are considered at each step of the process.” 

The following day, the ABC reported on this and stated — 
It comes after 11-year-old Annaliesse Ugle died days after attempting to take her own life, when the man 
accused of sexually abusing her was granted bail. 
After being charged, the alleged offender was granted police bail. He faced court six days later, where 
bail was again not opposed. 

Later in the piece, the article stated — 
If re-elected in next year’s election, the McGowan Government said it would introduce these reforms as 
a matter of priority. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Tuesday, 12 October 2021] 

 p4142c-4157a 
Hon Nick Goiran; Hon Pierre Yang; Hon Martin Aldridge 

 [6] 

This was in December last year. We are now in October, some 10 months later. There has been no sign of this bill. 
There has been no sign of these reforms. Members will remember that the article stated that it was going to be dealt 
with as a priority, and rightly so. Obviously, we would need to have a look at the bill—we have a job and a duty 
to scrutinise proposed legislation and make sure that it is doing what was promised and so forth—but that type of 
reform would receive the support of the alliance opposition; however, it is nowhere to be seen. 
When we were last sitting and I asked about this, the hardworking parliamentary secretary Hon Matthew Swinbourn 
replied on behalf of the Attorney General, as is his responsibility in this forty-first Parliament. I asked the government 
through him what date the instructions were given to prepare the proposed amendments. Members will remember 
that this was all being reported on in the press last year on 10 and 11 December, and the Attorney General was 
running around telling everybody that work was underway. Was that true? Apparently not, because the answer 
I got back on 14 September this year was that the Department of Justice provided drafting instructions for proposed 
amendments to the Bail Act 1982 to parliamentary counsel on 17 December 2020. What is apparent there is that 
the Attorney General’s priority in that week in December last year was to go and talk to the media and run those 
stories following the death of Annaliesse Ugle. The priority was not to go and get the reforms to parliamentary 
counsel; that happened only a week later, despite all the rhetoric at the end of December last year. We are now in 
October and those reforms are nowhere to be seen. In fact, I asked what was the date of the most recent draft, and 
Hon Matthew Swinbourn, on behalf of the Attorney General, told us that the Department of Justice received the most 
recent draft on 3 September 2021. It has been another month and a half. Where are these reforms to the Bail Act? 
I think that this is a demonstration of wrong priorities. I say that because we know, as a result of recent events in 
this Parliament over the course of the last month, that when the McGowan government wants to prioritise something, 
my word, can it prioritise it! On 12 February this year, approximately one month prior to the election, The West 
Australian reported — 

Mark McGowan has stopped short of giving a guarantee that Labor won’t pursue electoral reform of the 
Upper House after the State election. 

The article continues — 
The West Australian asked the Premier if he would guarantee that Labor would not pursue Upper House 
electoral reform. 
His written reply did not give that guarantee and instead only said that electoral reform was “not on 
our agenda”. 
“All of our election commitments will be known in coming weeks. Electoral reform is not on our agenda,” 
Mr McGowan said. 
“Our priorities right now are focused on keeping WA safe from COVID-19 … 

That was reported in an article in February this year, yet what we have, as we now know, is an expedited process. 
It has been only six months since the election. In the last six months, there has been enough time for the McGowan 
government to expedite not only a bill, but also, mind you, prior to that, a so-called ministerial expert panel process 
and consultation process, all within the space of six months, to do what? To change the Legislative Council and the 
mode of election. Can it do that? Of course it can, but is it the right priority? In the first six months of a four-year 
term, when these reforms can only possibly come into effect for the next election in three and a half years, why 
would that be a greater priority than the Bail Act reforms following the death of Annaliesse Ugle? Why would that 
be the case? Why would it be a greater priority than the elder abuse reforms that have been promised for more than 
1 600 days? How can the government and the Attorney General justify those priorities? 
I have no qualms with members opposite and the Labor government, for example, with its so-called protection of 
the Beeliar wetlands bill and prosecuting that through the Parliament. That is entirely consistent with the position 
that the government has articulated over many years. For many years, I have been involved in this debate, including 
with the Leader of the House. We have a difference of opinion on the extension of the Roe Highway, and I have 
no problems with that whatsoever. The government is entitled to that view as we are entitled to ours, but can it really 
be a priority to pass a bill through the Parliament that says that we are not going to build this road any time in the 
next four years? Why is that bill and the electoral reform bill being given higher priority than the elder abuse reforms, 
the anti-consorting laws that have still not resurfaced since the election or the Bail Act reforms? It is the job of the 
opposition to ask those questions of the government. It is our duty to hold the government to account for what it 
said and to ask questions about its priorities. It is then up to the government to be able to respond to those things. That 
is the whole point of our parliamentary democracy, and that is why we do not have a situation in Western Australia 
whereby a government official, whether it be the Premier or otherwise, gets to tell members of Parliament whether 
they get to take their seat in here and ask those questions. That is the principle that is at stake. 
I note that in the week beginning 14 September 2021, which is when we last sat, we considered the Children and 
Community Services Amendment Bill 2021. It was identified during that debate, in an exchange between the 
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parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Child Protection and me, that a statutory review had been 
undertaken of the primary piece of legislation that governs how Western Australia deals with child protection. That 
statutory review made 70 recommendations. I raise that because, very interestingly, the parliamentary secretary 
representing the Minister for Child Protection revealed that eight of those 70 recommendations had been deferred to 
a review of the Children’s Court of Western Australia Act 1988 and the Young Offenders Act 1994. The parliamentary 
secretary went on to say on 14 September 2021, for the benefit of Hansard, and I quote — 

I am advised that those eight recommendations do not come under the Minister for Child Protection’s 
portfolio; they come under the Attorney General.  

The primary piece of legislation that facilitates Western Australia’s child protection regime had been under review. 
That review had manifested itself in 70 recommendations, eight of which fall under the responsibility and jurisdiction 
of the Attorney General. Was anything done about that? Evidently not. The McGowan government came into 
power in 2017. The government has had four and a half years in which to do something about this matter. On 
16 September 2021, I asked the parliamentary secretary representing the Attorney General the following question 
without notice — 

… 
(1) Has any work been undertaken by the Department of Justice in relation to these recommendations? … 

The response was — 
… 
(1)–(3) Work has recently commenced and is now currently being undertaken by the Department of Justice … 

Recently commenced? The review was done more than four years ago. We are talking about serious matters of child 
protection. Eight of the 70 recommendations made by the review fall under the responsibility of the Attorney General. 
However, it was not until this matter was exposed and revealed in the Committee of the Whole House that the 
Department of Justice suddenly did some work. Regardless of all the carry-on from time to time about how many 
questions are asked in Committee of the Whole House, and how long it takes to get legislation through, the fact is 
that it is only when the McGowan government is put under the spotlight and cross-examined that action is taken. 
I am not talking about some trivial matter. I am talking about child protection in Western Australia. I note specifically 
recommendation 32 of the review, namely that protection orders for special guardianship should be made by the 
Children’s Court of Western Australia and be automatically registered in the Family Court of Western Australia. 
These are the types of matters that are at stake here. However, for as long as the McGowan government is on the 
Treasury bench, that is done only if the opposition pushes and asks questions—otherwise; it will not be done. That 
is because the government is more interested in dealing with its pet projects. That might be the Dog Amendment 
(Stop Puppy Farming) Bill 2021, the Metropolitan Region Scheme (Save Beeliar Wetlands) Bill 2021, or the reform 
of the Legislative Council. Sure, the government can have those things on its agenda; no problem. However, 
the government should not expect us to stay quiet when it makes those things its priority, instead of bringing in 
elder abuse law reform, anti-consorting laws, and changes to the Bail Act after the death of Annaliesse Ugle. The 
government should not expect us to roll out the red carpet and applaud it for that.  
The government also should not expect the likes of me to stay quiet when I am told by the member for Rockingham that 
he will decide whether I will have my seat in Parliament, just because I have dared to defy him and have said that I will 
not provide him with information about my private medical history unless he compels me under law. He can get his 
medical advice and his legal advice, and, once he has worked it all out, I will provide that information under compulsion 
of law, no problem, and members will all be the wiser. However, until that time, it is not going to happen, because 
there are more important principles at stake here. This charade by the member for Rockingham needs to be exposed. 
The member for Rockingham needs to redirect his attention and focus on the real issues for Western Australians. 
I have a particular passion and interest in those matters that fall under the Attorney General portfolio, the child 
protection portfolio and the industrial relations portfolio, and I will continue to advocate for those things.  
Interestingly, this is not the only significant matter that has been left floundering by an Attorney General who 
appears no longer willing to put his shoulder to the wheel on these important issues. I draw to members’ attention 
an issue about which I have spoken repeatedly for more than 10 years. That is the small number of Western Australia 
babies who have been born alive and left to die. That very significant matter was first identified by a Labor member 
of the Legislative Council, the very honourable Ed Dermer. My most recent question on this matter was on 13 May 
this year, when I asked the parliamentary secretary representing the Attorney General the following question 
without notice — 

I refer to question without notice 623 answered on 17 June last year in which the house was advised that 
the Department of Justice had received recommendations from the Coroner’s Court in January 2020 for 
legislative amendment to the Health (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1911 and that these recommendations 
were yet to be discussed with the Minister for Health.  
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I went on to ask — 
(1) Has the Attorney General now discussed the matter with the Minister for Health? … 

The response from Hon Matt Swinbourn, the hardworking parliamentary secretary representing the Attorney General, 
was — 

I thank the member for some notice of the question.  
(1)–(4) The Attorney General has not yet discussed the matter … 

Members can perhaps understand why I am concerned, when matters like this are pursued over a long period of 
time, and indeed in this particular instance nearly a year had been allowed to pass before a follow-up question was 
asked of the Attorney General. We know that the Coroner of Western Australia has made a recommendation to 
the Attorney General on how to deal with this very serious matter of Western Australian babies being born alive 
and left to die. That matter has been sitting on the Attorney General’s table for a year. I asked a question about 
that matter again in May this year, and we were told that the matter has still not been discussed. It is not a priority 
for this government. It is too busy dealing with the Beeliar wetlands, it is too busy dealing with puppy farming, 
and it is too busy with seeking to expedite electoral law reform, which prior to the election was apparently not on 
the agenda. Excuse me, Mr Acting President (Hon James Hayward) if some of us get a bit worked up about these 
priorities. In my view, the government’s priorities are wrong. I make no apology for exposing that and repeatedly 
drawing that to the attention of members opposite. I know that some members opposite believe, deep down in their 
heart of hearts, that this is wrong. It is my hope that they will have some quiet conversations with their senior 
members in cabinet and say, “Come on. Let’s get on with this. This is not right.”  
This is before I even get started on the issue of palliative care in Western Australia. Last year, we had a Joint Select 
Committee on Palliative Care in Western Australia. That committee made a series of findings and recommendations. 
What has happened? Is anyone doing anything? That committee did not have just Liberal Party and Nationals WA 
members. It also had some Labor members. Is anything happening with respect to those reforms?  
I very much regret that I am severely time restrained this afternoon, but I want to take a moment to move to the issue 
of child protection. I gave notice to members earlier this afternoon of an important motion that I hope we will have 
the opportunity to debate in due course. The genesis of that motion is a report by the Commissioner for Children and 
Young People, titled Independent review into the Department of Communities’ policies and practices in the placement 
of children with harmful sexual behaviours in residential care settings, which was tabled in September. It came about 
because, last year, a courageous former departmental worker, a courageous young person and a courageous journalist 
exposed what was going on. As a result, and with some contribution by the opposition by continuing to put pressure 
on the government at the time, the Minister for Child Protection, belatedly, and I think begrudgingly, referred the 
matter to the Commissioner for Children and Young People for an independent review. This was a good use of the 
Commissioner for Children and Young People; it should happen more often. But my criticism is: do we really need 
a review by an independent person to tell us that it is not a good idea to be housing perpetrators and victims in the 
same residential care setting? These children are brought into the care in the first place because they are at risk! 
The findings of that report are absolutely damning. I wish that the mainstream media and most people in 
Western Australia would pay more attention to these serious matters. It is ugly and horrible, but it needs to 
addressed. Think for a moment if it was you or your child in that situation! On page 15 of the executive summary 
of the report it states — 

The placement of Macie into a residential care home with Lee, — 
I hasten to add that, of course, they are not the real names of these individuals — 

a child with a history of HSB, was not a unique event or even an isolated practice in WA—case records, 
department policies and the experiences of Department and CSO staff demonstrated that other children 
and young people with HSB have resided in out-of-home care settings with other children. 

The report was into the experiences of these young people. As I identified in the motion that I provided earlier, there 
are a series of damning findings, so much so that very interestingly at page 20 of the report, the commissioner says — 

Given the gravity of the findings of the Review, the Commissioner will report annually on the implementation 
of the nine recommendations made in this report. 

I am happy to be corrected if I am wrong, but I do not recall—I used to be on the Joint Standing Committee on the 
Commissioner for Children and Young People—and I am not aware of a circumstance in which a commissioner 
in Western Australia has felt so concerned about the gravity of the recommendations they have made that they have 
then said that they will report annually on their implementation. Thank goodness the Commissioner for Children 
and Young People is taking this issue so seriously. It is indeed, as reported by WAtoday on 21 September this year, 
a “damning report”. That is a correct description for the report. The report revealed that the Department of Communities 
had placed children with harmful sexual behaviours—HSB—alongside other vulnerable children despite the fact 
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that they were all in the care of the state. What is particularly chilling in the report is that both of the children’s 
pleas to the department to be removed from the home fell on deaf ears. 
This issue was taken up by my good friend the member for Vasse during the recent Legislative Assembly estimates 
hearings. Members, the record reflects exactly what happened on that day. I am not going to take members through 
it now; this issue is far too serious for that. But if members want to be completely exasperated, they should read 
the estimates of the Assembly on this serious issue. The member for Vasse asked serious questions of the Minister 
for Child Protection and the minister stands to be graded on her performance by those answers. I will just leave it 
at that and members can take it up if they like. It was just a disgrace. 

Until such time that we have a change of culture and these child protection matters are taken seriously, nothing 
will change. One thing I think that the Department of Communities is probably already well aware of is that next 
week when we have the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations hearings they can be sure that 
this issue will be taken up. The relevant individuals who will be here next week will not be able to say that they have 
not had notice. They will be aware that the Commissioner for Children and Young People tabled this report last 
month. They will be aware that it was picked up by the opposition during the lower house’s estimates hearings. They 
will be aware that the media has also asked questions and reported on this matter. They will be aware that I have 
given additional notice about it today. It will not be acceptable or tolerated for department or government officials 
not to be prepared to discuss this report next week. There is a budget here in WA; a large amount of money is 
provided to the Department of Communities that is directed to child protection to look after children’s safety. The 
Commissioner for Children and Young People has said that this matter is so significant that he intends to report 
on it annually. Those officials need to be prepared to discuss this matter and to provide authentic answers, not 
obstructive ones. That is how we will see some real change in child protection—when individuals are prepared to 
take responsibility for it, rather than being defensive. 

I also want to take up the issue in the budget that has seen the disaggregation of the State Solicitor’s Office. Before 
I do that, it is interesting to compare what has happened in my two portfolio areas. Since the election, within 
the portfolio of the Attorney General—the Department of Justice—the McGowan government has prioritised the 
disaggregation of the State Solicitor’s Office from the Department of Justice, so that it can be separate and independent. 
The government prioritised that, and it will come at a cost, but it stubbornly refuses to do likewise with child 
protection. After the 2017 election, the government amalgamated all these departments into the mega-Department 
of Communities. One department that was amalgamated was the former Department for Child Protection. At the 
time, I repeatedly said that that was wrong. We knew from the Ford review about the precise historical problem, 
and that we would be doomed to make the same mistakes if we allowed that to continue. Over the last four and 
a half years, I have repeatedly called on the government to reverse its decision. It has refused to do so, as is its right 
while it is in government—it refused to disaggregate child protection from the Department of Communities—but 
it prioritised the disaggregation of the State Solicitor’s Office from the Department of Justice. 

The question needs to be asked: why would the government do that and why would it make that a priority? Could 
it have anything to do with the shambolic situation that we saw in the last Parliament when the first law officer of 
Western Australia, Hon John Quigley, ended up colluding with the then Corruption and Crime Commissioner, 
who is still the commissioner, Hon John McKechnie? Those two individuals colluded with the State Solicitor to 
concoct or to draft or, in any event, to be the architects behind a scheme that saw law students trawling through 
documents to determine whether parliamentary privilege applied. It was concocted by those individuals. We know 
that because it was revealed by our own Parliament’s Standing Committee on Procedure and Privileges. As a result 
of that, there was a court action. That court action revealed that the law of Western Australia has been broken 
more than a thousand times. If members read the judgement and the report of the procedure and privileges 
committee, they will see that the law of Western Australia has been broken more than a thousand times, all because 
these architects put together a scheme that saw law students trawling through documents to determine what was 
parliamentary privilege. That was shambolic, unlawful and a disgrace. Is that part of the reason why the McGowan 
government decided since the election to expedite this particular disaggregation? That is, it will have an independent 
State Solicitor’s Office. Is that why that matter has been given such a high priority, seemingly, over everything else 
in the Department of Justice? The only other thing that seems to be more important is the so-called electoral reform. 
Perhaps, in due course, particularly as we will have the estimates hearings next week—again, this is a heads-up to 
those who are responsible—someone will be in a position to answer these questions. The government will not be 
able to say that it has never heard about it before, because it certainly has been brought to the attention of Parliament 
today, at the very least, and, as members will be aware, it has been brought up many, many times before. 

In concluding my remarks this afternoon, as we consider the budget papers, I note that it is a great honour for members 
of Parliament to have the opportunity to represent the people of Western Australia who have elected them and to 
advocate for issues that are top of mind for them. It is also a great honour—in fact, we have a duty—to advocate for 
those without a voice. That is why we are here. It may be incredibly inconvenient for whomever is in government 
at the time to have these types of questions thrown at them and these issues exposed, but that is why we are here. 
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That is why it is utterly inappropriate for any Premier—it would not matter whether it was this one or the previous 
one—to think that they can tell a member of Parliament the circumstances in which they can hold their seat, least 
of all when it has to do with a matter of personal, private medical history. That is not the business of the member 
for Rockingham. If he thinks otherwise, he needs to go and get that advice. He also needs to try to extract it from 
those of us who are prepared to stand for this principle under compulsion of law, because that will be the only 
circumstance in which I will provide that information. As members can imagine, those members who have known 
me long enough know that I am not about to vacate my seat here just because I need to reveal my vaccination status. 
That will not be the reason, because this job is far too important to me for that. That is my personal view. Other 
members may have a different view, and they are entitled to that view. However, it has to be done by law. 
This government has had a disregard for the rule of law on multiple occasions. I just gave members an example of that 
moments ago with respect to the unlawful activities that saw the law of Western Australia broken a thousand times. 
The rule of law is important. The Attorney General of Western Australia has a responsibility, more than any other 
minister, to draw that to the attention of his cabinet colleagues, including the Premier of Western Australia. Once 
upon a time this individual would have done that. My view is that he is no longer willing to do it, for whatever 
reason. I have described it as him being in the departure lounge, but there may well be other reasons for it. It might 
be the testy relationship that he has with the Premier at the moment or it could be any number of other reasons. In the 
meantime, the people of Western Australia will suffer because these issues are no longer advocated for at the highest 
level, and so it is left to the opposition to bring them to the attention of the Premier and the government. Meanwhile, 
we have a crisis in child protection because we have a minister who has far too many responsibilities and is unable 
to focus on this important issue. 
HON MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [3.26 pm]: I rise to contribute to the motion that the budget papers 
be noted. I recognise that my contribution, as well as that of other members who have spoken thus far on that question, 
will obviously predate what I look forward to next week, which is the resumption of hearings into the budget estimates 
by the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations. I look forward to contributing throughout the 
course of those hearings as we examine the budget in greater depth with the agencies that have been called by that 
standing committee. 
I think the word to describe the 2021–22 state budget is extraordinary. It is extraordinary in many senses of the word. 
That will be the theme of the contribution I will make today. It is interesting, with the benefit of having the Annual report 
on state finances for the previous financial year, to know that the state returned an operating surplus for 2020–21 of 
some $5.8 billion, more than the projected $5.6 billion that was contained in the budget papers that we are debating 
today. It is also interesting to make some reflections on the level of net debt, because in my time in this place there 
has been a significant focus upon that. I remember in my first term the creation of the debt monster. We have not seen 
that lately. I think that was something the Leader of the Opposition might have referred to in his response to the budget. 
I think it is about time for the government to dust off the debt monster, wherever it may reside these days. I do not 
know whether it was a retirement gift for Hon Ken Travers, or maybe Hon Rita Saffioti still has the debt monster, 
because they were the two members who were most frequently seen with the said character. The reason that I think 
the government should dust off the debt monster is that state debt is rising. Contrary to the 2017 rhetoric of the Labor 
opposition that it would pay down the debt slowly like a mortgage, debt is rising. I am not quite sure which bank the 
state government banks with, but if someone pays down a mortgage, the debt actually reduces. I am not sure that any of 
us would get away with a banking arrangement in which we told our banker that we were going to pay our debt down 
slowly and consistently and then our debt rose. If that was the case, it would be a rather unusual banking arrangement. 
Hon Pierre Yang: Let’s not forget about the context. We have got a once-in-a-lifetime pandemic. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I note that I have caught the attention of Hon Pierre Yang. I am not sure, but I think 
I am correct that the honourable member has not yet made a response to the budget, and I look forward to his 
60-minute contribution after I rest in 56 minutes! 
As at 30 June 2017, net debt was $31.964 billion. Let us round it off to an easy $32 billion. According to the 
Annual report on state finances, at 30 June 2021 net debt was sitting at $33.482 billion, so $33.5 billion. That is about 
$1.5 billion more debt than the government had in 2017. Let us make it absolutely clear that the mortgage is not 
getting paid off; it is getting worse. If we look across the forward estimates to 2024–25, we see that net debt will 
peak in that final year at almost $36 billion, which is $4 billion more than the government inherited in 2017, when it 
said that it would pay down the debt slowly, like paying off a mortgage. Across the budget year and forward estimates 
there are also quite healthy operating surpluses. The government is not running deficit budgets; it is running surplus 
budgets, spending the money and borrowing more. We will get net debt peaking at $36 billion in the final year 
of the forward estimates. That is why I say—and I have reflected on this every year I have spoken on the budget 
as a member of the opposition—that it is about time the government dusted off the debt monster and came clean 
with the people of Western Australia about where it is taking net debt. 
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I talked about the budget being extraordinary, and I said I would use “extraordinary” in many senses of the word. 
In Western Australia, we have certainly seen a number of crises occur for some time on several significant fronts. 
I want to talk about a few of those issues today and to what extent they will be resolved by the government’s response 
to them in this budget or the investments it predicts over the next four years. Of course, we have not seen economic 
impacts like in other jurisdictions in Australia or internationally as a result of the spread of COVID-19. We have 
a state that is practically free of COVID-19, and many of our industries, but not all of them, have benefited from some 
of the economic circumstances that other states and countries find themselves in. That is obvious when we look 
through some of the detail contained in the budget papers, but it was also made very clear to me and other members 
who went to the presentation by Treasury hosted by the Public Accounts Committee in the other place following 
the tabling and introduction of the bills in the Legislative Assembly. 
One of the areas I want to talk about first of all is housing. I confess that is not an area that I am an expert in at all 
and one I have not spent any great deal of time developing or considering policy in, but I want to share some anecdotes 
of what I am seeing in housing. I do not know whether members saw the article on The West Australian website 
that, I think, broke some time before lunch. It talked about construction sector activity starting to ease. I think 
the company named was BGC, and the article said it had started redundancies in its business, initially at the sales 
and administrative end, as it saw demand ease, particularly for residential construction. I understand that when the 
COVID-19 pandemic arrived, there was great concern for industry, but in particular our building and construction 
sector. I fear for when that significant increase of building activity has flowed through that pipeline and wonder how 
many more of these decisions we will see. What will the cliff look like in 12, 18 or 24 months’ time? That concerns 
me. It is not clear to what extent the government’s investment in housing might help smooth the cliff when it comes 
in 12 to 24 months’ time, which is my estimate—it is not anything more than that. I think we have simply deferred 
a problem from the now to the future, and it will be interesting to see how the government, which I think will still 
be in power, responds when it arrives. 
I have some anecdotes of what I have seen in recent times. We have seen significant stagnation in our property market 
for a number of years. Where I live, my observation is that we have literally gone from not being able to sell a property 
for several years to not being able to buy one. The same can be said for renting a property. I have constituents and 
family members who find themselves without homes. These are not people without incomes or the ability to buy 
or pay rent. Some of these people are on six-figure salaries, and in the current environment they are unable to find 
themselves a home. What does that then say for people who are not in that financial circumstance and who may 
be on a fixed income or no income? To me, that makes the depth of the housing problem we face quite clear. I recently 
visited a town, which I will not identify, that was outside my electorate when I was doing some portfolio work, 
and I met a person who had given up. He was a gentleman who lived by himself, and he went on Gumtree and bought 
himself an old bus. I think it cost about $6 000 or $7 000, and that is now his home. I have had the opportunity to 
do some regular travel over the last couple of weeks and I have travelled a stretch of road in my electorate quite 
regularly. I have noticed a campervan on a couple of quiet spots on this road. It is not unusual to see campervans in 
regional Western Australia, but over the course of several days, if not weeks, this campervan has been located by 
the same river, on the same corner or on the same verge on the same road. I suspect that we will see more and more 
of that type of response by people who simply cannot access adequate housing in the current environment.  
One issue we often see at the end and start of calendar years, particularly around schools but not exclusively schools, 
is access to appropriate Government Regional Officers’ Housing. When I say “appropriate”, it is not just appropriate 
in number, but appropriate in quality. I have seen circumstances in my electorate—it is perhaps even more severe 
in more remote places—in which graduate schoolteachers have been sent to a country town and the only place to 
accommodate them has been the local pub or they have been required to travel significant distances to and from 
work. When I say “significant distances”, in some cases it has been 60, 70 or 80 kilometres one way to get to their 
posted school. I understand the complexity of managing government housing in that sometimes demand and supply 
do not always meet. Sometimes it results in situations in which demand for government housing might change 
significantly, and quickly, in both directions. Equally, we would be concerned if we had a whole lot of GROH 
properties that were not being utilised in a community. The issue with Government Regional Officers’ Housing is 
not just quantity, it is also the quality of the housing stock, particularly if we want to attract professionals. To 
attract professionals to regional and remote communities in Western Australia, we need to make sure that they have 
quality housing and housing that is appropriate for them. The housing requirements for graduate schoolteachers 
will be vastly different from somebody who has a large family and works as a nurse at a hospital. A variety of housing 
needs to be available; it is not just about ensuring that we get the quality right. 
Before I move on to some portfolios areas, I want to talk about workforce issues. No industry is unaffected by 
the workforce issues that this state faces. We have heard a lot of talk recently about the impact on industries like 
agriculture, hospitality, tourism and retail. The thing that I would say about the industries that we find ourselves 
talking about more is that they probably have the least ability to compete in our labour market for the limited 
workforce that is available. I have heard people from large companies say that although they have some workforce 
concerns, at the end of the day they will pay more to attract their workforce. Advice that Hon Alannah MacTiernan 
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likes to dish out regularly is, “If you want a workforce, just pay more”, but not every industry can pay more. 
Industries have begun cannibalising each other’s workforces. We see that when we have these peak periods of 
growth. It is a significant concern.  
I spoke earlier about the briefing that Treasury provided members. For those members who did not attend the briefing, 
which was hosted by the Public Accounts Committee of the other place, it really was a good opportunity to find 
out about the budget. I encourage members to consider attending the briefing next year. It is attended by Treasury 
officials. It is quite an interesting presentation; not all of it is relevant to everybody, but one of the things that was 
really quite interesting from this presentation was the slide pack that was provided to members afterwards. I refer 
to a slide titled “Population Growth” found on page 7 of the presentation pack. For me, that slide was the most telling 
from the presentation that was delivered in mid-September by Michael Court, who is the Deputy Under Treasurer. 
The graph goes back to 2010–11 and shows the net impact of a number of categories of population growth. Obviously, 
the most marked impact shown in this graph is simply the loss of overseas migration in 2020–21. In fact, there was 
a negative impact. I was surprised to see that our net overseas migration was negative. That was perhaps one of the 
wrong assumptions I made when the pandemic hit and borders were closed. Obviously, we were all aware of the 
limitations on people coming to Western Australia, not just for a holiday but also to conduct their business or to take 
up employment, and this graph shows that net overseas migration for 2020–21 and this financial year was negative. 
It actually meant we lost people, but at the same time we did not gain any. I did not think that that would necessarily 
be the case. In 2020–21, the overall net migration—it is hard to tell from this graph—was about 20 000 people. 
Compared with the year prior, it was double that number. If I go back to 2011–12, it was nearly 80 000 people. 
The 2020–21 figure was 50 per cent lower than for the year prior, and 75 per cent lower than in 2011–12. The story 
of migration, both international and interstate, is quite interestingly illustrated in this slide that was provided as part 
of the briefing by Treasury. In part, it goes to this issue around access to a workforce in Western Australia. 
At this briefing, Treasury also told us that the budget was predicated on the interstate borders easing by the end of 
this calendar year. Its prediction is that international borders will reopen in the September quarter—somewhere 
between July and September 2022. The situation at the moment is quite acute in that we not only do not have access 
to an international workforce, or there is access on an extremely limited basis, but also are currently locked out 
from the two most populous states, being Victoria and New South Wales, through their “extreme risk” categorisation 
under the state border controls. That will change over time, but it was interesting what Treasury actually predicted 
and modelled—I am not sure about modelling, but predicted at least—for the purposes of the state budget.  
I want to move on to the area of health. Thinking back to the start of the last calendar year when we first learnt about 
the evolving coronavirus situation internationally, and shortly thereafter we saw Australian states, including our 
own, starting to respond as it came closer to us, the first part of that initial response focused on our health system 
and about building capacity. I remember in those early days the response was about two things. Personal protective 
equipment was obviously a significant issue, which we barely even talk about now, but our PPE stocks were really 
slim at the time, and this was why things like elective surgery were cancelled. Therefore, the early strategy of the 
COVID-19 response was to reduce pressure on PPE stocks and medical equipment like ventilators. The early strategy 
was to minimise spread. I am not quite sure when the strategy shifted from minimising the spread of the virus while 
we built capacity to an elimination strategy. Somewhere in the course of 2020, there was a clear and obvious shift, 
whether it was admitted to or not, to the state pursuing an elimination strategy rather than a capacity building strategy. 
We have heard admissions about this in more recent times. In a debate in this house, Minister MacTiernan was the 
first minister that I heard admit that Western Australia cannot keep Delta out and that that would be a reality that 
Western Australia will face. I hope that our state is well prepared given the time and the lack of COVID-19 that 
we have had. I hope we have used that time wisely; I really do. Can I stand here, Acting President, with my hand on 
my heart and say that we are ready for Delta? I cannot, because I simply do not know. Unlike other jurisdictions in 
Australia, Western Australia has had very, very limited independent review of its COVID-19 response or capability. 
Hon Sue Ellery: You know that the outbreak that we had back in June, that was a Delta case? 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Yes. 
Hon Sue Ellery: I just think sometimes people forget that we actually did have Delta here. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Yes, I think that there was one new case reported today in hotel quarantine. It is 
probably too early to know the variant, but it is probably Delta as well. 
Hon Sue Ellery: Yes, but the case where the person was at several school exposure sites, that was Delta. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Yes. 
There has been a softening of language from the government. We saw the Peter Doherty Institute for Infection and 
Immunity report. National cabinet took a position in the form of a road map—that seems to be what these things 
get called—and then week after week we heard the Premier say that a single case or a single death is not acceptable, 
so we would continue with an elimination strategy for who knows how long. I thought at the time that that meant 
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until COVID-19 no longer exists in the world. I have seen in more recent weeks and months a significant softening 
of that language, and I think that in part is about trying to drive greater vaccination rates amongst our population 
as there seems to be sufficient supply—not in all areas—but insufficient demand. 
In the early part of the COVID-19 response in our health system, we saw great concern about PPE and ventilators 
as well as the workforce. Members will remember that the government launched a significant campaign to try to get 
anybody with all forms of skills. There was talk about expediting re-registration of retired nurses and talk about what 
sort of facilities could be re-established, such as Swan District Hospital, and stadiums being repurposed. I am not sure 
whether as part of that initial workforce blitz we actually hired any of those people, because we saw a significant 
reduction in demand for services at the time. I am not sure for how many months we saw that, but it is interesting to 
see how quickly that changed over the course of probably the next 12 months.  
Ambulance ramping in this state in August 2021 hit an all-record high of 6 528 hours. Our ambulance service 
for one month was ramped for more than 6 500 hours. Compare that with March 2017, the month in which the 
government took power; it was 641 hours or about 10 per cent of that figure. That is not a pure comparison because, 
in one respect, we are comparing August and March, and there can be seasonal impacts on the level of ambulance 
ramping and hospital service demand, particularly in our public health system. But if we look at the figures for 
August 2021, ambulances in Western Australia—this would predominantly be in our metropolitan area and areas 
with career paramedics who have their performance measured—were attending priority 1 calls, which is the highest 
priority ambulance call, only 76.5 per cent of the time within their performance benchmark. The ambulance service 
is required to respond within 15 minutes to a 90 per cent target of priority 1 calls. That in itself might sound like 
a long time. Typically, a priority 1 call is a life-threatening emergency. It is quite often a resuscitation. In August, 
only three in four ambulances arrived within 15 minutes of the 000 call. In those situations, particularly if you are 
performing the resuscitation of somebody, seconds will feel like minutes; minutes will feel like hours. Although 
the data does not show this, it would be interesting to know what the outliers are. We know that only three in 
four ambulances in August met their performance target of arriving within 15 minutes of a 000 call for a priority 1. 
It would be interesting to know what the individual response times of the other 25 per cent of ambulances responding 
to priority 1 incidents in August, when this state recorded its highest level of ambulance ramping in history. 
We have all heard of the golden hour after road trauma, particularly in a regional context. A key factor of a successful 
outcome for a patient is the time in which the patient receives care and the time in which the patient has access 
to an appropriate hospital to access the care. That time factor is key. I want to make the point that this is not just 
a metropolitan issue. This issue is now having an impact on regional locations in two ways. First, in some sub-centres, 
towns or communities within, I would say, a 200-kilometre radius of the Perth metropolitan area, we are seeing 
ambulance ramping. The reason is that services in those areas transport their patients either as inter-hospital patient 
transfers or because they are the closest hospital to metropolitan hospitals. We are seeing it and I am hearing directly 
from ambulance volunteers who find themselves ramped at public hospitals in the metropolitan area. They tell 
me about the impact on not only them as volunteers sitting in the driveway of a large hospital in Perth and their 
willingness to keep volunteering in those circumstances, but also the community that they come from, in which 
that may be the sole ambulance, or the sole ambulance that is available with those volunteers on that day. 
The second situation that I am seeing is at regional sites. Although I do not have the data on all regional hospitals, 
we know that in May of this year, ambulances were ramped for 128 hours at seven of our largest regional hospitals, 
being Albany, Broome, Bunbury, Geraldton, Hedland, Kalgoorlie and Northam. This is not just a metropolitan 
hospital capacity issue; this is also a regional hospital capacity issue. As I said, it worries me. I know that work has 
been done. I am advised that there is now an appreciation of that situation, and when a volunteer crew is coming 
in to off-load a patient, there is an arrangement—I am not sure how formal it is—to try to get that crew back on the 
road to its community as quickly as it can, but obviously that can only be done within the constraints of the triaging 
and prioritisation of patients at our hospital sites. 
I want to make some comments at this point about the ambulance inquiry. I am sure that members are aware that 
the Standing Committee on Public Administration is conducting an inquiry into the delivery of ambulance services 
in Western Australia. I have publicly expressed my view that I think that committee has got this wrong. As I said earlier, 
I have no issue with committees examining these types of things, but in the current environment, with the health crises—
there are many of them in this state—and particularly in light of my earlier comments that unlike other jurisdictions 
that have had special inquiries and royal commissions, although our Auditor General has done some discrete work 
around our COVID-19 preparedness, we have not had any significant independent assessment or inquiry into the 
state’s capacity to manage COVID in Western Australia. I think that has been an enormous missed opportunity, and 
I hope that will not be to the detriment of Western Australians when we see COVID-19 within our borders. 
This committee has decided to pursue a discrete inquiry into ambulance services, and I do not have time to dwell 
on what I think might be its motivations for doing that, but it is worthy to note that when I looked at the public 
administration committee’s website earlier today, no submissions had been published. I think that submissions 
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closed—I would be guessing at a date—back in July sometime, and it is interesting that here we are, in the middle 
of October, and no submissions have been published on the standing committee’s website. I find that highly unusual. 
I noticed that earlier this week—in fact, it might have been yesterday—an article in The West Australian made reference 
to the submission to the standing committee by the WA Country Health Service. I thought that was a bit odd. The 
website says nothing. The computer says no, Hon Darren West. The computer says no, and yet here I am reading 
quotes in The West Australian from the WA Country Health Service submission. I made some inquiries with the 
standing committee and I asked whether any submissions had been made public by the standing committee. I am now 
advised that no less than 11 submissions have been made public by the Standing Committee on Public Administration. 
They are submissions by the Australasian College of Paramedic Practitioners; the Ambulance Employees Association 
of WA; Charles Wroth; the Department of Health; the United Workers Union; the Royal Flying Doctor Service; 
the WA Country Health Service; St John Ambulance Western Australia; the St John Ambulance Margaret River 
sub-centre; Ray Bange, OAM; and a private citizen. They are the eleven submissions. Just before I stood, I jumped 
onto my computer. The computer still says no. If I had had time, I would have done the right thing and printed 
these 11 submissions and tabled them. Why is it that submissions that have been made public to an inquiry of 
a standing committee of this house have not been published on that committee’s website? I find that peculiar, to 
say the least. I find it interesting that, as a member of this house, I find out about details of submissions to this standing 
committee’s inquiry via the daily newspaper. I am not going to say any more other than to say to the house and to 
you, Acting President (Hon Steve Martin), that I find that a very strange set of circumstances. 
I want to quote now from budget paper No 1, which is, of course, the Treasurer’s speech. Obviously, it is a speech 
of the other place. The speech states — 

Madam Speaker, the McGowan Labor Government has approved a massive $1.9 billion boost in spending 
for health and mental health. 
This includes an additional $960 million for WA Health and a record $495 million for the Mental Health 
Commission to expand and improve services. 
Our health system has been under significant pressure given unprecedented demand during the pandemic, 
especially in our emergency departments. 
A large proportion of this investment will go towards an additional 332 beds, supported by around 
100 new doctors and 500 nurses. 

That sounds great. What I find interesting is that the $5.8 billion operating surplus is not from this financial year; 
it is from last year. I do not understand why the government has waited until the budget, or in fact maybe a week 
or two before the budget when it soft-launched all these extra spending initiatives, to actually do something about 
these issues of health, workforce, housing, and any number of crises that this government is now dealing with, I think, 
because of its inaction. In the forward estimates, despite an extra rising debt of $4 billion, we see operating surpluses 
every year. This all sounds wonderful until we read the response by the Australian Medical Association, which, 
I think, gives an interesting perspective on the spin that is contained in the Treasurer’s speech. The president of 
the WA branch of the Australian Medical Association said the following in a blog on Friday, 10 September, which 
I think was a day after the budget was handed down — 

You may recall that about a month ago the Government started ‘dropping’ information to the media about 
their plans for health in the Budget, with a $1.9 billion boost, as well as the funding for the new Women and 
Babies Hospital to replace King Edward Memorial Hospital, a $1.88 billion allocation that had been 
announced last December. 
So far, so many billions and there was an initial positive headline for these eye-watering amounts of public 
money flowing through. After that there was a week-long blitz with health announcements every day, 
including a plan to attract 100 new doctors and 500 new nurses into the system. 
If it told us nothing else, health was proving a significant issue for the government that they were keen to 
get off the radar. The focus on health was certainly welcome, after last year barely raising a mention in 
Budget discussion, even in the middle of the pandemic. Then Treasurer Ben Wyatt was more interested 
in announcing the increased recruitment of WA police. 
The State intervention was more timely as the month progressed and it was becoming evident just what 
a terrible month was evolving for the health system. I had already predicted breaking 6000 hours of ramping 
before too long but I hadn’t really banked on this happening in August. The idea we would finish the month 
with a jaw-dropping 6500 hours of ramping was well beyond my expectations. 

This is obviously a very lengthy piece, so I will jump straight to the relevant point, which is where Dr Duncan-Smith said — 
Well, our attitude was we’d believe it when we saw it. Yesterday we saw everything we needed to see 
about the Government’s priorities. There was no reset in the way we believe is required. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Tuesday, 12 October 2021] 

 p4142c-4157a 
Hon Nick Goiran; Hon Pierre Yang; Hon Martin Aldridge 

 [15] 

The $10.37 billion WA Health budget equates to a 1.38 per cent increase — 
I repeat—a 1.38 per cent increase — 

on the 2020–21 Estimated Actual Spending, which was $10.23 billion. Including the forecast CPI, this 
actually amounts to a 0.36 per cent decrease in health funding. 
Depressingly, the WA Health Budget for 2022–23 in the forward estimates is worse than 2020–21 (and we 
all know was not enough) at $10.15 billion, a significant decrease of 3.72% when CPI is included. 
Sure, after the unexpected bumper $5.6 billion surplus in this Budget, — 

Which we now know is $5.8 billion — 
the next surplus is a more ‘modest’ $2.8 billion. But it’s telling that the Government’s own calculations 
put us further and further behind year on year at a time when it is absolutely evident we need many more 
resources added. 

Those are not my views. Those are the views of the WA branch of the Australian Medical Association. When we 
look through the government’s spin and the non-performance, particularly of late, of the Minister for Health, who 
now wears many hats, not just health, I have significant concerns about the preparedness of our state to deal with 
COVID-19. As I have said, I believe that the initial motivation of the Premier for going so hard and so quickly on 
border controls is that he has the same fear. What has the government done in the last 12 to 18 months? That is yet to 
be seen. That is why I believe the priorities of the standing committee were wrong. 
I now want to move on from health and talk about some other aspects of the budget that are relevant to my shadow 
portfolios and/or my electorate—in many cases, they are relevant to both. I turn first to page 309 of budget 
paper No 3. I am not sure about other members, but that is usually the first section of the budget that I turn to. This 
comes under the section titled “Household Tariffs, Fees and Charges”. This section of the budget provides a useful 
snapshot of what the Treasurer calls the “representative household”. It is a good indicator of whether tariffs, fees 
and charges have increased or, as is the case in the most recent budget, decreased. It is interesting to compare, as 
I have done, the relevant page from last year’s budget with this year’s budget. Earlier, I made several references to 
CPI growth, which for this budget year and next is estimated at 1.75 per cent. In the table on page 309 for the estimated 
impact on the representative household for the last financial year, 2020-21, there is a bunch of zeros in the columns 
for percentage change and dollar change. We need to remember that the government took the policy position that 
its response to the COVID-19 pandemic would be to freeze household fees and charges. The items listed in that 
table cover motor vehicles, utility charges, public transport fares, the emergency services levy and stamp duty. It 
was actually more than a freeze. It was a reduction, because members will recall that last year, Western Australian 
households were the beneficiary of a $600 utility rebate as a result of the settlement of the Bell litigation. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: Maybe. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: That is a good point. 
This year, a number of the increases in tariffs, fees and charges are held at CPI, which is estimated at 1.75 per cent. 
Those are mainly electricity and water-related costs. It is interesting to note for the benefit of members who have 
not looked at page 309 of budget paper No 3 that the motor vehicle licensing charge has increased by four per cent. 
It is also interesting to note that the emergency services levy has increased by 4.3 per cent. That is almost two and 
a half times CPI. It will be interesting to find out when we get to estimates the thinking of the government around 
this. It is rather perverse from my perspective that the government patted itself on the back for the fact that in the 
last budget, it froze household fees and charges, but in this budget it has caught up on that, and some. 
This is an area that I will continue to focus on. It is concerning to look at budget paper No 2 and the forecast revenue 
for the Department of Fire and Emergency Services. That states that the emergency services levy will increase by 
4.89 per cent in this budget year. That obviously does not align with the 4.3 per cent increase in the charge for the 
representative household. If we look at the forward estimates, next year there will be an 8.17 per cent increase; 
the year after, there will be a 3.36 per cent increase; and in the final year of the forward estimates, there will be 
a 4.57 per cent increase. There seems to be no consistent approach to the way in which growth in the emergency 
services levy is projected. Members need to remember that the people who pay the emergency services levy are the 
property owners in Western Australia. Every single dollar and cent is recouped through, effectively, a levy on rates 
notices. The charge was frozen last year and has been supercharged two and a half times this year, which is nothing 
on the 8.17 per cent increase for next year. It will be interesting to get—not that the department is appearing before 
the estimates committee next week—a greater level of insight and understanding into the state government’s approach 
for setting these charges, in particular the ESL. 
The issue of motor vehicle licensing has not gone unnoticed either. The RAC put out a media statement on the 
same day as the budget, Thursday, 9 September 2021, which stated — 
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Disappointingly, the Budget confirms registration fees have risen by four per cent this year, more than 
twice the rate of inflation. 
Analysis by RAC released last month revealed registration fees had increased by over 80 per cent in the 
past 10 years—almost five times the rate of inflation. 
“These ongoing fee increases add up over time to be a huge hit to motorists’ wallets, so it’s unfortunate 
successive state governments have chosen to make it more and more expensive for motorists to get around,” 
Mr Golsby said. 
According to the Australian Automobile Association, WA households are now spending almost 15 per cent 
of their income on transport costs, which equates to almost $20,000 a year.  

I make this point particularly as a regional member, because we do not have access to anywhere near equity when 
it comes to public transport. The notion that people can live comfortably outside the Perth metropolitan area without 
a motor vehicle is a nonsense. When the government announced, as I think it did in this budget, more free fares 
and more concessions for metropolitan public transport, I am not sure I heard any announcement about concessions 
or discounts for any limited regional public transport services, both rail and coach. I am not sure I heard that—I will 
check; I notice that the Public Transport Authority will be appearing before the Standing Committee on Estimates 
and Financial Operations next week—but I certainly heard that further concessions will be applied to metropolitan 
public transport. When we couple motor vehicle licensing charges, which are unavoidable for people living outside 
Perth, with the higher cost of fuel, in particular, and greater distances travelled, which has a direct impact on both 
fuel and maintenance of motor vehicles, not necessarily registration, the government does not adequately consider 
the impact of these decisions, particularly when considering ways in which it can further incentivise public transport 
in suburban Western Australia with, as far as I can tell, little to no regard for other parts of the state. 
The other thing the RAC was advocating for in its state budget submission was a prioritisation of the regional road safety 
program. I have spoken about this ad nauseam on other occasions so I am not going to deep dive into it today, but 
I encourage the state and federal governments that if infrastructure smoothing is to occur, it should not be on this project. 
This project creates significant jobs and saves significant lives, and once complete, it will treat, with low-cost solutions, 
some 17 000 kilometres of Western Australian roads. With the economic cost of road trauma in Western Australia 
estimated to be $2.6 billion, this $900 million program should be fully funded and fast-tracked. I will quote briefly 
one point in the RAC’s pre-budget submission about the benefit–cost ratio of this project, which states — 

yield a strong return on investment with a high Benefit Cost Ratio … of 4.05 (to put this into context, in 
a post implementation evaluation of 19 national road investment projects delivered between 2008–09 to 
2012–13, the average 8CR was 1.82 — 

That is double the average BCR for a road project.  
and the Morley–Ellenbrook Line which was endorsed by Infrastructure Australia in May 2020 and is due 
to commence construction this year has a BCR of 1.1. 

That is a BCR of 1.1 versus a BCR of 4.05. Even if the government does not accept arguments around road trauma, 
or the economic cost of road trauma and the project’s ability to save 2 000 lives on our regional roads, surely Treasury 
supports an economic argument for a BCR of 4.5 over some of the investments that this government is making in 
other transport-related areas. 
There is certainly a lot more to be said about this budget. I look forward to the estimates hearings next week. I look 
forward to pursuing these and many other issues as we unpick the government’s spin and identify the real issues 
that this state faces. 
HON PIERRE YANG (North Metropolitan) [4.26 pm]: I rise today to give a brief speech on the consideration 
of the budget papers. During his contribution, Hon Martin Aldridge mentioned that he was looking forward to my 
contribution. Hon Martin Aldridge, here is my contribution; I appreciate your invitation. 
This week is Mental Health Week. Members who are wearing green ribbons on their jackets and dress today are 
proudly standing with Australians and Western Australians who are experiencing mental health issues. It is a great 
advancement for the community that we are now talking about mental health and mental wellbeing. 
I wish to quote a few figures on page 5 of budget paper No 1 under the heading of “Health and Mental Health”. 
One paragraph reads — 

This includes an additional $960 million for WA Health and a record $495 million for the Mental Health 
Commission to expand and improve services.  

Another paragraph states — 
An additional $311 million is being invested in community-based mental health services. These services 
are designed to treat people in more appropriate settings, reducing pressure on our hospitals and EDs. The 
increased funding includes $130 million specifically to enhance services for youth mental health.  
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This government has set aside a lot of money to address issues that our community is facing. I had the pleasure of 
representing the very capable minister Hon Stephen Dawson last Friday at a Housing Industry Association Charitable 
Foundation event during which it launched its car park party and #buckethatchats campaign. The campaign is 
dedicated to personnel in the housing industry who experience mental health and mental stress on average at a much 
higher rate than the general public. I think it is great for our community and for community organisations to talk about 
these issues to help remove the stigma of mental health. It is great that people can talk about mental health issues 
so that their colleagues, family and friends can easily identify it and ask, “Are you okay?” They can then follow-up 
with other questions and make sure that the people who are experiencing mental stress and difficulties are reached 
out to and that they engage in conversation. 
On Sunday, I had the honour to attend the re-raising parade of the Western Australian 10th Light Horse Regiment, 
representing the Premier and Minister Paul Papalia. At the event, His Excellency the Governor Hon Kim Beazley 
gave a speech. At the end of his speech, he talked about the mental health issues that Australian soldiers have 
experienced in the past and today. Many soldiers in previous wars who experienced mental difficulties, which is 
known today as post-traumatic stress disorder, were not properly looked after. It is a great community achievement 
that we are talking about these issues. It is commendable for this government to put in a huge amount of money to 
provide the services that are critical for Western Australians who are experiencing mental health difficulties. 
[Leave granted for the member’s speech to be continued at a later stage of the sitting.] 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Colin de Grussa. 
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