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POLICE — WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 

136. Mr P.A. KATSAMBANIS to the Premier: 

I have a supplementary question. Given the failure of the Premier and his Minister for Police to actually deliver 
on this promise, will he provide the house with a commitment on when police will finally receive their workers’ 
compensation scheme, or will he short-change them again, as he did with their wage increase? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 

Honestly, Mr Speaker. The Liberals and Nationals were in office for eight and a half years and did not deliver 
a workers’ compensation scheme. 

Mr P.A. Katsambanis: You’re the government. You made the promise. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Eight and a half years—we have been in office for one year; in fact, not even one. The 
member was in office for eight and a half years and he has the gall to come in here and demand that in the space 
of one year we do something that his government had eight and a half years to achieve. The member will also 
know that the WA Police Union agreed to the wages arrangement that the state government put forward. We 
managed to secure a wages deal. The police minister, ably assisted by the Attorney General, has put through all 
sorts of legislation, including dangerous sex offenders laws, methamphetamine laws, Corruption and Crime 
Commission reform laws and laws to trace the proceeds of crime using the CCC. All these tools are available to 
the police force, which the member was unable to achieve when he was in office, and he has the gall to come in 
here, when we have not even done one year in office, and carry on about something that his government could not 
achieve in eight and a half years. 

The SPEAKER: Members, that is the end of question time. 

Point of Order 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: I seek clarification of a statement you made about points of order during question time in 
response to a question from the Labor backbench. From memory, you said that there were a number of points of 
order that you were going to raise, or call, and that you were going to record, but you were going to wait for the 
response to the question. I am just seeking your clarification. 

The SPEAKER: Can I just explain—sorry, member. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN: There may well have been people on a third call who were not aware of that being the case 
and who inadvertently might have got an extra call and therefore been kicked out of this place, Mr Speaker. I seek 
clarification about your comment. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Excuse me, it is a point of order. Member, I think we were on—I am not sure what question we 
were on—probably the first or second question and every time there were interjections from this side of the 
chamber. I called some to order and then I got the member to start again. I made a decision. Instead of getting the 
member to do the question again, I said that I would write down those who had been called. Now, they were all 
on one call. I have to run this house in a proper manner. I thought it was best for her to do the question. I did not 
wait for the answer. I said to the minister before he answered, “I will call these people to order.” So that the house 
was running more freely, I thought that was the best way to go. Now, if someone has two or three calls, I would 
not do it. But at the start everyone was interjecting before the person had asked the question, which was 
unparliamentary, and that is why I call them to order. Are you happy with that? 

Mr D.T. Redman: I’m not, no. 
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