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McGOWAN GOVERNMENT — PERFORMANCE 
Motion 

HON DR STEVE THOMAS (South West — Leader of the Opposition) [10.08 am] — without notice: It is 
with great delight that I move — 

That this house expresses its concern about the McGowan government’s failure to protect and support the 
Western Australian community at a time of unprecedented high state income, including failures in relation to — 
(a) the exposure of victims of abuse to their attackers in schools; 
(b) the lack of appropriate housing, including social housing, causing a housing crisis in this state; and 
(c) the management of ambulance ramping and our health system. 

This issue is about the priorities of the McGowan government and the Labor Party. I will focus my component of 
the debate on the part of the motion that refers to the unprecedented high state income. I know that a plethora of 
members in the chamber would like to address key and critical issues of the service delivery of the state. They will 
focus on the health system and the housing crisis that we find ourselves in, so I will not even take the full 20 minutes 
available to me because I realise that this may well be a very popular motion. I encourage members on this side of 
the house to engage in that process.  
President, I want to address the capacity of the state government to deliver change. This is important, because no state 
government in the history of Western Australia has had a greater capacity to deliver change than the McGowan 
government. Let me run through just a few quick figures. Until the end of the 2019 financial year, the McGowan 
government received $4 billion in iron ore royalties above and beyond that which was predicted in the budget. 
That means that when a government sets its budget at the beginning of a financial year, and it sets its revenues 
a bit lower, when it gets more money, which is fine and a good strategy, it has free money at the end of that year 
that it can invest in things that it thinks are important for the state of Western Australia. Until the end of the 2019–20 
financial year, this government had an extra $4 billion on top of its budget predictions. The expectation in the 
2020–21 financial year, given an iron ore price well above that that was expected—because the government was 
predicting originally it would be $US63 a tonne—even according to the government’s own figures, we are expecting 
total iron ore royalties in the 2020–21 financial year from the quarterly financial statements to have hit something 
close to $11 billion. Normally, just so members know, it sits around that $4 billion to $5 billion mark. We are looking 
at $11 billion in iron ore royalties. We will be looking at a budget surplus above the expectation predicted by the 
government. We are looking at a budget surplus for 2020–21, in my view, of around $5 billion. Although, let me say 
that if the government were clever, it would have boosted its expenditure in key areas so that it reduced its surplus 
so that it did not look like it was sitting on a huge pile of cash. I try to say this in a number of places.  
In my view, the Premier, who is also the Treasurer, reminds me of that old cartoon—for those members who are 
old enough—of Scrooge McDuck rolling in cash in his money bin. That is the image that I have when I look at the 
Premier of Western Australia: Scrooge McDuck rolling in his money bin, sitting on a pile of cash and throwing it 
up in the air. In my view, it is probably $5 billion. The government might be able to get the number down a bit 
with a bit of additional expenditure.  
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: You would never have that image of Colin Barnett!  
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Some of us have moved on from 15 years ago, but, you know, you stay there if you like.  
The PRESIDENT: Order! Allow Hansard to capture the debate as it is on the floor.  
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you, President, for your protection. Some of us have moved on to the current 
day, but not everybody, obviously.  
A huge amount of cash is sitting out there, and the problem is that this government has such an agenda to look 
after its political interests that it is not looking after the interests of the people of Western Australia. Where should 
this money be going? It should be pointed out, of course, that it is not the case that the government is significantly 
reducing debt. Let me start with that one. Debt has risen under the current government. It has not risen to the point 
that was predicted under the previous government; it does not have $42 billion in debt. I acknowledge that. Some 
of that money has gone into not going into further levels of debt, but the government has not reduced debt. Debt 
has continued to climb. The government inherited $33-odd billion worth of debt. It is at around $36 billion worth 
of debt. I am the first to say that the former Treasurer, Ben Wyatt, did a pretty reasonable job of financial management. 
In fact, I am on the record here as saying that in my view, former Treasurer Eric Ripper on the Labor side of politics 
did a reasonable job of economic management as well. But it is absolutely the case that this government has not 
reduced debt. The debt reduction account of the state government is a farce. It is hilarious. It gets a little money in 
there, and the argument that Treasury always puts up is that all the money that gets in means that we do not have 
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to go into further debt, so that is a saving. It is an interesting economic debate. This windfall of money, this mountain 
of cash that we are rolling in, throwing up in the air, means that we do not have to go further into debt, but it is not 
being expended for the benefit of the people of Western Australia. That is the first thing I would say.  
I will never forget asking the question of the then Treasurer in February 2019: “What happens if the iron ore price 
stays above $US90 a tonne, as it went to in February 2019?” We had a fair indication it would probably stay a bit 
higher. Of course, COVID came along and it hit $US220 a tonne. Today, I believe, it is somewhere around $US180 
a tonne. Let us go back to those original numbers: $4 billion extra to the end of 2019–20 and $5 billion extra to the 
end of 2020–21. It is likely, in my view, that the iron ore price will stay up this current financial year. It is at $US181 
a tonne now. We are a month into this financial year. I fully expect it to go down to the $US150 a tonne rate by 
the end of next year, no problems. By the end of next year, I expect it will be no higher than $US110 a tonne, and 
by the end of the year after, 2023 into 2023–24, it will probably go back to its long-term run, which will be in the 
order of $US75 a tonne. What happens? We have this massive income for a specific time, and the question is, 
when the government is rolling in cash, like Scrooge, what does it do with it? Does it spend it for the benefit of its 
own people, for the Labor Party, or does it spend it for the benefit of the people of Western Australia? That is the 
debate that we should be having today. What are the priorities of the McGowan government in relation to the 
mountain of cash it is sitting on?  
Let us say that I am roughly accurate with prices. I have to say at this point that I have been more accurate than 
Treasury has. Let us see how we go. Whichever minister responds to this can come back in a couple of years and 
say, “No, you weren’t accurate in those predictions”, because it is a bit Nostradamus like. But on the assumption 
that that is anywhere near accurate, $4 billion extra and then $5 billion extra up to $9 billion, we can expect another 
$3 billion to $4 billion above budget estimates in the current financial year. That is up to $12 billion, and if it is 
still at $US110 a tonne at the end of next year, then it has another couple of billion dollars on top of that. So the 
government is looking at $14 billion or $15 billion above the budget. How is it managing it? It is trying its absolute 
best to make itself look good.  
We are the first to acknowledge that there was some additional expenditure on COVID-19. The government likes to 
trumpet the fact that it has invested in its COVID-19 response, but the COVID-19 rescue package came originally 
at a cost of $5.5 billion, and it has probably hit $7 billion. It may creep up a little more, but do not forget that the 
Western Australian economy, and I am sure the minister will tell us this ad nauseam, has rebounded remarkably 
well, so it is not just iron ore royalties that are going to be up. The property market is doing okay, thank you very 
much. Property prices have not declined much further in a lot of cases, and some areas are on the rise. Other revenues 
are doing remarkably well in comparison with other states. This state has made a profit out of the COVID crisis, but 
not from something illegal or immoral. Countries around the world have engaged in massive programs of spending 
as a COVID response, particularly around infrastructure, including China, the United States and Europe—and that 
is fine. This state has made a profit. That is great. Well done. Congratulations.  
This government has a lot of money to spend. The issue is: what is it spending it on? Let us say it is up from $7 billion 
to $9 billion currently, why do we have the sort of crisis in the health system that we have been talking about now 
for months? Why do we have a crisis in the housing sector? In the housing sector, the government is in competition 
with housing construction, so the government, bless it, is rolling out some significant infrastructure. Metronet is 
in competition with suppliers and workers to get that construction done. There is competition now between the 
private sector and the government for those resources. What will happen with that? Things are going to blow out 
and timetables will take longer. No doubt we will debate those things. We will have further debate as we go. But 
the government does have a massive capacity to remedy the major issues that we are facing today. I do not know 
how many people in Western Australia think that the health system or housing is going so wonderfully well that 
this government should be applauded for its performance. How we protect vulnerable people in the community, in 
particular those who are attacked and abused, is not going so well at a time when this government has more money 
to spend than any government that has preceded it. Sure, there have been booms. There was the Eric Ripper boom 
and the global financial crisis that levelled it off. There was the Barnett boom and the correction in 2014. Now 
there is the McGowan boom, which started in February 2017. The total revenues that this state government receive 
in the current boom will dwarf anything that has gone before—absolutely dwarf it. Credit goes to the government for 
not pushing up expenditure to absorb that, but that means it is sitting on a motza. It is rolling around in the dollars. 
It is time that the government, firstly, outlined a plan for the services of Western Australia so that the money that 
is spent will benefit the people of Western Australia rather benefit the re-election of the McGowan government. It 
will then be time to roll out expenditure so the people can actually benefit. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: Member, can you just think about this? Like, seriously! If we are not providing the 
services that people want, why would they vote us back in? Your proposition is that we are not spending money 
on people because we want them to vote for us. 
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Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: There are plenty of services the government is not providing well—there are some 
that it is not providing, but there are lots of them that the government is not providing well. Do not assume that 
a COVID-19 election has meant a glowing endorsement of the entirety of Labor Party policy. It is time that an 
economic policy was developed. 
Hon Alannah MacTiernan interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Dr STEVE THOMAS: Thank you, President.  
It is time the government outlined proper expenditure for the benefit of the people of Western Australia and not 
the benefit of the government. There are plenty of places in which that expenditure could occur, which will be 
demonstrated soon. 
HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the House) [10.21 am]: Can I indicate that I am not the 
responsible minister for the whole of this motion, so I do not need 15 minutes. I just want to indicate to the house 
that I have something that I need to deal with outside the chamber and I want to address paragraph (a) of the motion 
before I leave the chamber for urgent parliamentary business.  
I want to address the part of the motion that refers to schools and give members some history. Members will have 
seen an article in The West Australian on Tuesday that was referring to a situation at a public school in the south east 
metropolitan area in which some serious allegations of abuse had been made against a student on another student. 
The first thing I need to say is that that matter is currently before the courts. There was a hearing on Tuesday and 
there will be another hearing in September, so my comments will certainly not be couched in any way that will 
put that at risk. I want the court process to be followed. I do not want there to be any proposition that somehow 
someone did not get a fair trial because of things that might have been said in here. I preface my comments by 
saying that.  
The motion refers to the government’s alleged failure to protect and support the Western Australian community. 
This house has debated the abuse of children by other children in school before. The proposition is often put—I am 
summarising it, but I am sure the member will correct me if he thinks that I have it wrong—by Hon Nick Goiran that 
the fact that there are some, currently five, victims of abuse by another student in the same school as the perpetrator 
is of itself perpetrating further abuse on that student. That is how I characterise the position that Hon Nick Goiran 
has put before.  
We must start from the premise that the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse has 
actually canvassed this issue. In fact, it devoted a whole volume—volume 10—to this. I commend members who are 
interested in this area to look at volume 10, which is headed “Children with harmful sexual behaviours”. It specifically 
addresses this issue because it was an emerging issue. It is an issue on which not a lot of clinical or therapeutic work 
had been done and not a lot of policy work had been done around the world on the issue of children as perpetrators 
of sexual abuse. The royal commission report goes into great detail about the history of where those children come 
from. It then made some policy recommendations to government, which the Western Australian government adopted 
in full. Essentially, what it said was that we need to put in place a multi-agency approach and ensure that therapeutic 
opportunities are available for those children. It also stated — 

• A contextual and systemic approach should be used. For interventions to be effective they should 
take account of a child’s whole environment …  

• Family and carers should be involved … 
• Safety should be established. An overarching safety plan must be agreed on between services, home 

and school that provides safe and appropriate ways of managing the child’s behaviour.  
It goes on — 

It is important that children’s harmful sexual behaviours are identified early. 
It then states that it is important to monitor the wellbeing of all children involved—the victim, the child who caused 
the harm, and any witnesses—and that communication with children, their parents, carers and relevant agencies 
happens. It also recommended that things are documented and that relevant information is shared between relevant 
agencies in order to put in place a holistic response when this happens. That is the policy position that the 
Western Australian government put in place.  
Some members who have been here for a while will have heard me say when we came to government in 2017 that 
there were a couple of horrific cases that attracted media attention. I asked the agency what was in place for sharing 
information so that schools would know when these things happened, when charges have been laid and when there 
are investigations. There was nothing in place—nothing. So we put in place a multi-agency protocol that links the 
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Children’s Court with the police with the schools with the Department for Child Protection and Family Support 
et cetera, and the Department of Justice so that everybody would be sharing the right information. Plans were put 
in place for risk assessment and management panels—referred to as RAMPs—to occur each time this happened. 
That is the policy setting that government at a macro level had a responsibility to put in place. That is what we put 
in place and that is what we are applying. 
I have also said in this place before that those policy settings should not be set in stone and never reviewed and never 
revisited. There should be a continuous process to make sure that the policy settings are right and are reviewed on 
an ongoing basis. That is what the Western Australian government has done. 
Having said that, it is not always the case in particular circumstances that all of the players get it right. In the case that 
got some media attention earlier this week, I am not satisfied that the school, in particular, met all the conditions 
that it should have meet in terms of communication and in terms of examining all the options available on what it 
might do to address whether the alleged perpetrator was best placed to continue in that school. I am not satisfied 
that the central office and district office communicated as well as they should have, not just to me as the minister, 
but to the school, nor that the actions of the school with a view to ensure that the RAMP that was put in place 
and investigations that needed to occur as to other allegations of abuse were reviewed. I am not satisfied that the 
department and the district office conducted themselves in the way that they should have in respect of that. I have 
made that position clear to the director general. I am not going to apologise for a set of circumstances that I do not 
think were satisfactory. I am going to hold the agency to account. What I need to satisfy myself on is that the policy 
settings themselves are correct. I am satisfied that at a macro level the policy settings are right around ensuring 
agencies talk to each other, around setting up the protocols for communication, and around constantly reviewing 
those and making sure that they are up to date. But agencies do not always get it right, and in the particular case 
that got some media attention earlier this week, I am not satisfied that they got it right. I have made that clear to the 
director general and steps are being taken to address that. It will be a subject of ongoing conversation as we address 
the issues that have come to our attention through that matter. Indeed, I am meeting with at least one of the sets of 
parents involved to hear directly from them, too. 

I wanted to make that comment. Members might bring up other cases in the course of the debate. I am sorry that I will 
not be here to listen to the debate, but I have another matter I need to deal with. The government does take this 
issue very seriously. We have acted literally from day one of 2017, when we were first elected and I received this 
portfolio, to put in place policy settings to ensure that schools are as safe as they possibly can be, and that when it 
comes to children as perpetrators of sexual assault against other children in school settings, that the policy settings 
are right to protect all children and to take action to make sure that the perpetrators are dealt with appropriately. 
As a sidebar, I make the point that we still have a statutory and, frankly, a moral obligation to ensure every child gets 
an education—it does not always have to be in the same setting. I am sorry I cannot be here for the rest of the debate, 
but I look forward to reading Hansard. 

HON NICK GOIRAN (South Metropolitan) [10.31 am]: I thank the Leader of the House for contributing to this 
debate. She knows that I feel very strongly about this matter. Where we are going to disagree is that the Leader of 
the House says that she is satisfied that the policy settings are right. If the policy settings are right at the moment, 
members, I will outline what will happen. If the policy settings are left as they are, according to the Leader of the 
House, the Minister for Education and Training, this is the result. I refer to an article from The West Australian of 
this week — 

A 15-year-old schoolboy is accused of sexually assaulting three female students … 

The article goes on to say — 

One alleged victim, a 15-year-old girl, is so distressed she now has an interim violence restraining order 
against the boy and has been given a suicide prevention plan from the school. 

Her mother said the boy had been threatening to physically harm her daughter if she did not send him 
explicit photographs of herself and was sexually harassing the girl in the lead-up to the alleged indecent 
assault in the classroom earlier this year. 

… 

The boy spent a month out of school after he was charged, returned before the VRO was taken out and 
then was again withdrawn from the school after it was issued last month. 

… 

Her mental health has deteriorated to the point where she has been given a list of crisis numbers to help 
her in situations where she is considering taking her own life. 
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“My daughter does not feel safe at school,” her mother said. 

That is the outcome of this government’s policy settings. I know and accept that the Minister for Education and 
Training has indicated that she is not satisfied with what has occurred in the current case. She was at pains to explain 
that she is not satisfied with what has happened in the current case and intends to hold the agency to account—as 
she should. But this has only arisen because of the McGowan Labor government’s policy settings. I have raised 
this issue on more than 20 occasions over the last three years since this debacle was first revealed in the work of 
the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations. On 14 November 2018, I asked the government 
questions arising from Operation Fledermaus. Members who are aware of that particular case will know that was 
a case limited, or restricted, to a particular geographical area in Western Australia. During the committee hearing 
on 14 November 2018, the Department of Communities indicated that it was its expectation that some of the 
six known perpetrators were attending the same school as their victims. That evidence alerted all of us, particularly 
those attending the hearing on that day, that this problem was very real—that there were perpetrators in schools 
confronting their victims every day.  

Thereafter, I tried to get some information from both the Minister for Education and Training and the Minister for 
Child Protection. I have to say that at least the education minister, on this occasion, has been willing to provide 
data and information. I have nothing positive to say about the Minister for Child Protection’s role on this matter, 
and the record reflects the answer, or I should say response, provided to me on 12 February 2019. The Minister 
for Child Protection has been totally silent on this matter. At least the education minister has had the courage to 
actually say something on this. Where is the Minister for Child Protection? The minister is totally missing in 
action. Since then, probably twice a year at least, I have asked the Minister for Education and Training how many 
of these cases still exist. Additional questions arose after the 2018–19 annual report hearings. Evidence provided 
indicated that there were five cases. On 25 September 2019, this house agreed unanimously on a motion dealing 
with this issue. There was goodwill by all members of the house, indicating their concern. I understood from the 
government that it intended to desist with this practice. Specifically, the Leader of the House required these words 
in the amended motion — 

(b) calls for all policies related to managing the education of victims of children and young people 
charged with harmful sexual behaviour to put the safety of the children and young people first and 
ensure no further harm is caused to the victims by ongoing contact with the alleged perpetrators;  

As recently as this week the Leader of the House informed us that there are another five cases of this happening. 
There are at least five cases in Western Australia of students having to confront their attacker every day at school. 
These are not run-of-the-mill attacks, however one might want to describe that; these are victims of child sexual 
abuse. I cannot for the life of me understand how any member of the McGowan Labor government can think that 
it is okay for a victim of child sexual abuse to have to confront their attacker at school. How can that possibly be 
okay? Yes, the perpetrator is entitled to an education, but it is the responsibility of government to find an education 
outlet, an education forum, where that can occur safely without re-traumatising the victim. Is there an appreciation 
of how traumatic it is for a victim of child sexual abuse to have to see their attacker at school every day? That is 
why there is a violence restraining order at the moment in respect to this case in the south-eastern corridor of our 
state. When this matter first arose, the questions I asked were limited to the state’s north west. At the time, I was 
not sure whether this practice was ongoing in metropolitan Perth. Not that that should matter, because every child 
in Western Australia deserves the right to be educated in a safe environment whether they are in Roebourne or the 
East Metropolitan Region. 
We now know this week that this is not limited to Roebourne; this is happening in Perth. Maybe now that it is happening 
in the metropolitan region, people will start to care. There has been very little care over the past three years. It should 
not be difficult to shift these policy settings, which the Minister for Education and Training says she is satisfied 
with, so that the policy simply is that the victims and perpetrators do not attend the same school. The most recent 
data we have received indicates that one of the victims has actually moved or left school. In other words, the situation 
has been so unbearable for that victim that they have either moved to a different school or abandoned their education. 
That is how traumatic this is for those victims of child sexual abuse. 
Once again, for probably the twenty-second time, I call on the McGowan Labor government to change the policy 
settings. It will be the legacy of the Minister for Education and Training that we will have had case after case of 
child sexual abuse in public schools in Western Australia on her watch because of a refusal to change the policy 
settings. Change them. If the education minister will not do that, there is a responsibility, a duty, on the Minister for 
Child Protection to say to her that this is not good enough—that these children are at risk and the policy has to change. 
It is not that complicated. Find another way of educating the perpetrator—Schools of the Air or distance education. 
Find them a new school or get them a private tutor, but do not leave them in the same school as their victims. 
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HON DR BRIAN WALKER (East Metropolitan) [10.41 am]: I could speak for a considerable time on each of 
the three statements in the motion. I will first pick up on the comments of Hon Nick Goiran. I appreciate that the 
government has been taking measures. Let me give one short example of what I experienced before the government 
had implemented its new policies. A child was being sexually assaulted at school. The level of assault was increasing 
and the child was suffering. As mandated, I submitted a report to the Department for Child Protection and Family 
Support. The department contacted me and asked for the name of the victim so it could take action. The victim? 
What about the name of the child who was doing the attacking? This is a mental health problem, and we need to 
deal with the issues involved. The department said it did not want to know the name of that child, but of the child 
who was being assaulted. I asked what action it was going to take. I was told, “No action.” I said, “Hang about, we 
have a child on whom the level of assault is increasing.” When questioned, the Department for Child Protection and 
Family Support said that it would not take any action against the perpetrator. I asked at what level would it begin 
to take action against the perpetrator of the sexual crime and regular assaults. The answer was, “When the victim 
has been raped, then we will take action.” 
I took up this matter with the then director of DCP and received the same bland response that the department would 
be doing nothing. I have to say that this reflects my interaction with DCP over the decades in that the low-hanging 
fruit is dealt with while the real problems are swept under the carpet until a crisis happens, and then there are coronial 
inquiries and the word is passed around and around. I find this intolerable and I assume the government does as 
well. Action needs to be taken, but it depends on the people who are implementing it to do what is right, and often 
they are overloaded, overburdened and overworked. This is probably what we have to deal with. All would agree 
that this is unacceptable and would like to take action, but it is often too difficult to organise in their daily work. 
I find this tragic. 
I can go on and talk about ambulance ramping. Members, you are listening to someone who has actually worked 
at that level in an emergency department. I have also borne a few words about the tragic death of Aishwarya Aswath. 
That has been dealt with in the classic way of seeking to blame the doctors and nurses involved, when what we 
should be looking at is the policy of the Department of Health due to its two primary concerns. The first is to 
reduce the risk of being sued, so that its insurance is kept valid, and the second is to manage the budget. It does 
not actually care about the health of the patients. That is not its responsibility; that is abrogated to the staff on the 
front line. Part of managing its budget involves a wish to reduce its costs. It deals not in generating revenue, but 
in managing costs. This is a feature of government that I have experienced at both ends. To do that, it reduces the 
number of full-time equivalents needed so that it can then say that it is fully staffed. That is a true statement. It is 
fully staffed, but is it appropriate for the needs? In today’s The West Australian I read about how nurses and doctors 
at Perth Children’s Hospital continue to suffer because they are overworked. The response from management is that, 
yes, it is a busy time of year. They are writing, emailing and complaining and saying that another child will die 
because no action has been taken. 
If we compare this situation of cutting full-time equivalents and being “fully staffed” to the state of the emergency 
department when patients are coming through, there are two aspects to consider. First, why in the name of all that 
is holy do people go to the emergency department with a cold? They say, “I don’t feel well. My GP didn’t have 
any appointments. I’m prepared to wait five hours and complain about it.” We are also dealing with people coming 
in under the effects of alcohol or methamphetamine, causing an unholy amount of time to be spent on them. The 
reduction in FTE under those conditions means that they simply cannot clear an emergency department. Members 
should liken this to iron ore being taken from a mine on a truck—a huge earthmover—to the point of crushing. 
That cannot be absorbed because the crusher is moving too slowly. The trucks are now backing up down the mine 
site because the ore cannot be unloaded onto the crusher to be treated and sent off on the train. In essence, that is 
what is happening with the ambulances now. We complain about ambulance ramping, but that is the wrong question. 
The question is: why is the emergency department not able to put through the patients who are attending? When the 
ambulance officers rock up to the ED, they should unload the patient and say, “Thank you very much, this is the 
condition,” and then head off to the next call. Is that not the case? Does anyone else have a different experience 
from mine? I suspect not. Rather than blaming St John Ambulance Western Australia for being unable to offload the 
patients, we should focus on helping the health service to work more efficiently. No more children need to die 
because they have not been attended to because the nurses and doctors are working their backsides off and full-time 
equivalents have been cut. I have experienced this many times; it is practical experience. 
I am not directing this with any bad intent at the parliamentary level. It is simply because the people who work 
here do not often have the experience of working under these conditions. If one does not know what is going on, 
how can one make sense of a policy? It is a theory. It is the same with the management of the health service. It is 
not that they are bad people; they are just not at the front line. They are trying to manage as best they can without 
the experience of standing at the front line with patients at the door and being unable to deal with them. All hell 
breaks loose. 
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I want to address now the third area in this motion, bearing in mind that I ascribe no blame to any side of the house. 
This is simply the way we are because we have no real experience of what is actually going on in the real world. 
I refer to housing. I spoke yesterday about hempcrete, a very useful application of a very useful plant to make 
cheap and affordable housing that is bushfire safe. Shelters can be made from it. It can be created in prefabricated 
form to allow Indigenous people to, first, grow their own home, and, second, build their own home in a way that 
is culturally appropriate, reducing homelessness in the Indigenous population. Outside the doors of this place is 
a protest by the homeless people of Perth, for whom we could provide homing were we of a mind to do so. Bearing 
in mind the multiple-times proven fact that treating the results is more expensive than treating the cause, were we 
to provide every homeless person with a home, especially a home made from hempcrete, which we can grow and 
make ourselves, the costs would be less than dealing with the effects of homelessness. That leads to the question: 
what about the mental health issues that arise due to homelessness? Should we not deal with that as a cause as 
well? Looking at homelessness is not a matter of trying to provide more buildings, but of reducing the need for 
people to become homeless in the first place. 
I could talk for hours on each of these subjects, as members can probably guess from my passion. I can say that 
yes, I support the motion, although I would be spreading the concern and the blame, if you like, to everybody in this 
house, because it is up to us to look the facts in the face and deal with them appropriately. 
HON STEVE MARTIN (Agricultural) [10.50 am]: I rise to speak in support of this excellent motion moved by 
my colleague the Leader of the Opposition, Hon Dr Steve Thomas. I will be concentrating on paragraph (b) of the 
motion, which refers to the lack of appropriate housing, including social housing, causing a housing crisis in this 
state. This crisis was brought to our doorstep on Tuesday night at the vigil for Alana Garlett, the 38-year-old homeless 
mother of six who tragically passed away in June while living on the streets of Perth. In response, her family and 
other advocates for a solution to homelessness organised a very moving and confronting demonstration on the 
steps of this place. According to some research by the University of Western Australia that came to light very recently, 
56 homeless people have died in Perth in the past year. On Tuesday night, there were 56 sleeping bags on the 
steps of Parliament. When we walked around to meet those people, it was a very confronting sight. There are 
only 36 members in this place, but 56 vulnerable Western Australians have passed away, and that was only in the 
metropolitan area. I am guessing that that number is underestimated. That is the data that was gathered. I am sure 
the figure is higher, and it does not refer to regional Western Australia, where we know this issue is also significant. 
In a state with our enormous resources, those people are asking how can this happen. That is a very legitimate 
question. That is certainly what Alana’s family were asking. I spoke very briefly to her mother and father and her 
sister Michelle. I will quote from her comments in the media recently. Michelle said — 

“It’s so sad how the government is treating people. 
“They slip through your fingers because there’s no housing”. 

Speaker after speaker on Tuesday night raised that point. We are a wealthy state and we have a very wealthy 
government, so how can this happen? Yesterday, I asked in Parliament whether the government knew how many 
homeless people had died in previous years. The Department of Health evidently does not know. I was not entirely 
surprised by that response, but someone needs to know how these people are slipping through our fingers. 
Sadly, only a few MPs turned up to the vigil. I saw Hon Dr Brad Pettitt, Hon Wilson Tucker, Hon Sophia Moermond 
and Hon Neil Thomson in the crowd. Some of us got to very briefly address the people at the vigil. I did not see 
any members opposite or ministers and I thought that perhaps that was a slip-up. I apologise if they were there and 
were up the back and I did not see them, but I had a pretty good look. I thought that perhaps that was a slip-up and 
perhaps the organisers had sent invites only to certain members. I rang this morning to double-check, and it appears 
that every MP got an invite to the vigil. 
Recently, we heard some very fine inaugural speeches from nervous first-time speakers in this house, like me. It 
seems like it was a lifetime ago, but it was only a couple of months. We heard some very fine speeches and I admired 
the speeches. There was talk of commitment to social welfare and the Indigenous cause, but I do not think I am being 
harsh in asking why nobody could walk the two minutes from here to the vigil on Tuesday night. It was disappointing 
for the family and the organisers of the vigil, but I can guess what happened. As a new member, what I do is check 
with my elders, or those people who are more senior than I am: “There’s a vigil on; what should I do? Should 
I attend?” The WhatsApp messages would have been flying back and forth between new members and senior 
members opposite and quite clearly the response that came back was, “Don’t go; we’ve got no good news.” 
Another person who was not at the vigil was the Premier. I understand that he has a lot on his plate; he is a busy 
person. The invite was sent to his office of course, and I completely understand if that invite did not make it up 
the chain to anywhere near the Premier. He would not have personally knocked back the invite, but someone in 
his office thought it was not a priority. In fact, the Premier was quoted online as saying that he was not aware of 
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the vigil or the homeless camp, but that tent cities the likes of that at Fremantle created lawlessness and trouble. 
He said — 

“Obviously now that I’m aware that it’s there — 
He is referring to the camp behind Parliament House — 

I’ll talk to the police about it,” … 
That is an interesting response. I may be verballing the Premier; he may have gone on at greater length, but it is 
an interesting response: “I’m not going to talk to my Minister for Community Services or my Minister for Housing; 
I’m going to talk to the police about it.” I will let the Premier have a pass on that, but I will not let those in his office 
have a pass. Did they not think it was a priority during Homelessness Week to bring to the attention of the Premier 
that there was going to be a vigil on the front steps of Parliament House? Even if he did not attend, he needed to 
be aware that it was happening. That did not take place, and that is very disappointing. 
What has been the recent response from the government on this issue? The other day I saw a press release outlining 
the $6 million for local government to come up with a response, with matching money or something. The government 
does not have any ideas, so some spin doctor in the office thought: let us fob it off to local governments and let them 
sort it out. I have travelled across the state and talked to communities about this issue, particularly local governments, 
and they are saying, “Please don’t make it our responsibility; we simply do not have the resources.” The City of 
Perth has some resources, but Moora, Albany, Geraldton and Esperance do not have the resources, so the government 
should not make it their responsibility. Local governments can now apply for an initial grant and set up something, 
but in years to come it will still be their responsibility. That was an interesting response. 
I feel sorry for John Carey. I spoke to John once or twice very briefly a few years ago when he was a mayor. He 
did a good job. He is a nice guy. I wonder whether he can even get a meeting with the director general of that 
massive department to get his attention, because quite clearly the housing and homelessness crisis is out of control 
in this state. If we are talking about priorities, we have an enormous waitlist. The homelessness numbers are up by 
66 per cent since last November. There are now 1 300 fewer homes in the state housing system than there were in 
2017, when the McGowan Labor government came to office—and we wonder why there is a crisis. The waitlist 
is officially—who knows?—two years. I recently met with a gentleman in Busselton who was told that he was on 
the priority list but it might take three years. He has just come out of prison and is in a very vulnerable spot. He is 
trying to get his family back together, but he has been told that it could be two or three years. He simply has nowhere 
to live. The Salvos are paying the registration on his car that he cannot drive anywhere, so now it is parked and it 
will probably get towed away. The waitlist is enormous. Approximately 17 000 families are on the waitlist for a social 
housing home. The welfare sector and the wraparound agencies are simply swamped. Anglicare WA, the Salvos 
et cetera are overwhelmed. I met with a youth worker in Busselton who works with couch-surfing teenagers. Her 
workload has gone up 1 000 per cent this year. To be frank, she looked exhausted. She has no idea what to do, and 
nowhere to reach out. 
This is a serious crisis that obviously needs action. The vigil moved location from Tuesday night. We now have the 
camp set up behind Parliament House. Members opposite, duck up and say g’day and meet those people. I welcome 
the opportunity to speak on this very important issue and urge other members to do so. 
HON ALANNAH MacTIERNAN (South West — Minister for Regional Development) [11.00 am]: I will be 
presenting the formal government response. I start by recognising that these issues are very important and challenging 
issues. The education issue was addressed by the Leader of the House. I will focus on the contributions that have 
been made around housing and health. I note the quite bizarre propositions put by the Leader of the Opposition 
that the Premier is hoarding money because he wants people to vote for him; he is hoarding the money so he will not 
spend money on things that people want. That does not make sense. We have always identified health, education 
and housing as key issues. We have had the ability to deliver on these issues. That has always formed the basis of 
the support that we seek and obtain from the Western Australian public. 
The Leader of the Opposition wants us to move on from the Barnett days. Let us not talk about the bad old days 
of the second Court government, which I think had seven out of eight deficit budgets. I still think that the whole 
record of proper economic management is alive and well. Somehow or other, if we are exercising any fiscal discipline, 
that is cause for contempt! As Hon Steve Martin said, as we try to deal with these important social issues, we know 
that budget management is an important part of the package that people want. They want us to manage responsibly 
as well as deal with these problems. 
This issue is important. As always, there will be issues in all of these fields. We are certainly not pretending that there 
are not challenges. The proposition that we are not spending in these areas is quite absurd. Between March 2017, 
when we came to government, and December 2020, the number of workers employed by the state government in 
the healthcare system increased by 10.4 per cent, or 3 622 workers. That is a massive and very significant increase 
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in that workforce. Increased employment has accounted for almost half of the additional workers we have placed 
in the system. 
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: So are you saying there’s enough nurses?  
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: I am saying that the proposition that we have not increased expenditure on health 
does not stand up to scrutiny. Annual spending on health increased by more than $1.1 billion a year, or 13 per cent, 
between the time we came to government and our last budget. We are now spending around $10 billion a year on 
health . Our health spending is almost one-third of total government expenditure. 
It is important to note that WA consistently spends more per capita on public hospitals than any other state. We are 
spending 18 per cent more than the national average. That is based on a recent analysis by the Productivity Commission. 
These are the facts. There will also be controversial cases and issues of concern. Let us look at the facts: we are 
spending more than any other state on our public hospitals. We know that we have a problem with emergency 
department attendances, which grew by almost 14 per cent from January to June this year compared with last year. 
I am advised that that is similar to what has been experienced across Australia. This is clearly an issue. Many of 
these problems relate to the increased number of people presenting with serious mental health issues. We recognise 
that and we are dealing with it. 
We absolutely understand that we have a problem recruiting personnel in the health system, as we have in agriculture, 
mining and construction. We have implemented serious initiatives to increase the number of newly qualified nurses 
and midwives in the Western Australian health system. A whole series of programs have been put in place. We 
have seen an almost 50 per cent increase in the number of graduate positions available for nurses and midwives. 
Health service providers have been actively recruiting. As well as creating new positions by almost 50 per cent, we 
have actively recruited nurses into existing workforces. A total of 982 newly qualified nurses and midwives have 
been brought onboard this year, with a further 100 enrolled nurses being recruited. This will total over 1 000 new 
graduates being recruited into the positions. A very active recruitment process to find nurses is occurring, obviously 
within the confines of the global pandemic, which has closed off access to many overseas nurses. 
We have significantly increased funding for our hospitals and have maintained our position of spending more per 
head than any other state. With that money that has come in, we have set aside $1.8 billion for the construction of 
the new women’s and babies’ hospital within the Queen Elizabeth II precinct. That was very similar to what we 
did when we were last in government when we set aside a similar sum from our surpluses for the construction of 
Fiona Stanley Hospital. We are certainly not wasting our surpluses; we are making sure that we have something 
substantial to show for them. 
Of course, homelessness is a huge issue and, as Hon Dr Brian Walker said, it is not just a question of facilities; we 
need to empower those who are experiencing homelessness in many, many different ways. We have instituted 
a series of programs, including the “No Wrong Door” approach, the Housing First Homelessness Initiative, the 
release of a request for tender for the development of an online services portal and the provision of $35 million for 
Common Ground facilities in East Perth and Mandurah, all of which are a comprehensive response to homelessness 
and dealing with long-term social issues. We have also provided $4.4 million for a 20-bed medical respite centre 
for the homeless. Hon Steve Martin focused on one project. It is obvious that we will have to send him more press 
releases because these other projects have obviously passed him by. The government has also invested $14.3 million 
in the Boorloo Bidee Mia service in Perth, which will provide appropriate facilities for up to 100 Aboriginal people. 
Indeed, that facility opens today, so how can members opposite say that we are not —  
Hon Dr Steve Thomas: Does that fix the homelessness crisis?  
Hon ALANNAH MacTIERNAN: No, but this is just one project in a whole regime. I am trying to set out for the 
member all the things that the government is trying to do.  
I note that Hon Steve Martin was critical of the $6 million local government partnership fund. I know he has 
history with the Shire of Wickepin, but I am advised that this strategy was co-designed with the Western Australian 
Local Government Association. Hon Steve Martin and, perhaps, the people of Wickepin, might not have wanted 
it, but certainly the local government was very keen on it.  
The government has invested $39.3 million to establish an Aboriginal short-stay accommodation facility in Perth. 
These are significant projects. We have invested $18 million to provide for the Geraldton Aboriginal short-stay 
accommodation process. It is true that quite a lot of social housing has been removed from the system but that 
is because it had been subject to neglect. Some facilities were no longer able to provide a decent standard of 
accommodation for the community; for example, I refer to Brownlie Towers, which had been kicked down the 
can for a long time. When we came to government, we said, “We’re going to deal with some of these issues like 
Brownlie Towers. We will demolish that and give ourselves a restart.” Since 2019, we have dedicated $1 billion 
towards increasing the public and affordable housing stock, with a big emphasis on public housing. I have outlined 
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the specific projects that have been targeted at homelessness, including—let us celebrate—the great new facility 
that is opening today. We recognise that there is more to come and certainly Minister John Carey is very focused on 
putting in place structures in communities that will ensure a full and targeted focus on the housing part of the portfolio. 
We will be seeing a lot of progress as the government ramps up and gears up to ensure that the $1 billion that has 
been allocated since 2019 is, in fact, rolled out, and that we see more housing coming onto the market.  
There is a record number of housing starts in WA this year in Perth and across regional Western Australia and, of 
course, that will help us ease the constraints that have been in the market since the 2015 collapse. Housing starts 
have been low but with much government assistance, we have got them up and they are really booming, and that 
will help us deal with this very serious issue.  
HON DR BRAD PETTITT (South Metropolitan) [11.15 am]: I thank Hon Dr Steve Thomas for raising this 
business. It is very appropriate that we talk about this issue in this National Homelessness Week 2021. Everybody 
needs a home. I cannot help but feel multiple things. I will start with a positive. It is good that both sides of the 
chamber are talking about the need to invest in housing and homelessness, but I have a real sense of frustration in 
responding to some of what Minister MacTiernan spoke about. There was a bit of a sense that what the government 
is doing now is sufficient, but it is a long way from that. The government’s investment of $1 billion since 2019 is 
a good start, but what the sector is calling for is very different; it is calling on the government to invest $1 billion 
every year over the next four years if it seriously wants to address the housing and homelessness crisis. I can go 
through some statistics to explain why that amount of money is needed.  
The number of people on the social housing waitlist is 28 680, which is a 10 per cent increase since August last 
year. The number on the priority waitlist is almost 6 000 people long, which is a dire 13 per cent increase. As 
Hon Steve Martin said, 56 homeless people died on Perth streets in 2020. That should be the one number that says 
to us, “What we’re doing—business as usual—is not acceptable and there needs to be serious investment in these 
things.” Part of my frustration is that the people of Western Australia support this investment. Recent independent 
polling commissioned by the sector revealed that 77 per cent of people in the community support the creation of more 
community and public housing. The community supports this. As the motion refers to, the government has a projected 
surplus of about $5 billion, which is a huge opportunity to invest in something that is so deeply needed. I congratulate 
the government; it has some good initiatives, such as the homelessness service in the city, Boorloo Bidee Mia, 
which opens on Monday. That is great. It will house 100 people. But when 1 000 people are sleeping rough and 
10 000 people are homeless, that is just the tip of the iceberg. The idea that somehow that is enough is not okay. 
I used the word “investment” seriously. According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics, for every dollar that we 
invest in these kind of things, that is three dollars in additional economic activity. Importantly, creating homes for 
people saves us—the government and the health system—money. In fact, for every person that we get off the streets 
and into housing, the health system would save almost $5 000 each year, let alone the fundamental human rights 
aspect that is involved in this issue.  
I will finish by talking about an event that I attended last week, the housing solution summit, which was put on by 
Shelter WA and others. It was a really good summit. I think I might have been the only member of Parliament in 
attendance. I want to talk about some of the solutions that were mentioned. There are some fantastic projects coming 
out of the private sector. I give a special shout-out to the My Home project, which involves philanthropy funding 
housing. For example, the project in North Fremantle, which I was heavily involved with, is a really great project 
to build houses on empty crown land. The project in North Fremantle is for older women at risk of homelessness. 
I noticed in the media this week that there is a similar project in Victoria Park and there is also talk about using 
some church-owned land. It is a great project, but we should not be relying on philanthropists to fund housing to 
get people off the street. This should be something that the government backs in to see this ramped up with a sense 
of urgency. Similarly, Uniting WA is doing some great empty space conversions of heritage houses and those kind 
of things. Those are good projects. I am really pleased to see those, but ultimately the solution for fighting long-term 
housing issues is one that lies with government. As I said, the sector has been pretty clear: it needs $1 billion a year 
for the next four years for new housing and homelessness services. As we come to the state budget, I hope that 
what seems to be a bipartisan or multipartisan approach across this chamber is taken seriously, and we do not have 
a sense of “business as usual will do”, and that there is new major investment in housing. This is an opportunity to 
recognise it as a crisis, move beyond business as usual and get it solved. I want to acknowledge this non-government 
business motion before us, and throw my support behind it.  
HON MARTIN ALDRIDGE (Agricultural) [11.20 am]: I would like to thank the Leader of the Opposition for 
bringing this important motion to the house today, ahead of a looming state budget, to allow the house to address 
a number of key concerns in the Western Australian community. I am not sure the government is responding sufficiently 
on a number of fronts, but I will contain my comments today to paragraph (c) of the motion, “the management of 
ambulance ramping and our health system.” The Minister for Health is a good news Minister for Health. He is no 
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good in a crisis. He has been very good in touring all the former government’s hospital upgrades and meeting with 
the hospital auxiliary, but when it comes to the COVID crisis, this Minister for Health is failing our state.  
The Premier made one mistake after the last election, and that was not giving Hon Roger Cook the Treasury portfolio. 
We all know that the Treasury portfolio is run by Treasury, so I would have thought that would have been a good 
place to hide the honourable minister, but instead, what has the state of Western Australia done during this state of 
emergency? It has given our Minister for Health extra portfolios, because the Premier would not make a hard decision 
between choosing Minister Saffioti or Minister Cook, so he has loaded up the honourable minister Roger Cook 
with state development, jobs and trade, and science. As if he did not have enough to do, or as if he was not already 
failing in the health portfolio. It is just extraordinary. I think that the minister in her response today recognised the 
failings in the health portfolio.  
This is all in an environment in which Western Australia has practically no COVID and no flu in our state. Our 
hospital and health system — 
Several members interjected.  
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Mr Acting President, I know that members of the government do not like this because 
it strikes a nerve when I am telling the truth, and that is why the backbenchers are starting to make a bit of noise.  
Hon Nick Goiran: They want Roger’s job.  
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Maybe they will do better at Hon Roger Cook’s job.  
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members!  
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Prior to 2017, the government took to an election a policy called urgent care clinics. 
It promised that it would establish urgent care clinics co-located with emergency departments across the metropolitan 
area and our regional centres to divert the pressure from our public health system. As we stand here today, nearly 
five years after the election of a McGowan government, not a single urgent care clinic, as it took to the election in 
2017, has been established. In fact, I asked a question just recently, and it has abandoned the policy.  
Ambulance ramping is a major issue facing our health system, and as Hon Dr Brian Walker pointed out, it is no fault 
of the St John Ambulance service. In June, ambulances were ramped in Western Australia for 5 293 hours. I know 
that this government likes to blame the former government, but let us go back to the month of March of 2017 and 
look at the ambulance ramping figures. They were at 641 hours when it took government. Last month, in July, it was 
at 3 720 hours. This is quite extraordinary and shows how our health system is not coping in the current environment. 
I sympathise and my thoughts go to the people of New South Wales during this difficult time, but could members 
imagine if we were in that circumstance at the moment? I mean, today it has announced 262 new cases and five deaths.  
Several members interjected.  
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members!  
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Thank you, Mr Acting President. I know I am striking a nerve, but they are just going 
to have to listen to it for another three minutes and 10 seconds.  
There have been 262 new cases and five deaths in New South Wales, and I am sure every member in this chamber 
supports New South Wales and other states that are dealing with it this, but could they imagine that in Western Australia? 
How capable are we to respond to an outbreak here? We could well be facing that in the next few days. We have 
a government, a Premier and a minister who people have recognised are prepared to lock down Western Australia 
to protect us from coronavirus. I think that its biggest motivation is that it is absolutely frightened of an outbreak 
and the impact it will have on our health system, because we are not capable. It has had 18 months to prepare our 
health system.  
Hon Alannah MacTiernan: That is absurd. You don’t think we have done a better job than the other states? That 
is an absurd proposition.  
Hon Nick Goiran: Did you hear the stats? Is it 5 000 hours?  
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Yes, over 5 000.  
Several members interjected.  
The ACTING PRESIDENT: Order, members. We only have two minutes left. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Thank you, Mr Acting President.  
Western Australia’s health system is far from ready to deal with COVID. It is far from ready to deal with the 
ordinary demand that it is facing now. The government has failed on every front and this Minister for Health has 
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been a complete and utter failure in the health portfolio. Rather than relieving him of his post, he has been given 
more portfolios. I mean, we cannot even manage elevators in our health system—on three occasions now. We would 
think after the first occasion it would remedy the problem, but no, it takes three. Just recently we had the example 
in Geraldton, when a suspected or known COVID patient was approaching our coast. We had time to ready to deal 
with that patient, and that our health system failed to deal with just one person at our second largest regional hospital 
surely should ring alarm bells to the plethora of regional members sitting opposite. Surely. One known COVID case 
put 51 people from that hospital into isolation, and half of them were staff. This is some months and months after we 
learnt of the existence of COVID. If there is one thing members of this government should do to ensure that our health 
system is improved and supported and our ambulance service is supported, it is get rid of the Minister for Health. The 
sooner it does that, the sooner Western Australians will be better protected from the risks of coronavirus.  
Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 
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