
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Thursday, 5 December 2002 

                 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling) took the Chair at 9.00 am, and read prayers. 

CITY OF JOONDALUP 
Petition 

MRS C.L. EDWARDES (Kingsley) [9.02 am]:  Members of Parliament are often given petitions the substance of 
which they do not necessarily agree with.  This is one of those petitions.  It bears 111 signatures and reads -  

To the Honourable Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western Australia 
in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned residents of Western Australia believe that the City of Joondalup has failed in its duty to 
provide good government in accordance with the Local Government Act Section 3.1(1) and as such, has not 
acted in the best interests of its electors and the general community.  We are specifically concerned with the 
following areas: 

1. Open accountable and transparent government. 

2. Its overall conduct in a range of planning issues, particularly a failure in due and proper 
process. 

3. Lack of real community participation in the decision making process. 

4. Lack of structure and rationality in its decision making. 

We call on the Government to urgently request the relevant Parliamentary Committee with responsibility for 
local government, to initiate an inquiry into the agency known as the City of Joondalup. 

Your petitioners, therefore respectfully request that the Legislative Assembly will give this matter earnest 
consideration. 

And your petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray. 

The SPEAKER:  I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House. 

A similar petition was presented by Mr A.P. O’Gorman (51 signatures). 

[See petitions Nos 61 and 63.] 

ATTENTION DEFICIT HYPERACTIVITY DISORDER 
Petition 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Roleystone) [9.03 am]:  I present a petition bearing 437 signatures.  It is identical to a petition I 
presented previously bearing 5 500 signatures.  It reads -  

To the Honourable Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of The Parliament of Western Australia 
in parliament assembled. 

We the undersigned say that the high number of West Australian children (approximately 4% of 4 to 17 year 
olds) being treated with behaviour altering drugs for Attention Deficit (Hyperactivity) Disorder (ADHD) is 
unacceptable. 

Now we ask that the Legislative Assembly take steps to ensure that the rights of children to grow free of 
unnecessary chemical interference are protected. 

The SPEAKER:  I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House. 

[See petition No 62.] 

RECREATION FACILITIES IN THE WARREN AREA 
Petition 

Mr P.D. Omodei presented the following petition bearing the signatures of 33 persons - 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 4067 

 

Recreation Facilities in the Warren Area 

We the undersigned call on the State Government to provide appropriate funds to ensure that people in the 
Warren area, which encompasses all of the Manjimup Shire receive a fair allocation of state funds for sport and 
recreation which would be equal to facilities that exist in regional centres and the metropolitan area. 

The lack of a heated pool, in a town which services a large inland region and a large number of incoming 
tourists is not acceptable in this day and age. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly to advise the Government of our concerns about being treated equally 
with our city counterparts and ask that funds be set aside for recreation facilities in the Manjimup Shire and 
further that the first priority should be a heated pool complex which would serve all of the people of the lower 
south west. 

[See petition No 64.] 

PEMBERTON VISITORS CENTRE - TOURIST BUREAU 
Petition 

Mr P.D. Omodei presented the following petition bearing the signatures of five persons - 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

The Pemberton Visitors Centre - Tourist Bureau 

We the undersigned being people who live and visit the Pemberton area call on the State Government to 
appropriate sufficient funds to build a new tourist bureau/visitors centre in Pemberton to ensure that the local 
and general public are aware of all the attractions in the immediate area. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly to advise the Tourism Minister and the Western Australian Tourism 
Commission that the Pemberton district be afforded similar status to that of Margaret River and that a Tourist 
Visitors Centre be built similar to that in Margaret River, and that the Government be advised that this can 
only be done by Government funding. 

[See petition No 65.] 

THANK A VOLUNTEER DAY 
Statement by Minister for Community Development, Women’s Interests, Seniors and Youth 

MS S.M. McHALE (Thornlie - Minister for Community Development, Women’s Interests, Seniors and Youth) 
[9.07 am]:  Today is Thank a Volunteer Day.  We also know it as International Volunteer Day.  This morning, it was 
my pleasure to host a breakfast function for volunteers at the Perth Zoo.  The event was held to celebrate the 
magnificent contribution that volunteers make to our community.  Volunteers go about their work, not seeking to be 
recognised for their contribution.  This is why Thank a Volunteer Day is so important.  It provides us with the 
opportunity to thank volunteers and to let them all know that their contribution is appreciated. 

Today, I would especially like to thank those volunteers who came forward to help individuals and families affected by 
the Bali tragedy.  Also at this morning’s function I launched “Valuing Volunteering - A Shared Vision”.  The shared 
vision was developed by the Western Australian Volunteering Reference Group, in consultation with the community.  
My colleague David Templeman, MLA, member for Mandurah, chaired that group.  The shared vision is a major 
initiative that will help enhance volunteering in this State.  It sets out a number of goals that organisations can work 
towards to support volunteers in practical ways.  The goals aim to address issues that may impede people’s involvement 
in volunteering.  The effect of the shared vision will be that the support given to volunteers will be improved in 
practical ways.  

Other initiatives that have been implemented this year include the establishment of the Volunteering Secretariat within 
the Department for Community Development and the provision of grants totalling almost $360 000 to 16 community 
organisations to run volunteer resource centres to encourage and strengthen volunteer participation within local 
communities; the development of the Volunteers (Protection from Liability) Bill 2002 to provide protection for 
volunteers from the risk of liability; and funding of $100 000 to Volunteering WA to support the student community 
involvement program.  Grants of up to $500 have been made available to 36 communities to help them celebrate Thank 
a Volunteer Day, and certificates of appreciation have been made available on the department’s web site. 

I hope all members here today will join me in acknowledging the wonderful contribution that volunteers make to the 
Western Australian community, and will take every opportunity to promote support for volunteering.  I table the booklet 
“Valuing Volunteering - A Shared Vision”. 

[See paper No 601.]  
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CONSUMER JUSTICE STRATEGY 
Statement by Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection) [9.10 am]:  The Gallop 
Government was elected with a strong and clear policy of restoring consumer 
protection.  This time last year I launched the first consumer justice strategy, 
fulfilling a key element of our election policy of restoring consumer 
protection.  Our consumer justice strategy was based on seven themes: protecting 
consumers and businesses through the investigation of complaints; developing an 
appropriate regulatory framework; effective and efficient administration of that 
framework; empowering consumers through information and education; promoting 
fair trading for business; supporting non-government consumer services; and 
helping with effective dispute resolution. 

The “Consumer Justice Strategy” paper was not published and then ignored.  It 
has been developed to drive the consumer protection division of the Department 
of Consumer and Employment Protection and embody the Government’s reform agenda.  As 
such, it is a living document to be updated and revised to meet the needs of the 
community; that is, consumers, business and government.  

I am very pleased today to table the “Consumer Justice Strategy: 2002-2003 
Implementation Plan”.  A strategy is of no use unless it is implemented.  It is 
very satisfying that there have been so many achievements since the release of 
the first consumer justice strategy.  The Government has demonstrated that it 
has taken its pledge to restore consumer protection seriously.  We have 
initiated programs of reform in relation to motor vehicle dealing and repair, 
residential tenancies, finance broking, consumer credit, public collections, 
home indemnity insurance and petrol pricing.   

Consumer education has been revitalised and expanded, with the department 
reaching out more broadly to the community that it serves.  This year the 
consumer justice strategy contains a range of new priorities as well as other 
initiatives that build on the work we have done since we came to government.  To 
date, the department has responded effectively and enthusiastically to the demands 
of the Government’s reform agenda.  I expect that this was somewhat of a shock 
to the department after the inaction and neglect of the last coalition 
Government.  This Government is about ensuring that the people of Western 
Australia have proper consumer protection.  The last coalition Government left 
an appalling legacy in this area.  In contrast, this Government is restoring 
respect for consumer rights and providing a properly resourced and supported 
consumer protection agency to ensure that consumers have access to the advice 
and redress they are entitled to. 

I table the “Consumer Justice Strategy: 2002-2003 Implementation Plan”. 

[See paper No 602.] 

EDUCATION AND TRAINING 
Statement by Minister for Education 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee - Minister for Education) [9.12 am]:  In July this year, the Minister for Training and 
I announced the appointment of Dr Peter Tannock, Vice Chancellor of the University of Notre Dame Australia, to chair 
a committee to review the interface between education and training in Western Australia.  The review committee was 
asked to examine the most appropriate means of achieving a coherent and cost-effective strategy to improve the 
retention of 15 to 19-year-olds in education and training beyond year 10.  This included looking at the mechanisms and 
changes needed to support a more collaborative approach for this cohort of young people.  Today the Minister for 
Training and I have pleasure in tabling Dr Tannock’s report.  Implicit throughout the report is recognition of the need to 
retain young people in meaningful education and training environments to the end of their teenage years.  Not only is 
this of paramount importance to young people as individuals, but also it is critical for the broader social and economic 
wellbeing of the community as a whole.   
One of the more disturbing findings of the report is that about 30 000 - 21 per cent - 15 to 19-year-olds are not 
participating in any form of education, training or full-time employment.  Even more disturbing is the finding that there 
is an at-risk group of around 13 000 young people across Western Australia - nine per cent of the age group - who are 
not engaged in any meaningful education and training and also are unemployed.  Significant regional differences were 
identified, with a high of 23 per cent of young people in the Kimberley area falling into this at-risk category compared 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 4069 

 

with eight per cent of young people in the Perth area.  It is clear that these young people are most at risk of suffering 
long-term social and economic dysfunction unless school and technical and further education retention strategies are 
developed that will encourage these young people back into the system.   
With these findings in mind, the committee analysed our education and training systems.  The biggest problem it 
identified is the lack of coordination and cooperation between the Departments of Education and Training at both the 
central and local levels.  In turn, these cultural and organisational differences have created barriers to the development 
of a coherent statewide approach to dealing with the education and training needs of 15 to 19-year-olds.  
Given the significance of the changes recommended in the report, we have decided to put the report out for public 
comment until Friday, 31 January.  I encourage all interested stakeholders and members of the community to examine 
the recommendations and provide feedback and other comments.   

The Minister for Training and I offer our sincere thanks to the review committee members: Dr Tannock; Mr Robert 
Player and Mr Royce Standish from the Department of Training; and Ms Lorraine Hams and Mr Terry Werner from the 
Department of Education.  The review committee was also very ably supported by its executive officer, Ms Cheryll 
Meade, who was seconded from the Curriculum Council; and its secretariat of Ms Sonia Bunic and Ms Melissa Green, 
who were seconded from the Departments of Training and Education respectively.   

I table the “Report of the Committee Appointed to Review the Interface between Education and Training in Western 
Australia”. 

[See paper No 603.] 

SMOKING IN PUBLIC PLACES 
Statement by Minister for Health 

MR R.C. KUCERA (Yokine - Minister for Health) [9.15 am]:  On 12 January 1999, the Health Amendment Act 1998 
received the royal assent.  That Act amended the Health Act 1991 to create part IXB, “Smoking in enclosed public 
places”, and enable the creation of associated regulations.  The regulations to restrict smoking in enclosed public places 
came into operation on 29 March 1999.  The Act and the regulations allow for specific exemptions for hotels, taverns 
and other licensed premises, including licensed restaurants, nightclubs or cabarets and the Burswood International 
Resort Casino.  These exemptions permit smoking in areas of public places in accordance with specific conditions. 

It is a requirement under section 289I of the Act that I carry out a review of the operation and effectiveness of part IXB 
and the regulations as soon as practicable after the expiry of three years from the commencement of the Health 
Amendment Act.  A report based on the review recommending further steps to be taken to achieve smoke-free enclosed 
public places is to be laid before each House of Parliament as soon as practicable after the report is prepared, and in any 
event not later than four years after the commencement of the Health Amendment Act.  Pursuant to the legislative 
requirements, I approved the commencement of the review in January 2002.  Public submissions were requested 
through newspaper advertisements in The West Australian and regional newspapers.  A discussion paper was also made 
available to the public on request or via the Department of Health’s web site.  The closing date for public submissions 
was 31 July 2002.  I am advised that a total of 72 submissions were received from individuals and key stakeholder 
organisations.  Just over half those submissions were made by members of the public. 

Given the level of community interest in this issue, the Government was keen to ensure a high level of consultation with 
the public, industry and health professionals throughout the review.  This issue has the capacity to generate impassioned 
views.  However, the Government remains committed to reducing smoking, which causes approximately 1 500 deaths 
each year in Western Australia.  As a demonstration of the Government’s commitment, I recently launched a new 
campaign urging 18 to 24-year-olds to quit smoking.  One-third of people in this age group smoke and many do not 
listen to the traditional health promotion messages about the dangers of smoking.  It is well documented that smoking 
among this age group is higher than among other adults, with 30 per cent of females and 36 per cent of males smoking.  
If these young adults continue to smoke regularly, one out of every two will be killed by his or her habit.  As we well 
know, the consequences of smoking are not simply about the detrimental health effects suffered directly by the smoker.  
The issue of passive smoking is never far from the media spotlight.  This is one public health issue that traverses many 
areas of our working and recreational environments.  Indeed, as recently as last week we saw the unprecedented move 
of the Family Court of Western Australia to tackle this issue.   

The issue of smoking in enclosed public places and the impact of legislation to regulate the practice requires substantial 
consideration by the Government.  I advise the House that the review process has progressed extremely well.  When the 
Government has given the review its full consideration I will table a report based on the review.  This will occur as soon 
as practicable in the new year. 

TRADE MISSION TO INDIA 
Statement by Minister for State Development 

MR C.M. BROWN (Bassendean - Minister for State Development) [9.18 am]:  From 14 to 23 November I had the 
pleasure of leading the Labor Government’s first trade mission to India.  This mission included visits to New Delhi, 
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Chennai, Bangalore and Mumbai.  The purpose of the visit was twofold: to promote Indian investment in Western 
Australia’s resources sector and to promote bilateral trade between Western Australia and India.  I highlight some of the 
meetings that took place as part of the mission.  In Delhi I met with senior executives of the Oswal Group, which 
proposes to own and operate Burrup Fertilisers Pty Ltd.  The $600 million liquid ammonia plant will be India’s most 
significant investment in Australia to date.  Also in Delhi I addressed the mining technology conference organised by 
the Federation of Indian Mineral Industries and the Mining Engineers Association of India.  In November 2003, the 
nineteenth World Mining Conference and Expo will be held in Delhi.  This international forum will provide a venue for 
Western Australian mining equipment and service providers to promote their expertise.   

In Chennai, I met the Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu, Hon Selvi J. Jayalalithaa.  Ms Jayalalithaa is one of India’s 
foremost chief ministers who has turned Tamil Nadu into one of India’s most progressive and forward-looking States.  
The chief minister expressed an interest in visiting Western Australia, and invited Western Australia’s mining industry 
sector to develop her State’s mineral sands industry.  I also had the pleasure of witnessing an agreement between 
Western Australian based company, J.V. International Pty Ltd and a major Indian construction company Larsen and 
Toubro Ltd.  This is a $4 million agreement that will produce steel-frame doors for south Asia and the Middle East 
markets.  In Bangalore, I met with my counterpart, Hon V. Muniyappa, the Minister of Mines and Geology, from the 
Government of Karnataka, who had visited Perth and Kalgoorlie earlier this year.  Again, there was considerable 
interest in and support for Western Australian mining expertise, especially in gold and diamond mining, to develop 
Karnataka’s resources.   

I also had the pleasure of opening the premises of Australian Indian Resources Pty Ltd, which now operates in 
Bangalore.  This Western Australian company is involved in diamond exploration and is a welcome addition to 
Karnakata’s mining industry.  The visit to Mumbai was focused on attracting investment to Western Australia.  High-
level meetings took place with major Indian corporations, including the Aditya Birla Group, the Neuman and Esser 
Group, Sterlite Industries (India) Ltd, Oil and Natural Gas Corporation Ltd, Reliance Industries Ltd and the Hinduja 
Group.  As a result of these meetings, there is an opportunity to progress some investment in Western Australia’s 
mineral sector.   

In summary, India is a market of opportunity for those who take the time to put in the effort.  The Government, through 
the Department of Industry and Technology, maintains an office in Mumbai and has representation in Chennai.  The 
Indian offices are there to provide a service free of charge to Western Australian-based companies to assist them with 
market intelligence and to gain market access in India.  It gives me great pleasure to table a detailed report of the 
mission to India. 

[See paper No 604.]   

CONTEMPORARY MUSIC TASK FORCE 
Statement by Minister for Culture and the Arts 

MS S.M. McHALE (Thornlie - Minister for Culture and the Arts) [9.21 am]:  In 2001 the State Government endorsed a 
key commitment to the development of contemporary music in Western Australia with the provision of $5 million over 
four years.  I appointed a contemporary music task force to provide me with advice on how best to strengthen the 
industry and recommend strategies for development.  The task force, convened by Mr Bob Gordon, independent music 
critic, was drawn from the Western Australian contemporary music industry and included government agency 
representatives.  The task force met over 11 months and, during that time, undertook consultations with the 
contemporary music industry and associated sectors, and commissioned an economic review of the industry and a pilot 
grants application round. 

I have already provided funding for infrastructure support to the WA Music Industry, the All Ages Pilot Program and to 
ArtsWA, specifically for contemporary music grants made through its routine funding processes.  The task force has 
established that the contemporary music policy should aim to create an environment in which local musicians can 
develop their talents into a commercially viable career, and develop the infrastructure to support a viable and 
sustainable Western Australian music industry 

As part of the Government’s long-term strategy and building on the recommendations of the task force, I am pleased to 
announce the establishment of a grants program.  By concentrating on the commercial potential and business needs of 
the State’s contemporary music industry, the grants are designed to complement existing ArtsWA funding programs.  
The funding program aims to raise the profile of the Western Australian original contemporary music industry and build 
greater and sustainable links between the industry and the Western Australian community; assist in building artistic and 
commercial links between local contemporary musicians and the national and international industry; and contribute to 
the development of markets for Western Australian music locally, nationally and internationally.  The first closing date 
for this grants program will be 7 February, 2003.  In addition to the grants program, the task force made 
recommendations relating to infrastructure development, strategic partnerships and research and development.   

The contemporary music policy and its specific funding will provide new and significant opportunities for the 
contemporary music industry in Western Australia.  It will provide greater opportunity for our community to experience 
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and enjoy music created by local artists in Western Australia, and it will assist in establishing contemporary music as an 
important export industry. 

I thank the members of the task force under the leadership of Mr Bob Gordon for their time, expertise and ideas.  I am 
pleased to say that the broad direction and focus of the report is accepted and the specific initiatives will be delivered 
and managed by the Department of Culture and the Arts and ArtsWA. 

DELEGATION TO CHINA 
Statement by Minister for Training 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Minister for Training) [9.24 am]:  In November I led a ministerial, Western 
Australian and technical and further education delegation visit to China.  China is potentially one of this State’s biggest 
markets for the provision of training services as it increasingly opens its doors to the global economy.  There is already 
intense international competition to provide education and training services to Chinese students.  Currently, 30 per cent 
of Chinese overseas students go to the United States, 20 per cent go to Britain and 14 per cent come to Australia and 
Canada.   

Western Australia is in a strong competitive position, as it is geographically close and provides a safe and relatively 
friendly environment and an excellent training system at competitive rates.  These are advantages we continue to 
emphasise to Chinese government and institution officials.  Western Australia’s TAFE system already has strong links 
with China through its partnership with Anhui China Australia TAFE College, and the recent $25 billion LNG gas 
contract has strengthened our relationship with China. 

Just as the Premier’s involvement in lobbying for the LNG contract was considered a critical factor, my involvement in 
training ventures is also seen to be very significant by the Chinese.  In Hefei, relations between WA and the Anhui 
China Australia TAFE Board were further cemented, as this was the first ministerial visit since 1997.  In Beijing, I was 
present for the signing of an agreement between Huijia College and Central TAFE to create a joint Faculty of Art and 
Design (Multimedia) between China and WA.  This will provide the opportunity for more students to come to WA to 
study in this area, which will provide a boost to the local economy. 

A high point of the trip was discussions with the Education Commission in Beijing.  Following about a year of 
preparatory work, the commission is now keen to formalise a partnership with WA for training and education services 
to be delivered in Beijing and WA.  It is likely that an agreement will be signed early next year.  Beijing has a 
population of 13 million people and with the Olympic Games being held there in 2008, it offers huge opportunities to 
sell our training and educational services. 

The Chinese market is important for this State.  Its anticipated economic growth and greater outward focus provide an 
opportunity for WA to secure lucrative and mutually beneficial training opportunities.  It is important for this State to 
understand its strengths and select its proposed partners and projects with care.  This delegation was a clear 
demonstration of the Government’s long-term commitment to working collaboratively with China at all levels for the 
benefit of both partners.  I table a copy of my report for the interest of members. 

[See paper No 605.] 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE 
Visiting Medical Practitioners, Tabling of Papers 

MR J.B. D’ORAZIO (Ballajura) [9.27 am]:  I present for tabling report No 2 in the Thirty-sixth Parliament of the 
Public Accounts Committee, entitled “Inquiry into the Use of Visiting Medical Practitioners in the Western Australian 
Public Hospital System”.   

[See papers Nos 606 to 608.] 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  This morning I report on behalf of the Public Accounts Committee on the inquiry into the use of 
visiting medical practitioners in the public health system.  I thank the doctors of this State who have cooperated with the 
inquiry.  The committee has travelled extensively.  The doctors do a fantastic job that requires great skill and training.  
More importantly, the committee knows of the absolute commitment the doctors give to provide the best health care to 
the community.  The Public Accounts Committee’s terms of reference were to look at the use of VMPs in the public 
hospital system, the terms and conditions of the engagement of VMPs, and compliance and accountabilities within an 
output-based management framework.   

The committee held 42 hearings, saw 77 witnesses and travelled extensively.  Not only did the committee talk to people 
from hospitals in the metropolitan area but also it travelled to Broome, Geraldton, Kalgoorlie, Albany and Bunbury.  It 
also travelled to the eastern States and visited Melbourne, Bacchus Marsh, Sunshine, Bendigo, Wagga Wagga and 
Sydney.  The committee also spoke with the Australian Medical Workforce Advisory Committee, which is a federal-
state funded body that looks at the manpower requirements of doctors.  As I said, it has been a long inquiry.   
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The report makes 22 findings and 45 recommendations.  It is impossible for me to go through all the findings and 
recommendations today.  However, I will highlight some of the findings.  The report can be broken up into four areas.  
The first area is an audit of the payment systems and claims for payment by visiting medical practitioners.  The second 
area is the structure of the health system and the role of VMPs within the health system.  The third area is factors that 
impinge on the use of VMPs, such as the availability of doctors.  The fourth area is a catch-all section that covers the 
interaction between the Commonwealth Government and the State Government in funding the health system, and the 
fee structures under the agreement between the health system and the doctors for the payment of VMPs.   

I will start with the findings of the committee on the audit of the VMP system.  The committee had the benefit of the 
services of a member of the Auditor General’s staff to help us with this process.  The committee examined the VMP 
payments at four public hospitals.  Some of the findings were of concern to the committee.  The most crucial finding 
was that most of the hospitals examined did very little checking of the payment systems under the VMP process.  In 
other words, the fees that were being claimed by VMPs were not checked.  That was a concern in itself.  However, 
when we examined the payments that were being made, our level of concern increased further.  The basic system of 
verifying VMP payments was against either the computerised total patient admission system, or TOPAS; the health care 
and related information system, or HCARe; or the theatre management system; and, finally, the patient files.  We found 
that hardly any checking was done, and the checking that was done was on an ad hoc basis and was done manually.  
Twenty per cent of the claims that were examined against the theatre management system did not support the level of 
fee being claimed; and when that was checked further against the patient files, some $2.8 million of the payments that 
had been made to VMPs could not be justified.  We need to make it very clear that that does not necessarily mean that 
those services were not performed.  However, it does indicate that there was no paperwork to justify those payments.  
We need to ensure that that process is fixed. The committee has recommended that an automated process of checking 
VMP payments be in place in each of the hospitals to ensure that what is claimed is justified and is supported by the 
appropriate documentation.  The process needs to be automated, because it is very difficult to do the checking manually 
after the event.  If the process of checking were automated and integrated across the system, it would solve the problem.   

Approximately 25 per cent of the VMPs who are currently employed by the public health system are both salaried and 
paid on a fee-for-service basis as contractors working in the hospital system.  Under the requirements of the Public 
Sector Management Act, formal approval must be given for this dual employment role.  However, in most instances this 
has not occurred.  It is important that these dual arrangements be sanctioned by the Department of Health, because this 
will allow the health system to control the VMP system and may also avoid any possible conflict of interest for doctors 
who are working in a salaried situation and also working as VMPs.  The VMP system has the potential to have an 
adverse impact on the capacity of the employing hospitals to deliver quality of care to their patients.  It may also have 
an adverse impact on cost efficiencies.  The committee found it astounding that the Department of Health and the 
former Director of Health were not aware of the scale of payments to individual VMPs.  The reason this problem has 
arisen is that there is no integration of the financial systems of the hospitals, and each hospital acts as an individual and 
independent unit.  That generates all sorts of arguments about whether, because those payments are so high, VMPs are 
working such an enormous number of hours that it may have an impact on the type of health care being provided to 
patients.  The committee strongly supports the Health Administrative Review Committee recommendation that area 
health services be established.  However, we have gone one step further and have recommended that, from a financial 
point of view, there be an integration of the financial processes and that that be answerable directly to the Director of 
Health so that the Director of Health can have direct control of the payments processes and financial structures of the 
various institutions.  

The committee found also that Western Australia has the lowest ratio of clinicians per 100 000 population of any State 
or Territory in this country.  When we consider the vast size of Western Australia and the diversity and location of its 
population, that statistic is absolutely diabolical.  The committee found also that funding for undergraduate places at the 
University of Western Australia school of medicine has significantly failed to meet the increased demand for doctors in 
this State.  It is astonishing that in 1990 there were 120 medical students at UWA and in 2002 there were 134, of which 
three were overseas students.  The shortfall of doctors in Western Australia is such that since 1999, 240 overseas-
trained doctors have been recruited into the state system.  It is interesting that in 1990, 340 students were fully qualified 
and eligible to get into 120 places at the UWA medical school, and in 2002, 1 040 fully qualified students wanted to get 
into medicine but only 130 were accepted.  It is an absolute indictment and a national disgrace that students who want 
to get into medicine and who will be great doctors in the future are being denied that opportunity because the number of 
places at UWA has gone up by only 10 in 10 years.  We are importing doctors from overseas at the rate of 
approximately 60 a year.  The current capacity for medical students at UWA is 180 students.  Therefore, tomorrow we 
could increase the number of places at UWA to 180.  However, that has not occurred.  Worse than that, the doctors that 
we are recruiting are coming from countries that can ill afford to lose their doctors, such as South Africa.  We, as one of 
the supposedly learned countries, need to make sure that this national disgrace is rectified immediately.  This situation 
has a flow-on effect through the profession.  It takes approximately 10 years to train a doctor.  Under this scenario, it 
will take 10 years to reap the benefits.  It also flows on to the training of specialists.  Although specialists are approved 
under the federal system, the training of specialists is a state responsibility.  The number of specialists being trained in 
Western Australia is also a problem.  In 1991 there were 163 graduate specialists in general surgery.  In 2002 the 
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number was only 74.  Those figures speak for themselves.  This State has the lowest number of doctors per 100 000 
population and almost the lowest number of specialists per 100 000 population in the country.  I will quote some of the 
numbers.  There are 255 clinicians per 100 000 population in New South Wales and 220 in Western Australia.  There 
are 90 specialists per 100 000 population in New South Wales, 96 in Victoria and 78 in Western Australia.  Those 
figures, in themselves, indicate the problem.  However, the problem goes a step further.  The current structure of the 
health system does not permit the training of any more specialists.  The number of specialists training is almost at 
saturation point.  The committee recommends a change to the training structure to allow training to occur in secondary 
hospitals and hospitals that are publicly owned and privately managed, such as Joondalup Health Campus, and asks that 
that matter be looked at.  In conjunction with that, the committee also recommends consideration be given to the 
creation of centres of excellence.  The community must understand that the provision of all services and facilities at 
secondary hospitals is a thing of the past.  The creation of centres of excellence with specialists located at those centres 
performing certain specialties would, to a degree, eliminate the need for services by visiting medical practitioners.  
Those centres would provide more support for specialists and could provide training for doctors who want to specialise 
to alleviate the shortfall that we are experiencing in Western Australia.   

The committee acknowledges that in country areas VMP services work very well.  The system of supplying VMP 
services in country areas must be supported.  Incentives to general practitioners and specialists in the system who 
currently provide services in remote areas must also be supported.  I acknowledge the hard work of those doctors in 
remote places and the conditions under which they work. 

The committee recommends the phasing out of VMP services at secondary hospitals in the metropolitan area.  That 
cannot occur immediately because of the obvious shortage of specialist doctors.  It is impossible to replace the services 
that are currently being provided by those VMPs.  However, the use of these doctors must be in conjunction with a total 
health outcome.  Visiting medical practitioners provide specific services.  When we as a community examine the issues 
surrounding those services we must acknowledge that there is more to health care than providing specific services; there 
are opportunities to provide support structures and for specialists to share learning by training others.  In the 
establishment of that process a cost-benefit analysis must be undertaken.  The committee was concerned throughout the 
whole inquiry that nobody was able to provide a cost-benefit analysis of VMP services at secondary hospitals.  A cost-
benefit analysis is very important when one considers the method of delivering health services.  When that analysis is 
undertaken, the committee would like taken into consideration not only the cost of specific services at hospitals, but 
also the wider cost ramifications that are built into those services; for example, the 24-hour availability of staff, the 
flexibility in the rostering of staff, the ability to change rosters - which is not necessarily possible with VMPs - and the 
ability of staff to impart knowledge to others who are not qualified specialists but are doctors who need exposure to 
specialists so that they can learn and gain experience from them.  That matter must be looked at in the overall context of 
the health system.  Victoria moved away from VMP services on a whole-of-health outcome basis; that is, providing the 
best health outcome rather than a service based only on cost. 

Another recommendation of the committee is the collocation of GP clinics next to emergency departments in public 
hospital sites, which appears to be reasonably widespread in Victoria.  The notion is that patients in the four and five 
triage category, who are now turning up at emergency departments, consult a GP.  This will provide a far better 
outcome.  First, it will take the pressure off emergency departments; secondly, it will allow patients to be seen more 
quickly; and thirdly, and more importantly, it will provide a better health outcome because it will remove from the state 
system the enormous pressure that has been created.  Medicare rebates in the past 10 years have not kept up with 
inflation - in fact, they are well below inflation - and that, in itself, has created a problem.  The statistics on bulk billing 
are referred to in the committee’s report.  Members will see on one hand that bulk billing has decreased severely and, on 
the other hand, the attendance at emergency departments in state hospitals has risen exponentially.  That, in itself, is a 
telltale sign.  Basically, people who should consult a GP under the federal Medicare system are being seen in 
emergency departments and are creating a huge pressure on the state system.  Also, aged care patients occupying beds 
in the state system could be better accommodated elsewhere.  The committee recommends an examination of that 
problem.  The Sunshine Hospital in Victoria is dealing with that problem quite well by shifting people out, not 
necessarily to aged care accommodation but to private accommodation, thus allowing beds in the public hospital system 
to be used.  It is far cheaper to deal with aged care patients in that way than have them occupy public hospital beds.   

I have only two minutes left and I want to thank a number of people.  First, I thank all the members of the committee.  
This has been a huge, in-depth inquiry that has taken a long time.  I thank the deputy chairman, Monty House, the 
member for Stirling; Mr Bradshaw, the member for Murray-Wellington; Martin Whitely, the member for Roleystone; 
and Tony Dean, the member for Bunbury.  Interestingly, it is a unanimous report.  When the committee sat down as a 
group and looked at the issues, the answers appeared to come out in a fairly sensible way.  I believe that is the outcome 
of this report.   

I also thank Andrew Young, who is sitting in the front of the Chamber.  When we got almost to the end of the report we 
had a staff change, which created enormous problems for the committee; however, Andrew stepped in fantastically well 
and helped us compile the report to this point.  I thank Jovita Hogan, who is sitting at the back of the Chamber, for what 
she did.  Towards the end of the inquiry she was thrown into the deep end but managed to help us bring the report 
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together.  I thank also the new Director General of Health, Mike Daube, and all his staff for their support, cooperation 
and input.  The committee was quite happy to note that a number of initiatives that I have spoken about today have been 
undertaken already or are in the process of being developed. 

Some issues in the report are controversial and will be difficult to implement, but it is important that an effort be made 
to implement them.  If some recommendations are adopted, at least in respect of training, some students in the 
community will have an opportunity in the future to become doctors.  It is an indictment on all members on all sides of 
the political fence that they have prevented students from practising medicine in this State because they have been 
unable to find the dollars to make those positions available.   

As I said, the report is lengthy and a number of recommendations have been made.  I again thank all the people 
involved for their support in compiling the report.  I look forward to hearing the minister’s response to the committee’s 
recommendations. 

MR A.J. DEAN (Bunbury) [9.48 am]:  I will not take all the time available to me because the chairman has, 
effectively, dealt with most of the report.  

I put on record my appreciation of the committee members.  It was a fairly lengthy report and was 18 months in the 
making.  The 45 recommendations in the report enjoyed bipartisan support in this House.  Perhaps the members for 
Murray-Wellington and Stirling will reiterate that point when they speak.  However, the recommendations in the report 
will go a long way to providing solutions to the current impasse in the visiting medical practitioner system in Western 
Australia.  The 45 recommendations are fairly wide ranging and exciting.  The chairman, in his introduction to the 
report, refers to the committee’s terms of reference.  In my eyes, the original terms of reference for the committee 
ballooned out, because once we started inquiring into the three items listed in the terms of reference it became obvious 
that there was much more to be considered in the visiting medical practitioner system than just the audited reports of 
some accounts.   That has been dealt with.  The solutions the committee came up with, if implemented, will provide a 
concrete way of analysing payments to doctors. 

I will concentrate more on the other key parts of this report.  The chairman said we visited a number of regional 
hospitals in Western Australia - Geraldton, Broome, Kalgoorlie, Albany and Bunbury.  What amazed me was the 
dedication, particularly in the outlying areas, displayed by the VMPs and the specialists who were working an enormous 
number of hours and were also receiving enormous amounts of money.  The committee reached the conclusion that they 
deserved every red, raw cent they were getting - in Kalgoorlie, Broome and Albany in particular.  One of the 
recommendations of the committee was that the system operating in country areas should prevail.  Obviously, there is a 
shortage of doctors willing to go to country areas, and the solution the committee has earmarked for the metropolitan 
area, with the gradual phasing out of VMPs, will not work in country areas because of the undersupply of doctors.  

I said this report contained some exciting recommendations and I will mention three of them that could go a long way to 
improving the health system in Western Australia.  The first is that the department should introduce collocated general 
practitioner clinics at secondary hospitals.  Obviously, this will require a bit of argy-bargy with the federal Government, 
but it would solve a lot of problems in emergency departments.  In Bunbury, for example, the number of people fronting 
up to the emergency departments in triage categories 4 and 5 has escalated over the past two years.  My report into the 
Bunbury Health Service highlighted that point.  A lot of the people in triage categories 4 and 5 should not be at the 
emergency departments; they should be visiting their local GP.  In Bunbury only one GP bulk-bills, and the remainder 
do not.  The message in Bunbury is that if a person gets sick, he will need to make an appointment two weeks ahead; he 
will have to finetune his body to get sick when it is convenient. 

The other exciting recommendation is No 23 involving the further use of secondary hospitals as teaching institutions.  If 
we are to increase the number of students participating in undergraduate courses - the committee has recommended 
180 - they will need more patients to work on.  If those students are to follow through into specialist positions - the 
general practitioner profession or surgery - more patients will be required in those hospitals. 

The other exciting recommendation is particularly relevant to country areas.  I am not sure where this suggestion came 
from, but it resulted from committee discussions.  Recommendation No 29 states that the federal Government should be 
asked to allocate specific provider numbers to geographic locations.  If a GP wishes to go to Merredin, for example, the 
general practitioner number he is allocated should stay in that geographical area.  If that GP relocates out of Merredin, 
that number should remain in Merredin.  GPs currently take their provider numbers around the State, and often country 
areas are well short of their quota of GPs.  Bunbury is not exactly an area of unmet need, but it is 12 GPs short at the 
moment. 

One of the committee’s recommendations concerning training is to increase the number of entry level places at the 
University of Western Australia to 180 students.  Professor Landau, the Dean of Medicine at the university, said that the 
university could accommodate 180 students tomorrow, with no problems.  The training of undergraduates is a federal 
government responsibility.  The federal Government should provide sufficient funding to allow that recommendation to 
be taken up.  The University of Notre Dame Australia wants to start its own medical school, and it suggested it could 
start next year by offering 40 places.  We have heard nothing from the university since and I am not sure where that 
proposition lies; however, there was some competition between Notre Dame University and the University of Western 
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Australia about those extra 40 places.  I have some reservations about Notre Dame University duplicating the UWA 
medical school, which is under-utilised at the moment.  There is provision for between 130 and 140 medical students to 
begin training this year, from between 1 000 and 1 100 applications.  I know from personal experience in a previous life 
that the vast majority of those applicants - not all of them, because some people apply for university courses that exceed 
their capabilities - could take up university places in first-year medicine.  There is a pool of qualified students in the 
community with the necessary ability and we should tap into that. 

One of the most important committee recommendations is recommendation No 36, which is a call by this and, 
hopefully, other State Governments for the federal Government to convene a national summit on medical training and 
work force requirements in Australia.  The committee met with the Australian Medical Workforce Advisory Committee 
when in Sydney and, quite frankly, the people in that organisation had no idea what was going on in Western Australia.  
They need gelding and should be put out to pasture, because that organisation is detrimental to health care in Western 
Australia.  This is not in the report, but I call on the federal Government to revamp AMWAC; it should be abolished 
and another body established that at least has a Western Australian practitioner representative.  More importantly, this 
House, the State Government and the federal Government should commence that national summit as soon as possible, 
because anything we do today will not have any benefit for 10 to 13 years down the track because of our system of 
training.  The actions we take in 2003 will not have an impact until 2013 or 2014.  In anyone’s language, that is a long-
term approach. 

It was a pleasure working on the committee.  The 45 findings of the committee are relevant and, if implemented, will 
have a substantial effect on the health system in Western Australia.  I commend the report to the House. 
MR J.L. BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [9.58 am]:  I welcome to the Speaker’s gallery Robert and RoseMarie 
Vojakovic from the Asbestos Diseases Society of Australia.  They do a great job looking after people who have 
problems with either asbestosis or asbestos-related diseases. 
The inquiry into the use of visiting medical practitioners in Western Australia started as an investigation into visiting 
medical practitioners, but it branched off into other health-related issues, doctors and services that are provided 
throughout the public health system in Western Australia.  It was not a simple matter of considering whether there 
should be paid medical staff in the hospitals or whether doctors should be employed on a fee-for-service basis.  I do not 
know whether it is fortunate or unfortunate, but the system must have a mixture of both to make it work.  For example, 
country areas cannot afford to have paid staff or paid doctors in hospitals, because there is not enough work and, 
therefore, it is not justified.  Therefore, country areas rely on visiting medical practitioners.  One of the 
recommendations of the committee is that in busier areas, paid staff should be placed in hospitals to provide services.  I 
agree with that recommendation.  However, until we reach the stage at which there are enough doctors to fill those 
positions and enough money to pay doctors to provide those services, a combination of paid staff and visiting medical 
practitioners is needed for the system to work in Western Australia.  From my experience in my electorate of Murray-
Wellington, which takes in the Harvey, Yarloop and Pinjarra hospitals, that system has worked adequately.  It does not 
place a great impost on the health system and it is probably the most efficient way to provide those services.  However, 
this system could be improved in the city if full-time doctors were put into those services.   
Of course, there are advantages and disadvantages in having fully paid medical staff rather than fee-for-service staff.  
Fee-for-service staff get in, do the job and get out, whereas doctors who are paid on an hourly basis have no incentive to 
do jobs quicker or get through a bigger workload.  There is an incentive for fee-for-service staff to work harder and 
faster, and many do.  One reason the investigation was set up was that a couple of large payments to doctors came to 
light.  When the committee investigated those doctors, it discovered that they were very hard workers who were keen to 
work at any time, whereas other doctors would say that they could not attend.  The doctors who made a lot of money 
would come at the drop of a hat.  Certainly in the Bunbury area, the doctor who was being paid a large amount was held 
in high regard because he could be called when needed.  That is very important, particularly if someone has been in a 
car accident and needs patching up; somebody is needed right away to do those jobs.  Even though these people are 
being paid large amounts of money, they are doing the work and probably deserve what they are being paid, because if 
they do not do the job, someone else will, so the same amount of money will be paid.  There are some concerns about 
whether some of the work being done needs to be done, or whether people are working the system so that they can have 
a throughput of patients.  That needs to be clarified.  We need to know whether the work is justified, or even if it is 
being done, because there seems to be a shortfall.   
The gravest conclusion of the committee is that there is a shortage of doctors in Western Australia.  The way the system 
currently works will mean that the shortage will get worse and worse.  As was pointed out by the chairman of the 
committee, it takes 10 years to get a student from day one through to becoming a fully-fledged doctor.  To become a 
specialist takes even longer; it takes years and years.  It takes something like 14 years for a person to become a 
specialist.  The system needs to change quickly.  The throughput of today is roughly the same as it was 10 years ago, 
but our population has grown dramatically and has aged in that time.  Therefore, we need more doctors.  Of course, it 
suits the federal Government to have a shortage of doctors, because the more doctors there are, the higher the 
throughput and costs will be.  If more doctors are around, health costs will rise in Western Australia and Australia.  
Those are the main points that need to be made.  We need a system that combines paid doctors in the system and 
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visiting medical practitioners.  It is an efficient way to use the services in Western Australia, particularly in country 
areas.  The main point to address right now is to put more medical students into the system, and to increase the amount 
of specialist training.  If those things do not happen, there will be a major problem in the next 10 to 20 years, because it 
takes so long for those people to be fully trained.   

I congratulate the committee staff, particularly Jovita Hogan, who was one of the main people who helped prepare this 
report, and Stefanie Dobro and Linlee Davies.  I thank those people for the work they did and the assistance they 
provided.  I also thank the members of the committee.  
MR M.P. WHITELY (Roleystone) [10.05 am]:  I endorse the comments of the previous speakers and congratulate 
them on their participation in this committee.  This committee is one of the highlights of my time in Parliament.  The 
work done in committee is very constructive.  We approached this issue in a bipartisan way and have delivered a 
unanimous report.  We had our disagreements along the way, but we swapped ideas, shared information and came up 
with a report that we all support.  I commend my fellow members for their efforts.  I also commend Andrew Young and 
Jovita Hogan, who took a central role in the preparation of this report and did a great job.  Stefanie Dobro and Linlee 
Davies also did a great job in their time with the committee.  I also thank Alf Opie and Andrea McCallum for their 
assistance, mainly with the other inquiry that the committee is dealing with.  They have all done tremendous work, and 
in a very professional manner.   

I will add my thoughts to the topic that has already been covered in some detail today; that is, the fact that we must 
quickly do something to address the chronic shortage of doctors in Western Australia.  Some actions that we will take 
now will not show benefits for a decade.  We need to address the training numbers immediately so that in 10 years we 
will be able to see some improvements in the system.  It is clear from our deliberations that there is an Australia-wide 
shortage of clinicians and specialists.  Finding 11 in the report states that Western Australia has the lowest ratio of 
clinicians to population in Australia.  If one thinks about Western Australia’s isolation, it simply does not make sense 
that this Australia-wide problem is even more acute in Western Australia.  Recommendation 24 deals with the need to 
increase clinician numbers, at least to the national average, by 2010.  That would require an immediate 10 per cent 
increase in the number of clinicians in Western Australia.  That indicates the magnitude of the problem.  Even to get to 
the inadequate Australia-wide average, Western Australia would need a 10 per cent increase.   

I will pick up on something the member for Bunbury raised; that is, the inadequacies of the Australian Medical 
Workforce Advisory Committee.  That was one of the more fiery encounters the committee had with people who 
provided evidence.  Perhaps part of that was the fact that we were out of our own State and did not feel that we had to 
be too kind to anybody.  We were all absolutely unimpressed by the work AMWAC does and the way in which it 
accounts for regionality or isolation in its calculation of the need for training places for doctors.  It applies a simple 
formula, which uses the percentage of the population living outside major cities to make adjustments for isolation and 
regionality.  Obviously, that system goes against the need for training places in Western Australia, because, of all the 
States, Western Australia has the largest concentration of population in its major city.  This formula favours States such 
as Queensland and, to a lesser degree, New South Wales, which have large regional centres away from their capital 
cities.  It is too naive.  It does not take into account that Western Australia has many small communities dotted over a 
very large geographical area, which places increased demands on our system and increases the demand for doctors, and, 
therefore, training places.  The representative from AMWAC failed to understand that, even when it was explained to 
him in fairly forceful terms by several members of the committee, including me.  That was of great concern.  When I 
did a little research on the make-up of AMWAC, I found that Western Australia was grossly under-represented.  Of the 
12 to 15 people on that committee, there is no representative from Western Australia.  That showed.  There previously 
had been one representative from Western Australia, but the current committee does not include a Western Australian 
representative.  Had there been a Western Australian representative on that committee, I am sure the index for isolation 
would have been adjusted to reflect the unique circumstances of Western Australia.  We need to focus on that.  
Recommendation No 25, which states that the Department of Health should insist that AMWAC give consideration to 
the special circumstances in Western Australia when forecasting medical labour requirements, and that the State 
Government should insist that there be a representative from Western Australia on the AMWAC board, is absolutely 
crucial to that problem.  There should probably be even more than one Western Australian representative on that body.  
While Queensland has problems with doctor numbers - it is the second worst State after Western Australia - it is well 
represented on that committee, and I am sure the benefits of that will flow through to Queensland in the coming years.  
We have already missed the boat, but if we do not get on it now, we will be really neglecting our duties.  

My colleagues have also commented on the need for an approach to visiting medical practitioners that is peculiar to the 
particular circumstances of the area that is being serviced.  Recommendation No 11 states that there is a role for VMPs 
in country areas, while recommendation No 12 states that we should be looking at phasing them out in the metropolitan 
area.  Recommendation No 13 states that in an examination of the issue in the metropolitan area, a cost-benefit analysis 
should be conducted by the Department of Health.  That reflects the impression we gained.  When we began this 
inquiry, some quite stunning information was presented about the amount being paid to VMPs.  It rang alarm bells, but 
examination of the details revealed that a VMP system worked appropriately in certain locations, typically in country 
areas, where there is a shortage of specialist services, and people cannot necessarily be employed full time in the health 
system.  In the metropolitan area, it would seem to be less appropriate.  I echo the thoughts of the previous speakers on 
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that issue.  I was concerned not so much about the operations of the VMP system itself, but with the amount of 
accountability and control in the system.  Finding No 10 states - 

The Department of Health was not aware of the scale of payments being made to some high earning Visiting 
Medical Practitioners.  

In fact, early evidence the committee heard was that the highest paid visiting medical practitioner earned about 
$450 000 or $460 000 in the 2001 financial year.  However, when the figures were consolidated across the different 
hospitals, that figure ballooned out to $770 000.  It was a great concern that, at a global, system-wide level, at that time, 
the Department of Health was unable to identify the scale of these payments.  These problems were reflected down the 
system.   

Findings Nos 2 to 5 refer to accountability concerns for individual payments.  Finding No 2 states - 

Most hospitals examined were not undertaking procedures to verify that, prior to payment of a VMPs account, 
the fees claimed by the VMP were commensurate with the service provided.  

Even more alarmingly, finding No 5 states - 

•  In 20 per cent of the claims examined, documentation on the hospitals’ theatre management system or 
Total Patient Admissions System (TOPAS) did not support the level of fee claimed.  

Lack of accountability at the top end - being unable to identify how much individual practitioners were being paid under 
the VMP system - was reflected all the way down.  This evidence came to light early in the committee’s deliberations, 
and early in the term of this Government.  I am sure that, over time, these things have been addressed.  I am sure that 
having the spotlight of the Public Accounts Committee on the issue has led to improvements in that area.  However, it 
was of great concern that this was how the current system operated. 
There are some systemic problems with the use of VMPs.  Finding No 8 highlights that 25 per cent of all VMPs are 
currently employed by the public health system on salaries, as well as acting as VMPs.  There is an obvious potential 
for conflict of interest and for shifting the lucrative part of the job.  In country areas, doctors refer patients to the health 
service at which they operate as VMPs.  There is an obvious problem with accountability there, but there is no easy 
solution.  
MR M.G. HOUSE (Stirling) [10.15 am]:  I acknowledge the work done by my fellow committee members, as well as 
the staff.  I pay particular regard to the efforts of Andrew Young and Jovita Hogan.  Without Andrew, this report would 
not have been pulled together as well as it has been.  I acknowledge his hard work.  I apologise to the committee 
chairman, the member for Ballajura, for arriving a bit late in the House and missing the beginning of his speech.  Last 
night he told me he would start speaking at 10.10 am.  My other committee members would reflect, accurately, that this 
would be the first time he has ever been early for a meeting.  We attended many meetings, and he has certainly never 
been that early, and has definitely been a bit late a few times.  I do apologise to him.  My fellow committee members 
have accurately summed up in their remarks the feelings of the committee.  We worked well together as a committee.  If 
the report has any deficiency at all, it is that the committee did not explore any of the overseas systems.  It would be the 
first committee with which I have been associated that did not undertake an overseas trip in order to have a full and 
factual report tabled in the Parliament.  We will rectify that with the next report.   
I was a bit like the member for Roleystone - I did not have much knowledge of the workings of the health system.  
Some of the things that came to light were extraordinary and interesting.  All members of Parliament should read the 
report and gain a good understanding of the workings of the health system.  It is an eye-opener.  As we moved around 
our communities, particularly those of us who work in rural areas, it was rather enlightening to see the effort and energy 
put in by health professionals - not just doctors or visiting medical practitioners.  Health professionals right through the 
system do an amazingly good job.  They are really dedicated people who put in much extra time, energy and effort, 
much of which goes unrecognised.  They could do with a lot more support.   
As has been outlined by others speakers, the key parts of this report refer to the fact that Western Australia faces a 
critical shortage of doctors and specialists in the future.  It is so critical and it is amazing that it has been allowed to get 
to this stage.  The facts and the figures are there to speak for themselves.  Members need to read the report to extract 
those facts.  Even if we started to correct it today, it would take a decade to restore that critical shortage to some sort of 
equilibrium.  That is rather frightening for the future of the delivery of health services. 
I particularly want to talk about rural areas in that respect.  The recommendations in chapter 6 of the report, while they 
are general recommendations, will also help to rectify some of the health problems of rural Western Australia.  If all the 
recommendations in chapter 6 were implemented, we would get a better service delivery in rural Western Australia.  It 
revolves around the number of practitioners, and support for those practitioners in a way that allows them to have 
professional development, holidays, and a break on weekends.  Increasing the number of practitioners will allow those 
things to happen.  I think that is vitally important.  If they are not implemented, I would go so far as to say that the 
health system in much of rural Western Australia will collapse.  People will not be prepared to practise under the 
conditions they have today.  The alternatives will be such that they will practise elsewhere and receive more financial 
reward.  More importantly, they will have time for their families and peace of mind through professional support.  That 
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is an important part of the medical profession.  It is also a very important part of the system that needs to be 
implemented. 
The report discusses the commonwealth-state relationship.  That is another area in which we must do things differently.  
Historically, federal Governments have blamed the States and the States have blamed federal Governments.  That is an 
easy thing to do and it gets people through the moment.  At the end of all that, the delivery of services does not 
improve.  We have to change that system somehow.  The States all have different arrangements; it is almost an “as 
much as you can get away with” option.  It is how much they can push one way or the other.  The States try to shift the 
costs to the Commonwealth and the Commonwealth tries to shift them back.  At the end of the day, it is the people 
receiving the services who miss out, particularly in country areas.  As the member for Bunbury quite rightly said, even 
places like Bunbury - which is not normally regarded as an area of unmet need - are suffering a shortage of health 
professionals because of that sort of attitude and because we have not allocated enough resources to train new people.  
The figures in the report that show the number of people who apply for medical school and the number accepted are 
startling.  As a State, we can do something about that. 

I want to talk about the implementation of the report.  I have been around long enough to have seen many reports tabled 
in this Parliament.  I have heard a lot of speeches like those made today about great cooperative arrangements, how well 
the committee got on together, and the knowledge accumulated.  If members go back through Hansard, they will see 
them year after year - through all the years I have been a member and before.  Not too many recommendations of 
reports get implemented.  I have had the privilege of chairing two select committees of this Parliament that made 
substantial recommendations.  However, the number of recommendations implemented is quite small.  It will not 
surprise me to be here in six months facing the health bureaucrats who will be saying that the recommendations are too 
hard, they cannot do it, it is too difficult, there is not enough money, and that we did not get it right.  They will have all 
the excuses a person can think of and the Government of the day will probably allow that to happen.  I am not blaming 
this Government; that happened under the previous Government as well.  As a Parliament and a community, let us try to 
get behind this report and implement the recommendations.   

Health, like education, is one of the key things that controls and affects our life.  If we do not get this right, we will have 
failed the communities that we represent.  The crisis is upon us now.  I do not use the word “crisis” lightly. It is a crisis, 
and the projected figures are frightening.  Every member of Parliament should read this report and do his or her very 
best politically and bureaucratically with their communities and federal colleagues to have the recommendations 
implemented.  It is a good report and provides answers that are practical and sensible, but not hugely expensive.  The 
problems just need a bit of commonsense applied to them.  We can fix some of the problems with health that have 
dogged Governments.  The health issue certainly dogged the previous Government and it is dogging this Government.  
Whether members think that or not, that is the community’s view.  If this report were implemented, we could take away 
a lot of the pain.  My plea is, for once, let us get behind the report and implement its recommendations. 

I congratulate our chairman.  He put a lot of work and effort into getting the report together.  As has been said, the 
committee worked well, but there is a need for a chairman who pulls everything together and keeps everyone moving in 
the right direction.  The member for Ballajura certainly did that and I commend him for it. 

MOTOR VEHICLE REPAIRERS BILL 2002 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection), and read a first 
time. 

Second Reading 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection) [10.25 am]:  I move - 

That the Bill be now read a second time. 

This Motor Vehicle Repairers Bill fulfils an election promise made by the Gallop Labor Government to take strong 
action to protect consumers from shonky motor vehicle repairers.  It is the culmination of two committees of inquiry 
and extensive consultation with the motor vehicle industry and consumers over a number of years.   

The Bill is designed principally to protect consumers in their dealings with motor vehicle repairers.  It will also serve to 
promote high standards of workmanship in the motor vehicle repair industry.  Support for regulation of the motor 
vehicle repair industry can be traced back to the early 1990s with the appointment of a Motor Vehicle Repair Industry 
Review Committee, chaired by Hon Cheryl Davenport, MLC.  The committee was established by the then Minister for 
Consumer Affairs to assess the functioning of the industry with a view to possible legislative reform.  Though unable to 
address all of its terms of reference in the time allotted, the committee released a preliminary report in December 1992 
recommending a number of reforms, many of which are featured in this Bill.  The committee also recommended that 
there be further study of the New South Wales regulatory scheme for motor repairers. 
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In 1993 a second committee, chaired by Bob Bloffwitch, MLA, was established to conduct an investigation of other 
Australian legislation regulating the motor vehicle repair industry, and the extent to which the repair industry in 
Western Australia supported regulation.  The Bloffwitch committee closely examined the NSW regulatory scheme and 
conducted two surveys that indicated substantial industry support for similar controls in Western Australia.  In 
December 1997 the committee delivered its report, recommending the introduction of a scheme based largely on the 
NSW model.   

In July 2000 the then Ministry of Fair Trading embarked on a public consultation program with a strong consumer 
focus.  The consultation consisted of focus groups with urban consumers, in-depth phone interviews with regional 
consumers and a phone interview survey of 400 urban and regional consumers.  The research suggested that there was 
considerable dissatisfaction with repairers.  Poor quality repairs was cited as a major reason for their dissatisfaction.  
The findings also indicated strong support for the introduction of legislation, with 80 per cent of all respondents 
supporting regulation of the repair industry.  

In June of this year I tabled in the House a draft of the Motor Vehicle Repairers Bill as a Green Bill.  A period of three 
months was allowed for public submissions.  This Bill is based largely on the Green Bill but includes a number of 
minor changes suggested by respondents during the consultation period.   

The Bill provides for the licensing of motor vehicle repair businesses and certification of individual repairers.  The 
scheme will be administered by the Motor Vehicle Industry Board, which is to be established under the Motor Vehicle 
Dealers Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2002. 

The Motor Vehicle Repairers Bill provides for classes of repair work to be prescribed by regulation, as in NSW at the 
present time.  To obtain a business licence, applicants will be required to demonstrate that they are fit and proper 
persons to hold a licence and have sufficient resources to carry on business, including any tools or equipment that may 
be prescribed. 

One of the key consumer protection elements of the Bill is that it will require licensed businesses to ensure that repair 
work is performed or supervised by certificated repairers.  To be a certificated repairer, a person will be required to 
satisfy the board that he is suitably qualified, either through training or experience, to perform repair work.  There is 
provision in the Bill for the board to issue provisional certificates when it is satisfied that a person has acquired or is 
capable of acquiring the skills that will enable him to qualify for a repairer’s certificate.   

The Bill also includes provision for disciplining licensed businesses and individual repairers who contravene the Act or 
otherwise engage in unjust conduct.  Penalties range from the issue of cautions to disqualification.  Provision is also 
included for authorised officers to issue infringement notices.  Owners of vehicles who deal with licensed repairers 
should be confident that repairers who work on their vehicles are competent to do so and will complete the job they are 
contracted to do.  Owners should not be left with an expensive problem to sort out if a repairer proves to be incompetent 
or goes bankrupt.   

This Bill establishes a motor vehicle repair industry compensation fund to compensate owners of vehicles who suffer 
loss as a result of incompetent repairs or when the repairer has gone bankrupt or become insolvent.  The compensation 
fund is to be funded from licence and certificate fees.  The Bill will also establish an education and research fund that 
will be used to fund education, research or any public purpose in connection with repair work.  It will help lift standards 
of workmanship across the industry and reduce the incidence of complaints.  As with the compensation fund, the 
education and research fund will be funded from licence and certificate fees.  

This Bill will also allow the board to conciliate disputes between owners of vehicles and repairers, with the assistance 
of authorised officers when required.  The Bill makes it clear, however, that it is not a function of the board to conduct 
any arbitration of disputes.   

To facilitate a smooth transition to the new regulatory arrangements, provision has been included in the Bill for a 12-
month period during which repairers will be deemed to be certificated.  This transition period also allows for the 
licensing of repair businesses, during which time existing businesses will be deemed to be licensed.  After that period, 
all repair businesses and repairers will need to satisfy the requirements of the legislation. 

A motor vehicle, along with a home, is one of the major purchases a consumer will make.  Repairs to a motor vehicle, 
as well as having the potential to be very expensive, can often cause great inconvenience to people who rely on their car 
for transport.  Loss of transport can impact on a person’s employment, health and quality of life.  Often a motor vehicle 
is one of life’s essentials, and it is therefore appropriate that those who repair as well as sell motor vehicles be regulated 
to ensure that they have the appropriate skills and knowledge to undertake what is often complex repair work.  Motor 
vehicles have become far more sophisticated over the past decade or so, and it is no longer possible to adequately 
service or repair a motor vehicle without the diagnostic equipment and specialised tools necessary.  This Bill addresses 
both the tools and the tradesperson to make sure that both are at a standard that consumers are entitled to expect. 

This Bill complements other initiatives taken by this Government and on a national basis.  Amendments to the Motor 
Vehicle Dealers Act earlier this year, aimed at combating backyard dealing through greater powers and a substantial 
increase in penalties, illustrate this Government’s commitment to stamping out illegal trading in motor vehicles and 
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parts.  Vehicles sold by backyard dealers are often unsafe and put the driver and other road users at risk.  The national 
wrecks register, which will identify written-off vehicles to prevent their rebirthing by a backyard dealer, is a national 
initiative being progressed by transport ministers and it will close another potential avenue for illegal activity. 

This Bill is indeed good news for the motoring public of Western Australia.  Its passage will fulfil another of the Gallop 
Government’s election commitments and I have much pleasure in commending the Bill to the House.   

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr J.L. Bradshaw. 

MOTOR VEHICLE DEALERS AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) 2002 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection), and read a first 
time. 

Second Reading 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection) [10.33 am]:  I move - 

That the Bill be now read a second time. 

This Bill amends the Motor Vehicle Dealers Act to change the composition of the Motor Vehicle Dealers Licensing 
Board and expand its functions to include licensing and regulation of persons involved in the motor vehicle repair sector 
as well those involved in motor vehicle dealing.  The Bill complements the Motor Vehicle Repairers Bill that I have just 
introduced.  

This Bill gives effect to an election promise made by the Gallop Labor Government to establish a board that will 
oversee the motor vehicle repair industry.  However, by expanding the functions of the current Motor Vehicle Dealers 
Licensing Board, the need to create a separate new board has been avoided.  Containing growth in the number of 
government boards and committees reduces administration costs and is consistent with the Government’s machinery of 
government reforms.   

In June 2001 the Department of Consumer and Employment Protection released a discussion paper seeking views about 
the regulation of all motor vehicle industry participants under a single industry board.  The paper was distributed to 
some 3 500 members of the industry as well as major stakeholders.  The idea of a combined board received substantial 
support, including that of the current board.  The new board will consist of nine members, including a chairperson, two 
members with knowledge and experience in motor vehicle dealing, two members with knowledge and experience in 
motor vehicle repairing, three persons representing the interests of consumers and a nominee of the Royal Automobile 
Club of Western Australia.  Existing members of the board will cease to hold office when the relevant provisions of the 
Bill come into force. 

To reflect the board’s expanded role in the motor vehicle repair sector, the board will also be retitled the Motor Vehicle 
Industry Board.  Provision has been made to ensure that the retitling does not affect the board’s corporate identity, its 
rights, powers and obligations, any proceedings in progress or anything previously done by the board.  As well as 
licensing and regulation of persons involved in the motor vehicle industry, the Bill also provides for the new board to 
undertake conciliation of disputes between consumers and motor vehicle dealers.  Provision is also made for the 
appointment of authorised officers to assist the board in the performance of its functions.  

This Bill represents a major step towards a much broader scheme of protection for consumers in their dealings with 
motor vehicle repairers and with the motor vehicle industry generally.  I commend the Bill to the House.   

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr M.F. Board. 

BILLS 
Appropriations 

Messages from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the purposes of the following Bills - 

1. Sentence Administration Bill 2002. 

2. Contaminated Sites Bill 2002. 

3. Economic Regulation Authority Bill 2002. 

POLICE AMENDMENT BILL 2002 
Consideration in Detail 

Resumed from 4 December. 

Clause 6:  Part IIB inserted - 
Debate was interrupted after the clause had been partly considered. 
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Proposed section 33M(2) states - 

In relation to a period after the 28 day period referred to in subsection (1), the Minister may, in exceptional 
circumstances, direct that a maintenance payment shall be paid to the member for a specified period.  

My understanding of the provision is that an officer who receives a section 8 notice will have 28 days in which to 
respond.  Throughout that 28-day period, the officer will continue to be paid.  The clause gives the minister the power 
to continue to pay the officer for a further six months as a result of exceptional circumstances.  It is vitally important 
that the Minister for Police explain what constitutes exceptional circumstances.  There is no doubt that when police 
officers are given section 8 notices and the 28-day pay period expires, they might avail themselves of this provision.  As 
it is worded, the clause does not give much information and states only that a payment shall be made in exceptional 
circumstances.  The minister must provide the House with broad examples to indicate to a potential utiliser, and to put 
on public record, what constitutes exceptional circumstances.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I do not foresee any exceptional circumstances.  The types of circumstances in which the 
minister would use this provision would be, as the wording suggests, exceptional.  By that I mean absolutely and 
completely exceptional.  This clause will be rarely, if ever, used.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  If the minister believes that the clause will never be used, I am at a loss to understand why it has 
been included in the Bill.  If it is not going to be used, it should be struck from the Bill.  It is cruel to include this clause 
without explaining the criteria that will have to be met before police officers can claim an extra six-months payment 
while going through the appeal process.  Given that the clause has been included in the Bill, one can only assume that 
the minister expects exceptional circumstances to arise in the future, even if they do not occur very often.  Given that 
the minister has taken the trouble to include the clause, it is vital that the criteria that have to be met by police officers 
before being eligible to apply for the further six-months pay be outlined.  Surely the minister has a preconceived idea as 
to what constitutes exceptional circumstances and when they might arise.  If we do not put such examples on the public 
record, all we have is the word “exceptional”, which can be broadly interpreted.  If I were a police officer who had 
received a section 8 notice, the first thing I would do after the expiry of the 28-day period would be to seek a further 
maintenance period.  I might be experiencing difficult family circumstances, have a broken leg or be suffering from 
psychological problems because of the hard time I had been given by internal affairs.  Does the minister consider any of 
the abovementioned examples to be examples of exceptional circumstances?  If not, what constitutes exceptional 
circumstances?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  It concerns me that officers who have been subject to disciplinary action have remained on the 
public payroll for lengthy periods.  This legislation will curtail that.  It is a proper expectation on the part of the public 
of Western Australia that we do not continue to pay officers who are under disciplinary procedures.  However, there 
must be a fairness in the process, and we have negotiated with the Police Union to devise a system that is both fair to 
police officers and to the general public who are paying those police officers.  In most circumstances, the public would 
not want police officers to continue to be paid if they stand accused of serious allegations.  Moreover, if a police officer 
had been investigated by the commissioner, who then lost confidence in the officer, I am sure the public would not want 
that officer to continue to be on the payroll for months, if not years, as has been the case in recent times.  As I have 
previously told the member for Kalgoorlie, I do not foresee any particular exceptional circumstances.  During our 
discussions, the Police Union stated that it wanted this clause in the Bill because in the future police officers should 
have the opportunity to mount a case of extreme personal hardship.  During yesterday’s debate on the Bill, I stated that 
the power given by this clause would rarely, if ever, be used by the minister.  However, the union certainly pleaded to 
have the clause included in the Bill so that its members would have the ability to mount a case.  Most ministers would 
be extremely loath to grant a request for a continuance of payment because they would be continuing to pay an officer - 
from the public purse - in whom the Commissioner of Police had lost confidence.  I cannot foresee any exceptional 
circumstances in which I would extend a payment for six months.  However, I did not consider the Police Union’s 
request to be unreasonable.  I cannot foresee circumstances that are so extreme that the minister would want to pay an 
officer for a further six months.  However, the opportunity for a police officer, the Police Union or a lawyer, on a police 
officer’s behalf, to mount a case should exist in the legislation.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What would happen in a situation in which a police officer was unable to work as a result of 
receiving traumatic injuries during the course of his or her duties, and, during that time, was the recipient of a section 8 
notice?  Is that an example of an exceptional circumstance?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  In making a decision the minister would have to consider all the circumstances.  The minister of 
the day would be privy to the information given to the Commissioner of Police.  The minister would also know the 
nature of the allegations that had been made against the police officer.  A range of factors would be taken into account.  
Based on the information given in the member for Kalgoorlie’s example, the answer would be no.  However, the gravity 
of the matters in connection with the original section 8 notice would also be significant.  If a police officer has 
committed acts that the Commissioner of Police and the public find offensive, it would be difficult to justify keeping 
him or her on the payroll.  
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  What would happen in a situation in which a police officer, who is the father of five or six children 
and the primary breadwinner in the family, was unable to work for whatever reason after having been issued with a 
section 8 notice?  Could that officer claim exceptional circumstances in order to feed and clothe his children?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  As I have said, the Police Union has requested that it be able to put before the minister cases of 
extreme personal hardship.  The case that the member has described may be a case of extreme personal hardship.  
However, I put on record also that the taking of a section 8 action against a police officer is not something that the 
Commissioner for Police would do lightly or for frivolous reasons.  I reiterate that a case could certainly be made for 
extreme personal hardship, and it would be up to the minister of the day to use his or her discretion in that regard.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  If I understand correctly what the minister has said, she does not like this clause and does not want 
it in the legislation. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  That is not what I have said.  You do not understand correctly. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The minister has simply taken on board a suggestion from the Police Union and to appease the 
Police Union has decided to insert this clause in the legislation.  However, the minister is now on record as saying that 
she cannot foresee a circumstance arising that may be considered to be an exceptional circumstance.  On the one hand, 
the minister has appeased the Police Union by putting in this clause, but on the other hand she is saying that she will 
never use this clause.  In the interests of honesty and accountability, the minister should either have the strength to say 
to the Police Union that she does not think this is a good clause and she cannot foresee a circumstance in which she 
would grant an extra six months; or she thinks this is a good clause and she can foresee the odd circumstances that may 
arise, and these are the parameters for the use of this clause.  It seems to me that although the minister has capitulated to 
the Police Union, in reality she will never use this clause.  The minister should be fair and honest and either knock the 
clause out or, if we are to leave it in, set some parameters for its use. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member for Kalgoorlie has certainly misrepresented me in the comments that he has made.  
I make this point, and I ask him to listen to it carefully: just because I cannot foresee a circumstance today in which this 
clause will be used does not mean that in the future there cannot be such a circumstance.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Has this clause been inserted in any other Act in Australia, and to the minister’s knowledge has it 
ever been used; and, if so, for what reason?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I am not aware of the answer to that question.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  It appears the minister cannot give us any criteria for what may be considered to be an exceptional 
circumstance.  That is unfortunate for those police officers who will attempt to use this clause in the future, given that 
we have a particularly weak police minister who is not prepared to go on record and give parameters for the use of this 
clause.  It is clear that the reason this clause has been put in the Bill is that the minister has capitulated to the Police 
Union, but she has no intention of ever using this clause.  I am happy to move on.   

Mr A.D. McRae:  Tedious repetition! 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  If the member for Riverton were to close the exit route sometimes, he might retain a bit more of 
what went into his head. 

Proposed section 33O deals with the resignation of a member of the Police Service who has been removed from office 
under the section 8 provisions.  It will allow a member who has been issued with a section 8 notice to say, prior to the 
expiry of the 28-day period, “I think you have got me and I am going to resign”, or, “I think I have been dealt with 
unjustly and I am going to instigate an appeal.”  As I understand it from the minister’s second reading speech, the 
reason that the option exists for such a police officer to resign is to ensure that frivolous court proceedings are not 
undertaken at some stage in the future.  However, I have a concern that I want to bring to the minister’s attention.  If a 
police officer has been issued with a section 8 notice, clearly the Commissioner of Police has lost confidence in the 
ability of that police officer to do his or her job.  It is the case from time to time - in fact, probably frequently - that the 
activities that the recipients of section 8 notices have conducted have been dubious or even corrupt, but unfortunately, 
although the police commissioner was very concerned about those activities, the Police Service did not have all the 
available evidence to prove that beyond a shadow of doubt.   

It does a disservice to a future employer to allow a police officer who has been issued with a section 8 notice to just 
walk out and say, “I quit”, and to allow the public record to reflect that that police officer had quit, when the reality is 
that the Government or the Police Service had sacked that officer.  A police officer who has “resigned” may then walk 
down the road and into a security firm that is involved in the transporting of gold or money.  That security firm may 
check out his record with the Police Service, as any future employer would want to do, and the Police Service official 
record will say that he resigned.  That does a disservice to the future employer, because the reality is that he did not 
resign but was given his marching orders.  However, under this clause a police officer is allowed to say, “You have got 
me; I resign”, and the record will forever reflect that.  I am interested in the minister’s point of view on proposed 
section 33O(1) and whether she believes a future employer may be aggrieved by what is essentially false information 
contained in the Police Service.   
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member is right when he said that this was answered in my second reading speech.  The use 
of section 8 is a managerial decision about a loss of confidence.  It does not necessarily reflect any guilt on the part of 
an officer.  The member has alluded to a case in which a police officer may have committed some corrupt behaviour.  If 
that were the case, the police officer could well be prosecuted.  This proposed section is based on the recommendations 
of the Wood royal commission, as was elucidated in my second reading speech.  I do not see any difficulty with it.  
Frankly, if the member is interested in anything other than point scoring and if he really does not agree with this clause, 
he should perhaps move to amend it or remove it.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  If I were interested in wasting time, I could well do that.  The reality is that the minister has the 
numbers; we do not.  If the minister wants us to stay here until midnight to undertake that sort of frivolous exercise, I 
am happy to do that.  We have a spirit of cooperation with the Government on the last day of this sitting.  I am trying to 
keep the debate to a minimum, particularly in light of the fact that the minister has her advisers here today and they 
were also here yesterday.  I am an employer of 10 or 11 people, and I have employed more than that number over the 
years.  If a person came to me and said that he wanted to apply for a particular job, the first thing I would do in 
determining whether I should employ him is look at his background and record.  If a former police officer applied for a 
job and said, “I quit the Police Service because I did not like it there and I had been there too long”, and if I rang the 
Police Service to check and was assured that the record reflected that that was correct, I would feel cheated by the 
Government of the day, because I have the right to know, as a possible future employer of that person, that he had been 
dismissed from the Police Service in unsavoury circumstances.  It is disappointing that the minister would want the 
public record to reflect something that was not the case.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  That is rubbish!  You are innocent until you have been proved guilty! 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Minister for Health talks about whether a person has been proved guilty.  I accept that that 
person has not been proved guilty in a court of law; suffice to say that the Police Service had decided that that person 
has done something untoward, and that is why he was given a section 8 notice.  If I were a future employer, I would 
want to know about that.  I would not want the public record to indicate that the potential employee did not like the 
Police Service any more and had decided to walk out.  What an injustice that is for a future employer.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  We expect our police officers to live up to the highest standards.  The Commissioner of Police 
might lose confidence in the integrity of an officer.  This clause will avoid the situation that has occurred over recent 
years whereby officers have abused the system by making potentially frivolous appeals over lengthy periods and have 
continued to be on the payroll.  Neither the public nor anyone else is served by continuing to have those officers kept on 
the payroll, because it means paying people who will eventually be removed in any event.  Also, those persons are not 
performing the duties of a police officer and, therefore, the public is not getting value for its money.  When we came 
into office, more than 20 officers were involved in the section 8 process and the public was not getting full value for 
money from those officers.  This measure is a very good compromise.  It means that those officers in whom the police 
commissioner has lost confidence can be very swiftly removed from the Police Service.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I refer now to proposed section 33P.  The Liberal Party supports the appeal right contained in this 
section, which is essentially what this legislation is all about.  Although police officers have a unique employer-
employee relationship, they should be afforded most, if not all, of the rights of a standard employee in the private or 
public sector.  I am pleased on behalf of the Liberal Party to offer its support to this clause.   

I draw the minister’s attention to proposed section 33P(2), which states -  

The appellant shall institute an appeal by a notice to the Commissioner of Police stating -  

(a) the reasons for the decision . . .  

(b) the nature of the relief sought.  

That seems rather odd, given that the police commissioner would be the respondent to the appeal.  Would it not make 
more sense to instigate the appeal by way of a notice to the Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission?  I am 
at a loss to understand why that appeal would be instigated by notifying the respondent instead of the court that would 
hear the appeal.   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The fact is that the commissioner must still be notified of the reasons.  The member is right to 
say that it would be filed with the Industrial Relations Commission as well.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Proposed section 33P(4) refers to the way in which the WAIRC is constituted.  It says that the 
WAIRC must constitute not fewer than three industrial commissioners.  I understand that that is two more than required 
in a normal unfair dismissal case, which would have only one industrial relations commissioner.  I am interested in the 
terminology of this section.  Does the minister intend to increase the number of commissioners from three to four or 
five?   

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  No, that is not my intention.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Why then would the wording not reflect the minister’s intention to have only three industrial 
relations commissioners?  Why does it not say three?   
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  This is a matter for the WAIRC.  If the WAIRC considers it appropriate either for a particular 
case or for all cases to be heard by four or five commissioners, it will be up to it to make that decision.  We have said 
that it is inappropriate to have fewer than three commissioners hear an appeal, and have made that a requirement.  I note 
that the former Government put in place the current provision under the protocol requiring three commissioners to hear 
an appeal.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I thank the minister for her response.  I refer to proposed section 33Q(1)(b), which states - 

secondly, it shall consider the case presented by the appellant as to why that decision was harsh, oppressive or 
unfair.   

I am on record as saying that those three words were well thought through prior to their inclusion in this legislation, and 
I support their inclusion.  It is important to deal with the issue of whether the appeal to the Industrial Relations 
Commission will be based on the process that the police commissioner undertook prior to issuing a section 8 notice or 
whether it will be based on the merits of the police commissioner’s decision.  It raises an interesting question.  There are 
differing views with regard to the way this legislation has been drafted.  It is important for the minister to tell us 
whether she intends that appeal to be based on the process or whether it is to be based on the merits of the police 
commissioner’s decision.  If it is to be based on the merits of the police commissioner’s decision, that effectively would 
substitute the WAIRC for the police commissioner.  Effectively, that indicates that the WAIRC is fully equipped to deal 
with policing matters in this State and has all the experience and knowledge of the police commissioner.  It will be 
granted the power to overturn the police commissioner’s decision based on the merit of the argument that the police 
commissioner accepted.  However, if the WAIRC will simply consider the process that the police commissioner went 
through prior to arriving at that decision to issue a section 8 notice, the minister must tell us.  Will the minister tell us 
whether she intends the WAIRC to hear a case based on the merits of the case or based on the process used to arrive at 
the decision to issue a section 8 notice?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The member mentioned the words “harsh, oppressive and unfair”.  Those words come from the 
unfair dismissal provisions of the Industrial Relations Act.  To clarify this matter regarding the WAIRC, the 
commission cannot substitute its view for the view of the police commissioner.  That is clear from the provisions that 
refer to how new evidence is to be dealt with, because that new evidence must go back to the commissioner.  I am not 
sure what the member is getting at.   
Mr M.J. Birney:  Is it the minister’s intention for the Industrial Relations Commission to hear a particular case and then 
decide that the decision made by the police commissioner may have been wrong, or is it the minister’s intention for the 
WAIRC to hear the case and decide that the process used by the police commissioner before he arrived at his decision 
was wrong?  
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  The WAIRC is not restricted in that regard.  It could take any of that into account.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Is the minister happy for the Industrial Relations Commission to hear the case based on the merits 
of the case and not necessarily based on the process that was arrived at before the police commissioner issued a section 
8 notice?  Is the minister happy for the IRC to hear the case and base its decision on the merit of the commissioner’s 
decision?   
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  It is not a matter of whether I am happy.  I will explain what the legislation says.  Whether I am 
happy for the commission to consider matters or not is neither here nor there.  The legislation sets out what the 
commission can or cannot consider.  It is not a process whereby there would be a complete and full merit review.  As 
the member said, the words to be used are “harsh, oppressive and unfair”.  Those provisions come from the Industrial 
Relations Act.  Essentially, that is the situation.  Merit can be taken into account.  The definition of the words “harsh, 
oppressive and unfair” could be contained within a very broad ambit.  I do not think it could be described as a full merit 
review.  I hope that explanation clarifies the matter for the member. 
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I thank the minister for her comments.  From what the minister just said, I understand that the 
Industrial Relations Commission can in fact hear a case based on its merits.  Was that what the minister said?  I think 
she also said that the commission could hear a case based on the process.  
Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Yes, merit can be taken into account.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  That has clarified that point.  I move to proposed section 33R(3), which deals with the issue of 
whether an appellant is permitted to introduce new evidence to the Industrial Relations Commission that has not already 
been dealt with during the process.  Under the provisions of this clause, the Industrial Relations Commission would 
allow the appellant to introduce new evidence, provided that he could show - 

. . . that the Commissioner of Police has acted upon wrong or mistaken information;  
Or that -  

the new evidence might materially have affected the Commissioner of Police’s decision to take removal action; 
Can the minister explain how that would work from a practical point of view?  If an appellant fronted up to the 
Industrial Relations Commission with some new evidence, he would have to set down that new evidence so that the 
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IRC could decide whether it might materially have affected a decision of the Commissioner of Police, or whether it 
showed that the Commissioner of Police had acted upon wrong or mistaken information.  How does the minister 
propose to deal with that in a practical sense?  Does she propose to allow an appellant to front up to the IRC with some 
new evidence? 
Mrs M.H. Roberts:  That is up to the IRC.  It could be done verbally or in writing.  
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  How does the minister foresee it working?  I do not understand how it will work. 
Mrs M.H. Roberts:  The IRC has set procedures on how to deal with things.  It could hear it verbally or take a 
submission in writing.   
Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Does the minister understand the point I am trying to make?  An appellant would have to provide 
that evidence before the IRC could make a decision. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  The IRC would deal with it as a preliminary issue.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  So an appellant could provide that new evidence up front.  I move on to proposed subsection (8), 
which relates to proposed subsection (7).  Proposed subsection (7) states - 

If, having considered any new evidence, the Commissioner of Police revokes the removal action under section 
33N(2), the Commissioner shall give the WAIRC notice of the revocation and the hearing of the appeal is 
discontinued . . .  

Proposed subsection (8) states -  

If the Commissioner of Police does not give notice under subsection (7), the hearing of the appeal shall 
continue but the Commissioner of Police may - 

It goes on to list all the other things.  Should a time limit be placed on the Commissioner of Police for the lodgment of 
that notice?  Otherwise, the IRC would indefinitely hear an appeal as no time frame would be in place for the 
commissioner to actually lodge that notice in writing.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  As I understand it, the IRC controls proceedings and could issue directions as it saw fit.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The IRC could place a time limit on the Commissioner of Police to require him to submit that notice 
by a certain time.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Yes.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Okay.  Proposed section 33T(4) also deals with a fairly important issue; that is, the adjournment of 
an Industrial Relations Commission hearing.  The legislation provides for IRC hearings to be adjourned for a period of 
up to 12 months, pending the outcome of other legal action in another court.  I guess the reason this proposed subsection 
has been inserted is so that a decision made by the Industrial Relations Commission does not influence the outcome of 
another case before a separate court.  That is a good idea.  It would be disappointing if the Industrial Relations 
Commission were to bring down a negative finding against an individual and for that, at some stage in the future, to 
influence a court that is dealing with a similar action.  I am a little confused as to why that 12-month period appears in 
the legislation.  It may well be the case that a decision brought down by the IRC on one day could sully the decision of 
a court that had been concurrently hearing a second case with the same individual and which brought down its decision 
on the following day.  The only reason this proposed subsection has been inserted in the Bill is to ensure that that does 
not happen.  Why is it okay to make sure that it does not happen for 12 months, but it does not matter whether it 
happens after 12 months?  It defeats the purpose of this proposed subsection.  I am interested to hear the minister’s 
point of view. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I do not think the member has properly turned his attention to proposed section 33T(6), which 
states -  

Before the expiration of any period of adjournment under this section, the Commissioner of Police or the 
appellant may apply to the WAIRC for a further adjournment under this section and, if it is in the interests of 
justice to do so, the WAIRC may grant a further adjournment for a period specified by it. 

Proposed subsection (7) states -  

Subsections (2) and (6) do not affect any other power of the WAIRC to grant an adjournment. 

I also draw the member’s attention to the fact that the WAIRC can determine to hold its hearings in private.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I had read those proposed subsections, and I accept that the IRC has an unfettered power to further 
grant an adjournment.  If that is the case, and it is the minister’s intention with the passage of this legislation, I am at a 
loss to understand why the 12-month period has been included. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Because, as a matter of principle, we want these matters to be dealt with expeditiously, unless 
circumstances are put before the WAIRC that suggest that they should not be dealt with expeditiously.   
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Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  This legislation would not have any effect on a court that was concurrently hearing a similar case.  
It is okay for the minister to say that she wants these matters to be dealt with expeditiously, but there is no way known 
for the Minister for Police to influence a court case that was being run concurrently.  I thought that the wording of the 
legislation might have been something to the effect -  

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  It allows a member to await the outcome of a criminal case and any evidence from that case which 
might assist.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Why would the legislation not reflect that?  I cannot understand why the 12-month period has been 
included.  Why would it not say that on application by the appellant or police commissioner, the IRC would adjourn the 
case subject to a similar case being heard concurrently in another court?  Why was the 12-month period included in the 
Bill? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  These cases can sometimes go on for two or three years.  There is the potential for the process to 
be abused.  Therefore, we would like to have things dealt with expeditiously within that 12-month period.  The onus 
will be on people to make a case to the IRC as to why there should be a further adjournment.  If there are valid reasons, 
such as those the member has outlined, one would expect the IRC to grant that adjournment or to hear something in 
private.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  From what the minister just said, it appears that provided these court cases do not go on for too 
long, the Government is happy for the interests of justice to be served.  However, if a court case goes on for too long, it 
may well be that the Government will not be happy for the interests of justice to be served. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  The interests of justice are served by having the provisions of the Industrial Relations Commission 
apply.  An adjournment could be made for an exceptionally long period, if the interests of justice would be served by 
that.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The minister said earlier that some of these court cases could go on for two or three years, and we 
could not have that.  The reality is that an outcome from the IRC may well affect a court case undertaken concurrently 
on the same issue.  Whether it takes two, three or six years, the interests of justice could not be served by the IRC 
decision being handed down prior to another court handing down a finding on a similar issue.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  There is also the option of the IRC suppressing its decision.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  That would be a good option.  The interests of justice would be served if that were the case.  We are 
drawing to a close. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Sorry, I draw your attention to proposed section 33V, which deals with the restriction on 
publication.  

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Proposed section 33V is the last proposed section I wish to say anything about - we can then move 
on to the third reading.  I will make what is probably a largely generic point about the penalty, which is given as 
imprisonment for 12 months and a fine of $4 000.  It is annoying to read legislation such as this, and to assume that it is 
a mandatory 12-month sentence.  The penalty is both imprisonment and a fine, and deals with anyone who subverts the 
will of the Industrial Relations Commission by publishing information that should not be published.  I know the 
Sentencing Act provides for all of these penalties to be maximum penalties, and a lesser sentence can be imposed.  In 
the interests of clarity, not just in this legislation but also in other legislation, why would we not say that the penalty will 
be a maximum penalty of imprisonment for 12 months, or a fine of $4 000?  I know the Sentencing Act deals with it.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  I presented this legislation in a form that is consistent with other legislation, and that assists with 
the clarity.  

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 7 to 10 put and passed.  

Title put and passed. 
Third Reading 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [11.24 am]:  I move - 

That the Bill be now read a third time. 

MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie) [11.24 am]:  I place on record once again the Opposition’s support for this Bill.  It has 
been a long time in coming.  It increases the level of parity that members of the Police Service have with other 
employees in this State, by giving them a method of redress should they receive a section 8 notice.  I congratulate the 
minister’s advisers, who have put a lot of work in over, I think, one or two years to get this legislation right.  The 
legislation is a good compromise between the interests of the police rank and file, those of the Commissioner of Police 
and those of the Government and thereby the taxpayers.  I also congratulate the Western Australian Police Union, which 
has obviously had a significant impact on this legislation, as it does on all legislation involving its members.  The 
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carriage of this Bill today will be warmly welcomed by all police officers.  I am pleased once again to offer the support 
of the Liberal Party.  

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [11.25 am]:  I thank the member for 
Kalgoorlie and others for their support of this legislation.  I was disappointed by the tone of the comments yesterday 
from the member for Nedlands, who sought to waste the time of the House.  Other than that, the support from the 
Opposition was welcome.  This is important legislation.  I, too, would like to thank Assistant Commissioner Graeme 
Lienert, Mr Alan Sefton of Crown Law, the Western Australian Police Union, and all those who have assisted the 
Government, including Ms Robyn Barrow, who was at my office at the time we drafted the legislation.  This legislation 
has been in train since the decision of Justice McKechnie, which was alluded to by the member for Kingsley.  To 
correct the member for Kalgoorlie, those advisers have been assisting me since earlier this year, not for the past couple 
of years.  I am very pleased that we have been able to bring forward this legislation in a relatively short time frame.  It is 
important that these provisions be in place, because unfortunately, as a result of matters before the police royal 
commission, it is more likely than not that the Commissioner of Police will need to deal with more section 8 notices, 
rather than fewer.  I am very pleased that I have been able to bring forward this legislation. 

One of the benefits of having been the opposition police spokesperson for four years was that it allowed me to become 
acquainted with the issues.  I had a lot of dialogue with the union and with officers affected by the unfairness of section 
8 as it stood.  It had not been an issue in this State - as the member for Yokine pointed out - until Commissioner of 
Police Bob Falconer used section 8 in a way different from the way previous commissioners had used it.  Because of 
that, the inadequacies of the legislation became apparent.  The present Premier, then the member for Victoria Park and 
Leader of the Opposition, and I were very pleased to make a commitment to police officers of this State that, when in 
government, we would give them a right of appeal to the Industrial Relations Commission, just like every other worker 
in this State.  I am very proud, as Minister for Police, to be able to deliver on yet another commitment given by the 
Gallop Government when in opposition, which was part of our election platform.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

PEEL REGION SCHEME 
Motion for Disallowance 

MR J.L. BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [11.29 am]:  I move - 

That this House disallows the proposed Peel region scheme under the Western Australian Planning 
Commission Act 1985, a copy of which was laid upon the table of the Legislative Assembly on Thursday, 24 
October 2002. 

It is a pity that I have had to move this motion, because if the Government had dealt properly and fairly with the people 
influenced by the Peel region scheme from day one, we might not be in this position.  I moved this motion with regret 
because we do need planning processes in place so that people can get on with their lives and make sure that certain 
areas are designated for certain purposes - residential areas, parks, agriculture and so on.  We need a system in place 
that ensures people know what will be done in the future and that things are not haphazard.  This is the first time I have 
been affected by one of these schemes.  I did not even represent the shire of Murray at the time the scheme was 
released, although I am now the member for that area.  The draft plan of the Peel region scheme was released in 1996.  
People suddenly found that their land had been affected without their knowledge.  Once the plan was released, word got 
around that people in the Government had been putting coloured boundaries on maps.  The colours indicated that the 
Government wanted the land in the future.  It came as a shock to people.  A group of angry and affected people formed 
themselves into the Peel Action Group.  The first thing they did was hold a public meeting at the Pinjarra Trotting Club 
in 1996.  I was not a member of the group but I attended the meeting and I was abused because of the Peel region 
scheme.  The plan came as a shock to me because I was not aware of the drafting of any plan until it was released in 
1996.  At the time, my electorate of Wellington was further south than the affected area and did not include the shire of 
Murray.  The landowners were upset and very angry.  They are still angry and upset and the Peel Action Group is still 
alive and well.  On Pinjarra Road near Ravenswood there are large signs about the land grab by the Government. 

When people buy freehold land, they believe they will have complete use of the land, within reason, although they 
realise they still have to work within the planning system that was in place when they bought the land.  Most people are 
reasonable and if land is needed for a road, they will not necessarily be happy about that but they will accept it as part of 
life.  It is a different kettle of fish with the Peel region scheme.  Large areas of land, particularly riverfront land, have 
been deemed future public open space.  That has put the cat amongst the pigeons and made people very unhappy.  Other 
people own land that has what appears to be natural vegetation.  What happened?  The Government said that the 
vegetation needed to be preserved for posterity and environmental reasons.  That is fair enough but the problem is that 
the original plan was developed from aerial photographs.  Any bush shown on the photographs was deemed to be 
natural old-growth bush.  In fact, a lot of it was regrowth, including tea-trees, on land that had been cleared on various 
occasions.  It was deemed to be vegetation of value, although it was not. 
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Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I am puzzled by this.  The process commenced largely under the previous Government. 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Correct.  Does the minister think I was happy with it then?  I was not.  I had meetings with 
ministers to which I took other people.  This is not a new-found unhappiness just because the minister has charge of it.  
I was very unhappy at the time. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Did the Shire of Murray support it? 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  It probably supported it in general.  The minister was not in the House when I started my 
speech.  I said that I supported planning schemes because people need to know what is going on.  However, I am 
concerned about people’s rights, the way they have been treated and the means by which compensation will be decided.  
Those are the main issues; it is not necessarily a matter of whether I support the scheme; I agree with it in general and 
think it is correct.  The minister should not get me wrong about that.  I oppose it not because I think it is wrong, but 
because of the issues of implementation and compensation. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  That is an inherent part of planning. 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  It is not easy whichever way it is done. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  In planning the necessary principle is that all people subject to a plan will have their rights 
restricted.  That is the inherent notion.  In accepting planning, we accept the principle that people do not have total 
freedom to do what they want with their property. 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  I agree. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  When we rezone land to urban, we do not ask people to pay us for the benefit.  When we tell 
people they cannot rezone to urban, we should not ask taxpayers to pay for that.  Is that the member’s proposition? 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  I am not quite sure what the minister means.  She should let me finish and then she can address 
my queries.  As I said previously, I object not necessarily to the Peel region scheme but to the way in which people are 
being treated and dealt with.  People suddenly found out that their land use would change.  Colours denoting different 
uses were put on maps and plans.  They indicated regional open spaces and vegetation of significance.  It came out of 
the blue to most people.  I am not blaming this Government because the proposal commenced under the previous 
Government in 1995-96.  The minister should not think that I am taking on this issue just because it is a different 
Government.  If the previous Government were still in power, I would move the same motion.  The minister should not 
feel hurt about this; she should not take it personally. 

Mr and Mrs Kelly of Lot 1 Pinjarra Road, Ravenswood are prime examples of people affected by the scheme.  They 
have lived on their property for some years.  They have a cattle stud that has expanded steadily.  In fact, they have had 
to lease additional land.  They decided to sell their property on Pinjarra Road and buy a bigger property further out.  
They had a buyer but, unfortunately for the Kellys, the buyer found out about the Peel region scheme.  That put a big 
blight on the Kelly property.  What happened?  The sale fell through.  That was in 1996.  Those people have been stuck 
with that property ever since.  It is now six, almost seven, years later.  The value of property they were going to buy in 
1996 has increased.  There is no guarantee that their property on Pinjarra Road has risen in value, even if they are able 
to sell it.  Since then there have been other unfortunate consequences. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Mr and Mrs Kelly’s land was zoned rural and is now parks and reserves? 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Some of it has been zoned public open space.  It is located on the river at Ravenswood. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  The Western Australian Planning Commission will buy it. 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  I am trying to tell the minister that they wanted to sell the land in 1996 and it is now 2002, 
going on 2003.  They are still stuck with the land.  Under the circumstances, no-one will buy it.  Things have got worse, 
because a year or two ago they decided to try to subdivide the land.  They went to the shire but were given the wrong 
advice.  They spent a lot of money with the town planner.  That is not relevant to the big picture, but they have gone 
from one disaster to another because of the Peel region scheme.  There is no guarantee that the price they will receive 
for their property will be adequate to compensate them for the effect of the scheme.  I will speak later about why I think 
they will not receive adequate compensation.  In the meantime, the land they wanted to buy further out from the river 
has risen dramatically in value.  Land prices are rising all the time.  They are copping it at both ends of the scale. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  The disallowance will only make matters worse.  There will be no resolution.   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  I hope that the minister will give me some good answers that will overcome the problem.  
These people have been mucked around for so long now that having to wait a little longer will not worry them.  They 
are hurting and what has happened to them is sad.  That is a prime example of what is happening.  There are probably 
other people who have been in a similar situation of wanting to sell their land but have been stuck with it because of this 
system.  
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After the initial plan was released, consultation occurred and submissions were made.  Some changes were made for the 
better, but the situation was not resolved completely because people were still unhappy.  As I said earlier, the Peel 
Action Group is alive and well and still unhappy about the Peel region scheme and the way it has blighted their land. 

I will quote from a letter that I received the other day from Mr and Mrs Tom and Deonne Kingsford of Lot 1 Williams 
Road, Pinjarra.  The letter was dated 3 December 2002 and states -  

Dear Mr Bradshore, 

Further to my phone call to your office today, I write regarding the “peel region scheme” which I believe has a 
couple of days before being heard again in Parliament and if not opposed will have the final seal of approval.   

I object to having my/our land resumed and our ownership title ignored: and the 100 year flood level which 
will allow P.O.S. (public open space) and a walking/cycle track just beside my front fence.   

Last night at the civic hall Pinjarra 80 to 100 people came and wanted to let people like yourself know our 
feelings and how poorly we have been treated through submissions to the W.A.P.C. but all that we learned was 
how to get compensation and in so doing; spend a lot of money with solicitors.   

Our submission No 121 was dismissed as far as the P.O.S. affecting our tourism business plan to develop; but 
that, is totally incorrect as the main aspect is the river being a quiet and secluded place to wander and sit 
amongst the gumtrees watching the ducks and other birdlife at play.   

Also the 100 year flood level is just a tool to grab our land as well.  In Bassebdean W.A. there’s housing built 
in flood zone and also in South Yunderup many houses are built and will be build in flood areas it’s not an 
annual flood I speak of but an unusual possibility., which people know of when they buy and build.   

Please have this “Peel region scheme” approval postponed and come to a meeting of the people of Peel district.   

I assure you the numbers will be many more than the meeting in Pinjarra last night.  

That is an example of what people in the area are thinking.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Who was that letter from? 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  From the Kingsfords of Lot 1 Williams Road.  Their submission was No 121.   

The other letter I received recently was from Mr Ron Armstrong dated 19 November 2000, which I will quote in part - 

We seek support from the Parliament of WA on the matter of taking of land from a large number of its owners.   

Which ever way you see it, it’s unrequired land as already plenty is in the hands of the State.   

300 Submissions where taken and possibly none would have changed the WAPC Intentions it was just another 
farce similar to the DEP then EPA then Convenor then Minister style determination by that Set up Their is no 
justice in either set-ups 

WAPC state already 30,560 Ha they have now, plus a Huge amount extra from this land acquisition 

The cost to Service this extra land also would be a load again on the Tax Payer already we experience public 
problems  . . .  

The letter goes on to refer to river poaching and various other things such as the dumping of rubbish on the land that 
would be acquired by the Government.  

Those letters provide a prime example of the problems that arise when government takes over land.  Although a 
management plan will be drawn up by 2004, as yet, there is nobody to manage that plan.  Much of the land owned by 
the Department of Conservation and Land Management is not being managed properly due to inadequate staffing.  I can 
remember a few years ago when the Department of Land Administration tried to hand over some land along a river to 
the Shire of Dardanup.  The shire said, “No way, thank you very much” because it would just be another problem that it 
would have to manage.  A similar situation will arise when the Government gets hold of this land.  Who will maintain 
it?  At the moment it is being properly maintained by the landowners.  Even though a management plan will be in place, 
if there are no people to administer that plan and look after the land, it will deteriorate and become an eyesore due to the 
dumping of rubbish, weeds growing on it and degradation in general. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I understand your concerns and the concerns of your constituents; they are perfectly natural.  
However, do you really think that it is not a good move to provide public access along those beautiful waterways?  It 
stuns me to hear you say - 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Yes, I do, but the problem with the - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Do you think it’s a good idea to provide - 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Yes I do.  It is fantastic to be able to walk and ride around the South Perth foreshore and the 
city side of the Swan River - 



4090 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 

 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan interjected. 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  The minister should let me finish.  The big problem is that much of the riverfront that the 
Government will acquire will not be suitable for public access.  In the past, when landowners have subdivided, the 
Government has grabbed land along rivers and creeks and said, “We want 25 or 30 metres of that riverfront”.  Now that 
land is just sitting there, nobody is using it and, to a large extent -  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  That land is being used; people walk up and down the land - 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Not along the little creeks and rivers around the south west; I can assure the minister that people 
will not use that land.  For a start, they would not even know whether it was public open space.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  But the Government is not taking land from along every creek.  

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  No, but the Government has a policy of doing that - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  This case deals with land along a river as opposed to a creek.  

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  It does not happen in the case of creeks, but it certainly does with rivers.  The Government says 
that it wants 30 metres of river frontage.  That land is not being used by people to walk along.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  However, we must plan into the future to cope with the increasing population.  Your electorate 
will be a prime area for growth and this plan will cover that growth over the next 50 years.  

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  As I tried to explain to the previous ministers in the coalition Government, when people have 
subdivided their properties in the past, the Government has said that part of the subdivision agreement is that 30 metres 
of land must be handed over to the Government.  People tended to go along with that willingly.  However, for some 
reason or other, they object to it being done under the scheme.  Even though the Government will get the land in the end 
one way or another, this scheme puts a blight on that land; it makes landowners feel that there is a problem with their 
land, particularly if someone wants to buy it.  Under the scheme, the Government must also pay for the land, whereas 
under the other system that did not happen.  I could not get that through to the ministers in the previous Government or 
the current minister.  If it eventually gets to the stage where a continuous strip of land is available, then the Government 
should compulsorily acquire it because that scenario would upset only a few people.  This current scenario is upsetting 
many people.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Do you think there should be a reduced setback? 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  No, I am saying - 

Mr A.D. Marshall:  There should be a proper payment and land acquisition.  

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Yes, and it should be done the way that it was done in the past; that is, the land was taken if a 
subdivision occurred. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  But will the land be subdivided? 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Perhaps not, but in the end the Government can say that it needs the land.  As I said, people will 
not be able to walk along much of that land anyway because it is low lying.  The land that the Government tried to grab 
in Pinjarra is virtually vertical from the water’s edge.  There is no way anyone, other than a goat, could walk along it.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Do you realise this is a very long process?  Land that was determined as parks and recreation and 
public open space in the metropolitan region scheme when gazetted 40 years ago is still in private ownership.  If people 
are happy to just sit with their land or sell their land and not precipitate anything, that can continue to happen.  There is 
no urgency. 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  The problem is that some people see the land as their superannuation fund, and this is having an 
adverse effect on its value.  That is my point. 

I turn to page 7 of the “Peel Region Scheme: Volume 1: Report on Submissions”, which states - 

Within three months of a compensation claim being received from a landowner, the WAPC must either elect to 
acquire the land or advise the claimant that it does not intend to acquire the land. 

In this case, if the landowner decides to sell the land, it must ask the commission whether it wants the land.  I am not 
sure that the Planning Commission should have the option of saying yes or no.  Even if the commission says no, it will 
restrict the number of people interested in buying that land.  People will see a coloured line through the plan which will 
make them unsure.  Some people get nervous. 

The three months the commission will take to make up its mind is a concern.  A person may be under some financial 
difficulty and need to sell the land as quickly as possible, yet the commission has three months to make up its mind.  
Also, if the commission decides not to buy the land, people interested in the land will discount it because of fears about 
a blight on the land. 
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I refer now to valuations.  A problem I see is taking in the whole of that area with regional open space, etc.  Problems 
will arise with valuing the land because there is nothing to compare it with.  How does one overcome that difficulty 
when one has nothing to compare it with?  It is riverfront land and all riverfront land has regional open space drawn 
along it.  That makes it difficult to value.  This was put in place in 1996.  I am sure that in many cases, the values would 
have been artificially held down because of a fear of its implications in the Peel region scheme.  

In the case of Mr Hankinson from lot 106 and 107 Riverside Drive, Furnissdale, he was offered $30 000-$40 000 for 
four and a half acres of riverfront land at Serpentine.  Admittedly, he was illegally filling the land, and has been 
subsequently dealt with in that regard, but he had future plans for a caravan park or whatever. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  There’s no way we will ask the taxpayer to compensate people for their unlawful aspirations. 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  It was not an unlawful aspiration in illegally filling it. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Just illegal. 

Mr M. McGowan:  It was not an aspiration; it was an action. 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  That is right. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  He filled it - come on! 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Hear me out.  Down Pinjarra Road, there is a caravan park in a similar situation. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  What, unlawfully? 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  No. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  But without approval. 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  There is a legal caravan park.  This gentleman was hoping for permission to put a caravan park 
on his property.  The Government put in place a system not to allow him to do it. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Was he to put it on the illegally filled land? 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Yes.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  We would be guilty of being an accessory after the fact.  

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  The minister is twisting the story to her satisfaction.  He would have applied for planning 
approval for that park.  It would have been no different from what happened down the road.  I do not condone his filling 
the land illegally. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Has he been prosecuted? 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Yes.  It has been dealt with in the courts.  I do not condone it, but at the time he thought he was 
doing the right thing.  I guess he found people prepared to dump whatever there to help fill the block for him.  It is a 
low-lying area. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It is shades of the horse in Harvey Hospital. 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  That is a good folk tale, but that story is not what really happened.  I could go into the horse in 
Harvey Hospital if the minister would like - 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I would love to hear it. 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  - but I will not.   

This fellow was offered $30 000 to $40 000 for four and a half acres of riverside land; it was a total joke.  He saw his 
future superannuation fund taken away.  Also, the Western Australian Planning Commission plans to put a car park 
there.  What is the difference between a car park and a caravan park?  It is cheap land for a car park.  This matter is 
dealt with in the letter I received from the minister about a car park.  It is not a fairy tale - it is a possibility.  
As I said regarding Mr and Mrs Kelly earlier, the Peel region scheme has had a detrimental effect on property values in 
the area.  Anybody who wants to do anything will be frightened to buy land in case he cannot proceed.  A subdivision 
was attempted and knocked back on two occasions.  The Kellys received advice from the shire to go down a certain 
track, which they did at great expense.  They hired a town planner to advise them, and the application was knocked 
back by the Planning Commission.  They went back to the original idea of a simple subdivision, which was also 
knocked back.  Furnissdale, which is down the road, has five or 10-acre blocks and fits perfectly with what the Kellys 
proposed.  People have difficulties doing anything with their land in the area. 
This report might clarify procedures to some extent, but it is not a simple process.  People are frightened to buy land 
there.  The compensation process and value of the land is a problem, and many people are under a great deal of 
pressure. 
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The Peel Action Group would like the Government to provide money for legal fees when the landowners are dealing 
with government.  I quote from information sent to landowners by Ferguson Fforde, which is a company with expertise 
in compensation and rural properties.  It gives some examples of recent settlements in negotiations with government 
departments in which government offered a settled price.  It also outlines the method involved.  It refers to Pinjarra, 
Malaga and Gnangara and is related to the metropolitan planning scheme, not the Peel region scheme.  Under “reserves 
property report”, it states -  

1. It can be a frustrating and intimidating experience plus a cause of uncertainty when dealing with 
Government Departments.  You have legal rights you should exercise. 

2. Government officers will try to be helpful and will answer your questions:  However, you have to 
know which questions to ask. 

3. Some advice from Departments is purported to be law but in reality this advice is merely internal 
interpretation or policy.  There is an increasing trend towards policies.   

That was stated in the report released by Ferguson Fforde.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It is commonly known in the trade as ambulance chasing.   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  That is correct; they are chasing business.  I can understand that.  At a meeting held by the Peel 
Action Group in Pinjarra - unfortunately I could not attend because the original date was changed - Phillips Fox 
solicitors advised the group on how to make compensation claims.  They advised the group to use professionals to act 
on their behalf.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  There is a certain predictability about that advice.   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Of course there is.  The problem is that people are often intimidated when they have to deal 
with bureaucrats -  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It depends on the size of your land and the nature of your claim.  That is probably correct, and 
people are well advised to seek legal advice.   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Yes, and this situation is different from that in which a person sells a piece of land after it has 
been put on the market by a real estate agent.  We are dealing with bureaucrats and a totally different system.  For a 
start, people have to fill out forms and some people go to water when they have to do that.  The Peel Action Group 
would like the Government to provide money for the legal advice people must seek to deal with the Government about 
their land.  As the minister has already pointed out, a massive avalanche of claims will not be made against the 
Government, because some people are happy to sit on their land.  Some people do not want to seek compensation; nor 
do they want to sell their land to the Government.  The amount of money involved will be fairly minimal.  However, it 
would be good if the Government made a gesture of goodwill and provided funding to help offset costs in the sale of 
land or in claims for compensation.   

With regard to land required for intrinsic natural vegetation, will landowners be forced to fence off their land to prevent 
stock from grazing on it?  In many cases, farms have been operating for at least 50, sometimes 100, years.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Will the member repeat what he just said?   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  If the Government decides that certain areas of natural vegetation will be required at a future 
date - I am not talking about riverfront land, but farming land -  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Do you mean land under public open space?   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Whether it is public open space or another form, I refer to natural vegetation.  A property might 
comprise both cleared land and natural bush.  Will farmers be allowed to continue farming the land as they have done 
over the past 100 years; that is, will they be permitted to let their stock wander around and feed in the natural bush, or 
will the land have to be fenced off?  If it has to be fenced off and no farming practices are allowed, who will pay for the 
fences?  If they are not permitted to allow their cattle or sheep to graze on the land, will they be compensated for their 
loss of income?   
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I will check that out, but I find it highly unlikely that there would be such a requirement.   
Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  Given that the minister has stated that the land will be acquired for future purposes I would like 
to know whether farmers will be permitted to let stock graze on the land.   
I recall an incident - I believe it was earlier in the year - in which a person wanted to put a road through a property 
because he had purchased a block that did not have road access.  The person who sold the block also owned the block 
next door, which had road access, although it did not extend to the other block.  Part of the subdivision required to 
access the block by road included the type of land to which I have referred; that is, farming land that is not fenced off.  
It also had a waterway of some description.  Part of the subdivision approval included fencing off that area.  That 
decision was overturned because, as I pointed out, the Peel region scheme was not in place.  Obviously the owners had 
not destroyed the land - it had been farmed by the same family for at least 50 years - but the Government wanted the 
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land for future use.  It is important to know the position of the owners of such land.  Shane Kelliher’s submission to the 
Government, which the member for Dawesville will talk about, refers to part of the extension of the Kwinana Freeway 
which comes out at the Murray River in Ravenswood.   
The Peel Action Group would like a simple and straightforward compensation system.  When the group was addressed 
by Phillips Fox solicitors it discovered that its interpretation of the compensation process was totally different from that 
of the solicitors.  Further, government agencies provide yet another interpretation of the process.  The Peel Action 
Group would like a simple and unambiguous process that guarantees adequate compensation.  As I have already stated, 
there is a problem with the structure of the compensation scheme and the way in which the evaluations are arrived at.  
There is an issue about whether the values have risen in proportion to other values in the Peel region.  If a person 
approaches the Government about buying his or her land, under the circumstances, the Government should have the 
integrity to say that it will buy that land.  If the Government does not buy a piece of land that has been rezoned for 
future use, the land will be blighted.  People are reluctant to buy land that has a caveat filed against the title.  
Alternatively, those buying the land will try to negotiate a discounted price because the land has been blighted, and the 
consequences are unknown.  If the Government stated it would buy land that was required for future use, the remaining 
land would be unencumbered and would not have a caveat filed against it.  In that way, people would be able to get on 
with their lives.  The Government should not have the option of saying that it might or might not buy the land - it 
should, in such circumstances, purchase the land.  Some money should be made available for landowners who wish to 
deal with the Government to try to claim compensation or to sell their land to the Government so that they get some 
assistance.  Those are my main concerns.  However, they are not just my concerns, of course, because I am speaking on 
behalf of the residents of my electorate and the members of the Peel Action Group, which has been very active and has 
tried to win certain concessions.  I hope the minister can give some assurances about the points I have raised.   

MR A.D. MARSHALL (Dawesville) [12.10 pm]:  I support the disallowance motion moved by the member for 
Murray-Wellington, for two reasons.  I too am concerned about whether the compensation that will be paid to 
landowners will be fair.  I am also concerned that there is still a discrepancy about whether the Peel deviation should be 
the N1.5 option or the N3 option that was proposed by former Minister for Transport Hon Eric Charlton.  I am an 
advocate of the Peel region scheme.  In fact, I was fortunate to be the chairman of the committee that developed the 
Peel region structure plan when it was initiated in 1995 and the Peel region plan that followed after that.  That was a 
magnificently well-balanced committee.  It comprised five of the best planners in the State.  As chairman of that 
committee I learnt a lot about planning during those couple of years.  Planners have to go though an exciting and very 
precise procedure.  Those five state planners were supported by a planner from the Shire of Murray and two planners 
from the City of Mandurah, and had balanced community input, with representatives from agriculture, environment, the 
commercial area and the waterways.  Up to 15 or 16 people met on a weekly basis, and in my opinion everything was 
very thorough.  When that strategy and plan were presented in 1996, there were only two areas of discontent.  One of 
those areas was the dog area in Nambeelup, which we had allocated as future industrial.  It is very hard to get an area 
that can cater for dogs because of the noise from their barking.  The people involved were very concerned that they 
would be pushed out into an area that was further away from Mandurah, even though we tried to explain to them that 
the land had no value at all, because it was swampland, but as soon as it was zoned industrial they would get the best 
superannuation they would ever get.  We went through a period of public consultation, and they won.   

The other area of discontent was the Peel regional park area.  I am very proud that we were able to have that regional 
park set aside during that period.  The member for Murray-Wellington has spoken about the action group that was set 
up by people who had purchased or inherited - most of it was inherited - this land, which went right down to the Peel 
waterways and along the Harvey, Murray and Serpentine Rivers and the inlets.  These people believed that they would 
be, if I might use the term that they had used, ripped off by the Government.  The land proposed to be taken was 30 or 
50 metres of public open space, or up to the 100-year flood level; and it sometimes went in a bit deeper.  The plan was 
that that land would be purchased by the Government only when it was proposed to be sold, and would be valued by an 
independent valuer.  In other words; the owner would say what he thought the land was worth and the Government 
would say what it thought the land was worth, and if the figures were not compatible an independent person would 
come in and determine the value and the owner would get a fair price.  That meant my conscience was clear, because I 
believe that future generations of Western Australians should have the right to go along these inlets in their boats and to 
go ashore and picnic and look at the wildlife and enjoy the environment.  That is what I say every time.   

I admire Lord John Forrest and what he did with Kings Park.  If he had not had the foresight and courage to say that 
land should be conserved, the multimillionaires in Western Australia and nationally would own that land, and the best 
commercial business blocks would be up there and the best houses for the richest people would be up there, and the 
public of Western Australia would not have access to that beautiful park.  The same must apply to Mandurah, because it 
is the doorstop of the metropolitan area.  It has the largest waterways in Western Australia.  No-one should have the 
sole right to own the waterfront.  However, if that land has been inherited or if people have bought it in the belief that it 
will provide them with a superannuation benefit, then if it is bought by the Government it should be bought at a fair 
price.   
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One of those areas of discontent has been solved.  However, the other area of discontent has carried through.  After the 
Peel region strategy and the Peel structure plan were prepared, a new committee came in with fresh ideas and a clean 
outlook and continued on with what had been established.  That period went on for five years, with much more public 
consultation, and only a few weeks ago the Peel region scheme was gazetted.  I compliment the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure for finally getting it through.  However, once again, there are two areas of discontent.  One of those 
areas is still the common denominator about the people, mostly on the Pinjarra side of the Peel region, who are 
concerned about getting proper compensation for their land.  As the member for Dawesville, I know that that concern 
has now extended to people on my side of the waterways and down as far as Lake Clifton.  Those people are also 
getting anxious - and of course they are being influenced by the action group and are joining the action group - about 
whether they too, to use the word they keep using, will be ripped off by the Government, even though I try to tell them 
that a fair price should be determined. 

The other area of discontent centres on where the Peel deviation will go.  I must admit I have not been giving enough 
thought to this matter.  I have been worrying about getting the Peel deviation through, extending the Kwinana Freeway 
to Mandurah, and getting the bypass because of the traffic congestion on Old Coast Road.  I have been thinking, as the 
member for Dawesville, about the overcrowding, congestion and heavy traffic on that small road and over that one 
small bridge.  I have just said we should get the Peel deviation under way.  I was not aware that there had been a 
discrepancy in the planning.  

Only last week a young farmer by the name of Shane Kelliher came into my office with a presentation.  He has only 
ever been a farmer, yet he gave me the best submission that I have received in my 11 years in this place.  It was a 
phenomenal presentation, with everything laid out.  I had to tell him that I would represent him in the Parliament, 
because, according to his group, each time he had written to the minister he had received no response.  He believes that 
the analysis of the N1.5 option versus the N3 option has not been done properly.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  How come he did not discover you when you were in government?  How come he has discovered 
you only now when you are in opposition?   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I think the same!  He came in to see me about two weeks ago.  My only disappointment is that 
I thought this disallowance motion would be dealt with next sitting.  For the past two weeks I have been lugging his 
folder around and I could not close my briefcase, and last Wednesday I left it in my office, so I do not have the full 
details.  However, I have enough of the details to make the minister realise that he requires a response.  I quote from the 
document titled “Peel Region Scheme: Volume 1: Report on Submissions”, which states at page 16, under the heading 
“Perth-Bunbury Highway (Peel Deviation)” -  

In 1976, a twelve kilometre section of the reservation, east of Goegrup Lake and crossing the Murray River, 
was included in the Shire of Murray . . . 

Mr Kelliher believes that this was a condition of subdivision approval, yet when this statement is investigated with the 
Shire of Murray, it is found to be incorrect.  The document states also -  

In the following year, Main Roads WA (MRWA) released Perth Bunbury Route (Kwinana Freeway) - Where 
Should This Road Go? . . . inviting comments and suggestions for an alignment from the public. 

Mr Kelliher’s family has lived in the area for three generations.  I will table a map because it is very explicit.  The blue 
line is the proposed N1.5 highway, which goes through the middle of at least a dozen farming properties, making them 
null and void.  The cost of land acquisition recovery at the proper price of the land would just about break the 
Government.  However, if the highway had been routed along the lines suggested by Hon Eric Charlton around the 
perimeter of the farming properties, which is indicated by the green line, very few people would be adversely affected.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  My understanding is that under the legendary Mr Charlton, the N3 highway was re-endorsed.   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  The people who live in the area believe -  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Don’t they want the N1 highway?  

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  No, they want the N3 highway.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  We have not changed the route from the proposal that was set down by Mr Charlton and was 
endorsed by Mr Criddle.  We have not changed the route.   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I am referring to the route that has been endorsed.  It is the route that is the subject of an 
appeal, which the Government has not listened to.  The Peel region scheme report invited comments and suggestions for 
the alignment from the public.  Shane Kelliher’s family has lived on that property since 1947.  His father served in 
World War II and decided to live on the settlement blocks.  He worked his heart out to clear the land to make it arable 
and passed it on to the next generation.  The constituent to whom I am referring is a third-generation farmer.  He has 
farmed all his life.  He presented his case to me like a five-star lawyer.  The amount of money it costs to get advice on 
this matter is incredible because the Government did not approach the people who will be affected.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  This was all done under Eric Charlton; that is what I cannot understand.   
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Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  My constituent has been to see the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  The people 
involved have made applications and have personally met with the minister but have had no response.    
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You were in government for eight years, during which time this decision was made.   
Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  This Government wants to change it.  The public was consulted on our proposal - from the 
strategy to the plan.  As I said, one was correct and the other is still in doubt.  The matter has just kept going on and on.  
I am defending this young man - the future of Australia.  I see a lot of young people in our community who, I am proud 
to say, will carry on with the superb traditions that we expect from Western Australians.  We will continue to prosper 
because of them.  When this young man came into my office, I could not believe how well he had prepared his 
presentation having had no formal education.  He had spent money finding out the appropriate details and he had been 
given advice; however, the Government has not listened to him.  I will go through a few more points.   
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Are you saying that your Government got it wrong?   
Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  I am not saying that at all.  Under this Government’s proposal, the highway will go through 
farms and will destroy the agricultural area.  It will cost a helluva lot of money to resume that land.  However, if the 
highway went around the perimeter, as the green line shows, it would be all right.  The minister can study this map later 
when she has time.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You did nothing for your constituents.   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  The minister must remember that this family has been living there since 1947.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan interjected.   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  Without getting uptight and trying to bluster her way out of it, the minister should just listen.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It is the plan of your Government!   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  For the sake of Hansard, the minister is trying to point, shout, bluster, puff and bully her way 
out of it.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I was not.   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  The minister is.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  Minister, the member for Dawesville has the call.   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  Unfortunately, noise and huff and puff cannot be recorded in Hansard, but I want it recorded 
that the minister is going off her head at me.  She has a guilt complex because she has not listened to some of the future 
young champions of Western Australia.  Shane Kelliher referred to the northern option, which was proposed by the 
affected landowners and undertaken by Main Roads.  That option would swing the highway alignment two kilometres 
to the east of the alignment that was advertised as part of the region scheme.  However, the Government did not listen to 
that advice.  A separate, independent review chose not to speak to the people who would benefit from it.  The members 
of the review did not talk to the farmers, but at the end of the junction -  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Who are they?  Is this your Government?   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  No, this is the Labor Government’s scheme.  I refer to page 17 of the gazetted Peel region 
scheme report.  This is what the Government has approved.  This is what the Government’s planners have said is ace.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  That is based on the work done by Hon Eric Charlton and Hon Murray Criddle.   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  No.  The Peel regional park was based on the work done by the former member for Murray, 
Hon Keith Read, and his committee, which did a terrific job.  When we picked up the proposal, it was 80 per cent done.  
We only had to add the frills to it.  The committee did a terrific job.  If the Government did not agree with the work 
done by the former coalition Government, it should have changed it.  Now that this Government has put its name to it, 
the minister should not blame the former Government.  This Government has used all the work done previously and 
ticked its name next to it.  If there is an error, the minister is at fault.  I do not say that as a personal criticism; I think the 
minister does a good job.  However, she should not blame the Government and huff and puff, which is now recorded in 
Hansard.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I do not mind you criticising our changes.  However, you have endorsed proposals that we have 
gone along with because we understood that the work had been done.   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  The minister has not done her job.  I will record Shane Kelliher’s comments and then the 
minister can analyse them and report back to us.  Perhaps the minister could telephone him and have another meeting 
with him.  The minister will learn from this young bloke.  He has talent.  All he has ever done is farm.  He wants to 
keep the heritage of his farm.  He has given the minister an alternative that would make everyone better off.  He says 
that those doing the separate, independent review chose not to speak to the people who would benefit from it.  Three 
people who owned half-acre or one-acre blocks of land were approached with regard to the junction; however, the 
farmers, who are the main players, were not approached.   



4096 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 

 

Item No 5 of Shane Kelliher’s notes says that following the completion of the reviews of the altered alignments, Main 
Roads completed its responses to the submissions.  It is worth noting that Shane’s planning advisers believe that this 
Government was out of order because the Environmental Protection Authority reports were released out of sequence.  
The Peel region scheme was released before the Peel deviation plan, thereby pre-empting the minister’s decision on the 
Peel deviation.  The minister admitted this inconsistency in her response to the appeals.  It is worth looking at that 
because the planners swear black and blue that the reports were released out of sequence.  I had better race through 
these matters.   
[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.]   
Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  The Peel region scheme report states - 

Although N3 would most likely minimise the severance impacts on the larger rural lots north of the Murray 
River, it would significantly impact on proposed residential development on Lot 20 Old Mandurah Road,  

No mention is made of the 40 residential owners and the 1 500 time-share owners in the Murray Lakes area who favour 
the N3 proposal.  The Murray Lakes subdivision was developed well ahead of a few landowners, although I know that 
they are just as important.  The Murray Lakes River Resort is a tourist acquisition to the area.  It is beautiful.  Suddenly 
the Government’s highway will be plonked right alongside it.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It is yours.   

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  The minister still has time to change it.  She should stop blaming other people.  Her name has 
been put on this project.  The Peel region scheme report further states - 

. . . a previous route option (N1), modified to avoid Nambeelup Pool.  Also, road drainage for the Peel 
Deviation . . .   

The N3 option is much further away from the environmentally sensitive Nambeelup Pool and Black Lake.  In fact, the 
flood plain management policy ends at Figerts Road.  This clearly defines the high ground versus the low ground.  The 
proposed N3 option is all on high ground and would not cost as much to build.  The Government has problems with that 
matter.  The Peel region scheme report also states -  

While it is acknowledged that a diamond interchange can be provided for N3, the proposed interchange design 
for N1.5 is still acceptable;  

Shane Kelliher asks whether the police were asked to comment on the road safety issues of this intersection.  Would it 
be another black spot?  He has information that suggests that the Government’s interchange plan would not be accepted 
in the eastern States.  

The ninth point drawn from the Peel region scheme report on submissions was that - 

The proposed river crossing at the bend of the Murray River under N1.5 is preferable and will require a shorter 
bridge than for N3.   

However, according to Shane Kelliher, the Water and Rivers Commission has advised that this occurs on a “power 
bend”, and that the bridge may constrict flow and, therefore, cause degradation of downstream riverbanks.  This 
proposal is flawed.   

The tenth point is that -  

Both alignments will impact on Aboriginal sites near the Murray River.   

In response, Mr Kelliher said that northern option 1.5 was the only one to impact on Aboriginal sites.  Aboriginal elder 
Joe Walley has letters of response that explain all this.   

Finally, the eleventh point is that -  

Importantly, Option N3 is 1.4 km longer than the preferred alignment and therefore involves higher land 
purchase and construction costs as well as increased, ongoing maintenance and road transportation costs.   

We have not seen any comprehensive cost analysis; Shane Kelliher asked whether one exists.  He asked what was the 
problem with the N3 route being 1.4 kilometres longer; it is the high ground versus the low ground.  The Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure should meet with this young man and his neighbours, because they have made an excellent 
point.   

The map is more explicit.  Option N1.5, which is coloured blue on the map, has a number of errors.  My initial query is 
whether land acquisition costs will be determined fairly for these people.  If the route goes through the centre of a dozen 
farms, the cost of that land acquisition will be incredibly high.  However, if the route were to follow the Eric Charlton 
green line, which is the N3 proposal and goes around the perimeter of these farms, everyone concerned would be better 
off. 
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Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  How were people going to get their stock from one side of their farms to the other?  Would they run 
stock across the freeway, or would an underpass be put in?  If the underpass option were chosen, there would need to be 
a heap of them, because there are heaps of blocks there. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  The case in the United Kingdom is that there are underpasses everywhere, so it is very expensive.  

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  That is what they will have to do here.  One or two underpasses were put in with the Australind 
bypass road.  There will need to be dozens of underpasses along this route, because farmland will be split in half.  

Mr A.D. MARSHALL:  The members for Murray-Wellington and Cottesloe both understand the problems.  This plan is 
full of problems.  I suggest that the minister again meet with Shane Kelliher and his group.  The minister should sit 
down with the best planners.  Shane Kelliher has shot down in flames the Peel region scheme gazetted announcements; 
he has convinced me.  The minister should give him the opportunity to discuss these issues.  She should ask her 
planners to try to contradict the points he has raised.  I believe that she will be enlightened by his presentation, and will 
probably feel duty-bound to change the plan.   

I have pushed for the construction of the Peel deviation for the past six years.  It is very important for the Dawesville 
electorate side of the waterways.  However, if the project must be delayed so that we can get a better freeway that 
would satisfy the farmers and other residents of that area, be cheaper to build, and save taxpayers money by involving 
cheaper land acquisitions, that should be considered.  I would not like to think that the minister is so pig-headed that she 
would blame the previous Government for this planning when she signed off on the gazette.  I was always taught that if 
a person signed off on something, the person whose signature is on the bottom of the page is responsible.  It is up to the 
minister to give these people a fair hearing.  That is why I supported the member for Murray-Wellington when he put 
forward this disallowance motion.  I am an advocate for the Peel region park; it must stay.  However, the money paid 
for that land must be fair. 

I do not believe that the police have been asked about the interchange.  The Ministerial Council on Road Safety should 
also be approached, because we have been told that a similar interchange would not be approved in the eastern States.  I 
throw those issues on the table for the minister.  I know that Christmas is coming.  Perhaps the minister could write to 
this man in the new year and tell him that she is willing to listen to him again, but with the right ear this time, and 
provide a response.   

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr. J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House). 

[See page 4141.]   

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 3) 2002 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 23 October. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [12.35 pm]:  This is one of two appropriation Bills; the 
second is the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 4).  The Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 3) 
deals with recurrent expenditure, and the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 4) deals with capital expenditure.  
They form part of the normal budgetary and financial transfer processes, particularly in terms of transferring funds for 
which expenditure was originally allocated under the Treasurer’s Advance.  This Bill formalises that process for a 
three-year period and makes formal appropriations.  It essentially covers areas in which policy decisions have been 
made following the budget and for which extra allocations have been funded out of the Treasurer’s Advance, or various 
budgetary items or departmental expenditures that have been greater than expected because of cost increases or some 
other event, and which were also funded out of the Treasurer’s Advance.  The Bill formalises and provides an 
appropriation for that purpose.  It ratifies and formalises, through Parliament, public expenditure that has already taken 
place.  At the same time, the Bill clears the temporary or transitory Treasurer’s Advance vehicle.   

It is a normal process.  It is, however, part of the budgetary process.  It is a general, consolidated fund piece of 
legislation.  As such, it allows members of this House to engage, if they so wish, in a general debate on any issue.  I do 
not intend to do that; I intend to make only a few brief comments on this Bill.  I will also make a few brief comments on 
the capital allocation under the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 4).   

This Bill provides members with the opportunity to debate issues freely.  It relates to recurrent expenditure and 
essentially consists of three schedules.  Schedule 1 outlines expenditure for 1999-2000, during which time the previous 
Government was in office.  This Bill effectively formalises some $129 million of expenditure that had been funded 
through the Treasurer’s Advance.  That expenditure is now being formally accommodated through appropriations in 
this Bill.  Schedule 2 relates to the following financial year, 2000-01, in which some $346 million of expenditure 
occurred.  Schedule 3 relates to 2001-02, in which some $223 million of expenditure occurred.  I will raise one question 
with the Treasurer, who is not here, even though it is his Bill and his budget.  It is a supply for government, so I thought 
he might have been here; here he comes!  I am curious as to why three years of Treasurer’s Advances are included in 
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this Bill.  Why was this not done before?  I appreciate that there may have been some overhang, but not of this scale, 
particularly of $129 million for 1999-2000 - that is now some time ago - and $346 million for 2000-01.   

I will draw members’ attention to a couple of items that relate to expenditure beyond that nominated in the budget.  The 
Treasurer or one of his advisers may be able to provide further details when the Treasurer responds.  Firstly, page 27 of 
the explanatory memorandum indicates that the restructure of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet following the 
change of government cost $148 000.  I am curious to know how $148 000 could be spent within the Premier’s own 
department simply on a restructure.  That is a significant amount of money.  I also note that the disastrous changes to 
industrial laws brought in by this Government effectively forced the retirement of the Commissioner of Workplace 
Agreements, which has cost the State some $596 000.  That expenditure could have been avoided, or managed a lot 
better.  Page 41 outlines expenditure by the Office of State Revenue, including -  

an audit of the land tax database to review primary production exemption entitlements on land areas less than 
10 hectares, . . .  

Some $333 000 was spent in 2000-01 on that activity.  I recognise that that is not a change in the law as such, but it is 
clearly a change in the policy of enforcement being followed by the Office of State Revenue.  Agricultural land should 
be exempt, and that exemption should be complete.  This Government clearly is targeting value-adding activity on small 
agricultural landholdings in agriculture.  In the foothills, kennel operators - I consider that to be an agricultural activity - 
have been targeted, as has the wine industry.  I expect that other industries and small landholdings will be targeted in a 
similar way.  When an income test is applied, the result is quite spurious.  I recognise that this is not a change in the 
law, but there is no doubt that this Government is trying to impose a form of wealth tax through its interpretation of the 
law on land tax rates on relatively small holdings of agriculturally zoned land.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I think you will find that this is a Richard Court program of which you were not aware.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is interesting that the issue did not arise until the Government came into power, and people such 
as kennel owners and wine producers suddenly received correspondence and telephone calls from the Office of State 
Revenue.  It is clearly a form of property tax being promoted by this Government, and it will be one of the 
distinguishing policy features.   

It is interesting that page 54 of the explanatory memorandum shows extra expenditure on the Police Service as a result 
of a three per cent increase under the enterprise bargaining agreement amounted to $4 million.  The Treasurer notes that 
this was partly offset by savings of $860 000 from delaying the DNA legislation.  We always wondered why it took this 
Government so long to bring in that legislation, given that it had been produced by the previous Government.  It had 
been drafted, and was there for a period of public comment.  It took more than 18 months for this Government to bring 
forward that legislation.  This legislation is important for the apprehension of criminals in this State, yet this 
Government claims that it made savings because it delayed the legislation.  It is small wonder that we have such a crime 
problem.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  There were savings that resulted from its being delayed, but it was not delayed for the savings.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I think it was.  The relevant section reads - 

savings arising from delays in the DNA legislation ($860,000); 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  You are saying that the purpose of the delay was the savings.  I am saying that there was a delay, and 
there were consequent savings.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Clearly the Government saw that there was an advantage in delaying the DNA legislation.  It was 
delayed firstly for a political reason.  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  That is more twisted than a stick of liquorice.  You know darned well why it was delayed.  You are 
misinterpreting the information.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  What is the minister talking about?  He is not necessarily a fit person to be a member of this 
Chamber, so I will continue my speech.  

A piece of legislation was introduced in November 2000.  It may have required some minor changes, yet it takes 18 
months for this Government to bring on its DNA legislation, so that this Government could claim that it introduced 
DNA legislation, and was being tough on crime.  The Government chose, for a political reason, to delay the 
introduction of that legislation to try to make it Labor Party legislation, rather than something introduced by the 
previous Government.  Now the Treasurer boasts in his own explanatory memorandum that that helped the Government 
to save $860 000.  What an appalling approach to public finance and to law enforcement!  

A similar situation exists in the health area.  That section states - 

an increase in demand levels, aged care pressures, higher input costs and wage rises for nurses and allied staff 
($70,000,000); 
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That is a fair bit of money, but at the same time we find that voluntary severances cost over $10 million.  The Minister 
for Health claims that he is increasing the employment of nurses and the like, yet his department spends $10 million on 
getting people out of the health system.  This has not been well thought through at all.  If there is a shortage of health 
professionals and support staff in our health system, why would the Government spend $10 million on taking people out 
of the health system?  That is what this Government has done.  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Do you think there is a shortage of clerical and administrative officers in the health system?  Those are 
the areas that have been cut.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Why is the Treasurer getting so excited?   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Because your argument is so appalling.  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You are distorting things.  Now tell the truth.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I would not talk about the truth if I were the minister.  He is one of the few people who could talk 
about the truth in this Chamber.  I would not be talking about the truth.  

Since the Treasurer is right on top of this, during consideration in detail I will require a detailed explanation for that 
$10 million - which categories of workers and which hospitals.  If the Treasurer is right across it, we will see how good 
he is during consideration in detail on each of those items.  We will see if he can provide me with the full information, 
because all I have in front of me is voluntary severances costing our health system $10 305 000.  This Parliament, and 
the people using the public health system, have a right to know why a Labor Government would spend $10 million on 
taking people out of the health services.  The Treasurer has about two hours to provide a full explanation to this 
Parliament of why $10 million was spent for that purpose.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Are you trying to say that we should have more clerks?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I want to know how the Treasurer and his bumbling health minister can spend $10 million taking 
people out of the health system, which is clearly struggling.  The Treasurer should give me the answer in the 
consideration in detail stage, as he is such a hot shot on this stuff.  He should see if he can answer it from the point of 
view of financial credibility, instead of engaging in the petty politics and grubby tactics the Labor Party is famous for in 
this State.  The Treasurer distinguished himself personally with the media last week; let us see how he goes this time.  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You come into this Chamber and make disgraceful allegations about minister after minister.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  For example?  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I will tell you if you shut that ugly mouth long enough.  

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I would dearly love to hear the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure back up what she is 
saying, but what she just said about the Leader of the Opposition is unparliamentary, and I suggest she withdraw.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  Minister, I believe that language was unparliamentary.  It is not 
necessary, and I ask you to withdraw.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I withdraw.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  There is something to be said about parliamentary standards in this Chamber.  I did not rise to 
speak about parliamentary standards, but I am happy to engage in debate about parliamentary standards.  I challenge the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to substantiate her claim.  

Points of Order 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I think the Acting Speaker brought the matter to a conclusion with his ruling.  If the Leader of the 
Opposition wishes to debate parliamentary standards, that would need to be done on another motion.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Treasurer has misunderstood what we are talking about here.  The Leader of the Opposition 
was asking the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to elaborate on the comments she made about the Leader of the 
Opposition coming into this Chamber and making derogatory remarks about ministers. 

Mr J.N. Hyde:  Which motion are we discussing?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Perth should be quiet and go back to sleep.  

The call for the withdrawal of remark was a result of an interjection by the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  I 
will not repeat it because it was unparliamentary.  

Mr J.N. Hyde:  The Acting Speaker has already ruled on it! 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Perth! 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister was not being asked to elucidate on the unparliamentary comment; she was being 
asked to elucidate on the allegations she made about the Leader of the Opposition. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  I do not believe there is a point of order on the point raised by the 
member for Hillarys.  I ruled on the minister’s point of order and she withdrew the remark.  The House is debating the 
Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 3) 2002 and I ask that members keep to the relevance of the Bill. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I return to my comments about the $148 000 restructure of the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet.  It is a very large amount of money to be spending in that department.  I will seek details of the increase in 
staffing in that department.  I expect the Treasurer to provide details of the number of media officers employed and their 
functions. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 4112.]   

PEEL THUNDER FOOTBALL CLUB, FUNDRAISING 
Statement by Member for Dawesville 

MR A.D. MARSHALL (Dawesville) [12.50 pm]:  I continue to be amazed and proud of the generosity of people in the 
Peel region.  Only two weeks ago the West Australian Football Commission warned Peel Thunder Football Club that it 
could become insolvent and lose its licence.  Fundraising promotions were activated immediately, including the 100 
Club.  I quote from the promotional material - 

Attention all Members 
We have an SOS re Peel Thunder Football Club. 

Inexplicably players’ superannuation has not been paid for five years, allowing a debt of around $70,000, 
which added to fines and other debts sees a need of $200,000 to be raised within 3 weeks. 

If the Club becomes insolvent the WA Football Commission will take away the license. 
The Club is presently solvent, having traded to a $30,000 profit last year, but the expected taxation account 
will rock the club.  Now, we all know money can always be found for something we believe in - but football 
licenses appear only everyone 100 years.   

The Peel Region cannot let our hard fought licence just disappear. 
There are a number of ways the ‘100 Club’ can help improve the bank balance: 

1. Ensure your membership is paid up in the next three weeks (We have $5,000 in kitty, but need to 
double this asap). 

2. Buy a brick on the club wall for $100. 

3. Sandover Medal Framed photo $750 (special offer to ‘100 Club’ members $500). 

 . . .  

4. Debentures - interest free loan for five years. 

 . . .  

5. Christmas Special at club - 12 bottles Sandover Medal Wine = $300. 

6. Arena Advertising $500 - $1,000. 

 . . .  

If there is any extra way you can throw out a lifeline please contact the office. 

So far, 25 parliamentary members have bought a brick at $100 each, which has helped towards raising $5 000.  
Promissory notes have raised $65 000.  Over $140 000 has been raised in two weeks.  Peel Thunder is set to be a force 
in the WAFL for the rest of its life. 

MCCUSKER FOUNDATION, ALZHEIMER’S DISEASE RESEARCH 
Statement by Member for Joondalup 

MR A.P. O’GORMAN (Joondalup) [12.52 pm]:  Last Saturday, I had the privilege of attending a meeting at the 
McCusker Foundation for Alzheimer’s Disease Research, at which the annual report was presented.  I would like to 
acknowledge the work of this organisation in being at the forefront - worldwide - in its research into this disease.  I am 
sure that everyone in this place has known somebody who has succumbed to Alzheimer’s.  My grandparents were 
victims and were taken care of for in excess of 10 years by my parents.  The McCusker Foundation has been operational 
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since 1989 and has, under the direction of Associate Professor Ralph Martins, made significant inroads into 
understanding the genetic risks that may identify those persons in the community most likely to contract this disease.  
The foundation has been substantially funded through the efforts of one family, that of Sir James McCusker.  One of my 
constituent families recently learnt of the work of the foundation, unfortunately through a member of the family 
succumbing to the disease.  Robin and Lyn Prangnell, along with others, set out to raise funds and were successful in 
raising in excess of $5 000, which was used to purchase two new centrifuges to allow the foundation to further advance 
its research into this disease.  The foundation is now launching a further fundraising event on 15 February 2003 and I 
urge all members to participate to raise funds for this extremely worthwhile cause.  These fundraisers are a river boat 
gambler cruise, a golf day and a sports memorabilia auction dinner.  Details of these will be made available to all 
members as soon as I have them. 

YEALERING PRIMARY SCHOOL, FUNDRAISING 
Statement by Member for Wagin 

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin) [12.53 pm]:  I congratulate the small Yealering Primary School in my electorate on its 
outstanding effort in raising $1 073 for the underprivileged VlakFonteen School in the Johannesburg townships.  The 
VlakFonteen School is staffed by volunteer teachers and has 200 students accommodated in only one shed.  They have 
no textbooks, chairs or teaching aids.  The money raised by Yealering students has been used to purchase textbooks, 
pencils, pens, crayons, chalk, calculators, notebooks and sporting equipment, all of which will be of great benefit to the 
students.   

It is a fantastic gesture and effort by the 14 students in years 4 to 7 at Yealering Primary School.  Yealering Primary 
School is situated 220 kilometres from Perth, in the State’s wheatbelt.  The student population is only 36.  The students 
raised the money through sausage sizzles, raffles, and a readathon, which itself raised $622.  The whole experience has 
been extremely beneficial to the Yealering students and has provided them with a window to the world, broadening 
their knowledge and understanding.  I particularly congratulate the school’s principal, Heather Mahar, her staff, and 
parents, for their initiative, drive and guidance in assisting the children of Yealering Primary School through this 
outstanding project that directly supports less fortunate students from another country.  I am very proud of the school’s 
effort.  It is another example of what small country communities can contribute to not only Western Australia and 
Australia, but also other parts of the world.  I congratulate all those involved. 

MR VIC CONTE 
Statement by Member for Warren-Blackwood 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [12.55 pm]:  I rise to acknowledge the contribution of a great Pemberton 
stalwart Mr Vic Conte, an octogenarian who is currently in the Mount Hospital with a serious illness - a brain tumour.  
Mr Conte is the consular correspondent for the Italian community in Pemberton and has been instrumental in raising 
funds for a number of organisations.  He has always had an encouraging word for the young people of the district.  
Mr Conte took part in the building of the new Roman Catholic Church in Pemberton, which is a landmark building.  He 
has also been very active in the Pemberton Mill Hall restoration committee.  I do not think he has missed a meeting of 
the Pemberton Progress Association and he has also been active in raising funds for the Pemberton District Hospital.  At 
one stage, when Mr Conte was 78 or 79, he ran bare-footed from Manjimup to Pemberton - a distance of 30 kilometres - 
in three and a quarter hours to raise money for the hospital.  He has been a dynamic person in the community and this 
morning - even though he is feeling very low - his first concern was for the community, the wonderful group of young 
people living in Pemberton and the contribution he believes they can make to society in that area.   

I am sure that members in this place will join me in wishing him well for his recovery at the Mount Hospital.  We look 
forward to him returning to Pemberton and continuing to take part in community activities.  

ROE HIGHWAY, STAGE 4 
Statement by Member for Roleystone 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Roleystone) [12.56 pm]:  Last Sunday I attended the opening of Roe Highway stage 4, which 
has extended Roe Highway from Welshpool Road to the Kenwick link.  The celebration was attended by some 400 
people.  It was a true community celebration and a way of saying thank you to the people of Beckenham, particularly 
those living on William Street.  It was a very happy occasion.  Yesterday I spoke to Paul Gane, the organiser of the 
William Street action group.  He reported a reduction of 50 per cent in traffic along William Street and was very happy 
with the progress that had been made. 

Stage 4 has addressed the problem of north-south traffic from Midland to Canning Vale and vice versa.  However, it 
does not yet fully address the issue of Welshpool Road and Kewdale traffic, which will be addressed when stage 5 is 
opened.  Stage 5 was originally scheduled to be opened in November 2003, which was this Government’s election 
promise.  On Sunday, the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure announced - it was also confirmed by Leighton 
Contractors Pty Ltd - that it is anticipated that stage 5 will be opened by the end of January 2003, some 10 months 
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ahead of schedule.  That is fantastic news for the people of Beckenham and residents of William Street because this will 
result in a further reduction in traffic volumes.   

I congratulate the minister and Main Roads Western Australia on their fantastic work.  Leighton Contractors have done 
a tremendous job.  The completion of Roe Highway stage 4 was great news and there is more to come with stage 5. 

SEATING IN WORKPLACES 
Statement by Member for Rockingham 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham - Parliamentary Secretary) [12.58 pm]:  I rise to make a plea on behalf of tens of 
thousands of working people in Western Australia.  These people are employed as checkout operators in department 
stores and supermarkets, they work in banks and they are employed as process workers.  They are usually women, often 
middle-aged, and sometimes younger casual workers.  My plea is that they be given the right to sit down while at work.  
Many people working in supermarkets, particularly behind checkouts, suffer from back and leg problems because their 
employers do not provide them with appropriate seating at work. 

In the United States and Britain it is commonplace for regulations to provide that these people be given the opportunity 
to stand or sit during their working hours, and that ergonomic-type seats be provided.  Western Australia also has these 
regulations.  Regulation 3.19 of the Occupational Safety and Health Regulations demands that if work can be done 
satisfactorily from a sitting position, then the employer should provide satisfactory seating.  However, employers in this 
State are not complying with this regulation because they believe that it does not look professional for their employees 
to be seated.  That is an outrage.  Western Australia customers should vote with their feet on this issue and when 
purchasing goods or services they should patronise only the stores that provide appropriate seating.  

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
ROTTNEST ISLAND, ACCOMMODATION COSTS 

409. Mr C.J. BARNETT to the Minister for Tourism: 
I refer the minister to proposed price hikes that may see Western Australians paying an additional 30 per cent for family 
accommodation on Rottnest Island. 

(1) Will the minister confirm that this Government has slashed total funding to the Rottnest Island Authority by 
more than $1 million in its last two budgets? 

(2) Will the minister also confirm that this Government has employed an additional 34 public servants at the 
Rottnest Island Authority over the past two years, nearly doubling its total staff numbers? 

(3) Will the minister admit that the proposed price increases are the result of this Government’s decision to cut 
funding and overload the governing body with more bureaucrats? 

Mr C.M. BROWN replied: 
(1) The position with the Rottnest Island Authority is that the board produced a draft management plan, as it is 

required to do, under the Rottnest Island Authority Act.  That was produced about four months ago, I think.  
That draft management plan flagged the fact that there would be price increases to cope with the increased 
costs the Rottnest Island Authority was facing. 

(2) It is true that the staffing at the authority has increased, and that has been for a couple of reasons.  One is that a 
decision was made - I am awaiting advice on when that decision was made, but I think it was made by my 
predecessors - to take over and run the Rottnest Island Hotel.  The second decision was to run the bike hire 
service on Rottnest Island.  Both of those decisions had the effect of increasing the number of employees at the 
authority.   

(3) It is interesting that the costs have increased steadily over the past few years.  In 1998-99, compared with 
1999-2000, during the time of my predecessors, costs increased by $2.5 million.  In the following financial 
year, when the coalition Government was in power for seven months and the current Government was in 
power for five months, costs increased by $4.5 million; and in 2001-02, the costs increased by $2.5 million.  I 
understand that there were some increases on Rottnest Island in 2000 to compensate for the effects of the 
goods and services tax, but there was no revenue flow to the Rottnest Island Authority from those increases.  
They were simply tax measures to comply with the GST.  The last increases on the island, under the last 
management plan, were in 1998. 

 It is always regrettable when fees must be increased.  However, the Rottnest Island Authority continues to 
work on these matters and will continue to ensure that the island has sufficient income to meet its obligations 
under the Act. 

ROTTNEST ISLAND, ACCOMMODATION COSTS 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 4103 

 

410. Mr C.J. BARNETT to the Minister for Tourism: 
I have a supplementary question.  Will the minister now immediately commit to provide the $14 million to Rottnest 
Island that the Labor Party promised at the time of the last election, and thereby avoid the 30 per cent increase in 
holiday accommodation prices for Western Australian families? 

Mr C.M. BROWN replied: 
The commitment made at the last election related to commitments from both central funding and from Rottnest Island’s 
own funding.  Rottnest Island’s own funding has not produced the revenue flows that were anticipated.  Under the 
Rottnest Island management plan, it is envisaged that the island will be able to meet its outgoings.  I hope that as a 
result of that, and in accordance with our election commitment, that commitment will be met. 

NATIVE TITLE, AGREEMENTS AND LITIGATION 

411. Mrs C.A. MARTIN to the Deputy Premier: 
I refer to the Government’s preference for native title agreements over litigation.  Have there been any developments on 
this front? 
Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 
I thank the member for her question.  Yes, indeed, the Government’s preference is to reach agreements to settle native 
title issues wherever possible - but not just any agreements.  Agreements must be fair, durable and legally tenable.  To 
date, we have achieved four determinations on native title by consent: Tjurabalan, Kiwirrkurra, Karajarri and, most 
recently, the Martu determination at Cotton Creek, at which the member for Kimberley, who is very active on native 
title issues, was present. 

Mr M.J. Birney interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I hear an interjection from the member for Kalgoorlie about the mining industry.  One of the issues 
for the mining industry is the processing of mineral tenement applications.  They must be negotiated with land councils, 
which are woefully under-resourced.  That is the responsibility of the Commonwealth Government.  I have taken that 
up with the Commonwealth Government and with every other state and territory minister responsible for native title, 
because I know that if traditional owners are not properly resourced, their justice needs and the needs of the economy 
will not be well served.  The member for Kalgoorlie asked, what about the State Government?  I can answer that.  The 
State Government has come to the party as well, because it has a program valued at $2.7 million to put additional future 
act officers into the land councils so that they can work on negotiating the issuing of these mineral tenements.   

Mr M.J. Birney interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I have also put some into the department, so if I were the member for Kalgoorlie, I would accept that 
I was on a hiding to nothing and give up that line of interjection. 

We have also issued connection guidelines outlining the evidence that is necessary for the State to reach a negotiated 
settlement of a native title application.  On the Burrup, we have been involved in complex and time-consuming 
negotiations.  These negotiations illustrate our preferred way of doing business.  We have put on the table a credible 
package of long-term benefits for indigenous people.  Two of the three native title claimant groups on the Burrup have 
recognised the merits of that package and have signed up to it.  We are not out of the woods on that matter yet, but we 
are making very good progress. 

I was asked whether there had been any developments.  I am very pleased to say that there has been yet another 
development on the native title front.  Late yesterday, on behalf of the State of Western Australia, I signed a historic 
agreement between native title claimants and mining companies to clear the way for mining and exploration in a vast 
area of the Pilbara.  The agreement, which covers 7 276 square kilometres around Tom Price, is the first land use 
agreement of its type in Western Australia.  It is an agreement between Hamersley Iron Pty Ltd, Rio Tinto Exploration 
Pty Ltd, the Eastern Guruma people and the State Government, and it will be submitted to the National Native Title 
Tribunal to be registered. 

I congratulate the mining companies involved and the Eastern Guruma people on these negotiations.  It is a win-win 
situation.  There will be protection of Aboriginal heritage.  There will be faster processing of approvals for mining 
development.  There will be economic benefits for the Eastern Guruma people.  This shows what can be achieved 
through the Government’s approach of negotiating native title issues in an atmosphere of goodwill.   

MAUDS LANDING, MINISTER, POSITION ON DECISION 

412. Mr B.K. MASTERS to the Minister for the Environment and Heritage:   
I refer the minister to her statements reported in the media earlier this week that she would remove herself from any 
decision relating to the proposed Mauds Landing development at Ningaloo if the Crown Solicitor deemed that her 1997 
appeal against the proposed amendment meant that she could now not act without bias.   

(1) Has the minister received advice from the Crown Solicitor?   
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(2) If so, what is the substance of that advice and what action will the minister take? 

(3) If not, when does the minister expect to receive the advice and make an announcement regarding her position?   

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 
(1)-(3) This is a very interesting issue that is being peddled by Hon Norman Moore, a member of the upper House.  

He has every right to ask these questions, and I have every right, as I am doing, to take them incredibly 
seriously.  However, I hope that people are thinking about precedents, as I am.  At the end of 1995 and in my 
role as the opposition environment spokesperson, I submitted an appeal against the original Mauds Landing 
proposal.  That was seven years ago.  In 1997 the member for Kingsley, who was then the Minister for the 
Environment, determined that appeal.  She upheld it totally.  She did not uphold it in part, but totally.  The 
letter of my appeal and the letter containing the minister’s response are interesting documents, as they are very 
similar.  The basis of my appeal was the magnitude and size of the proposal and its impact on the environment.  
The response was very similar.  I assume that, with her Cabinet, the then minister - obviously I am not party to 
all these details - clearly told the proponents that their proposal was not accepted and that they should go away 
and develop a new one.  Under the Environmental Protection Act, the Environmental Protection Authority can 
assess only new proposals.   It cannot reassess a proposal.  The previous Government oversaw that process.  
The level of assessment for the new proposal was set in May 2000.  The former minister presided over the 
public comment period, which ran over the term of the election campaign and closed just after the election.  On 
28 October the EPA released its bulletin on the new proposal.  After the appeal period closed, I saw the 
Appeals Convener.  I reminded him that I had submitted an appeal in 1995 and checked whether there was a 
problem.  In his opinion there was not a problem.  About 10 days ago we heard a rumour that if I continued in 
my position and made a decision that made the proponent unhappy, legal action could be taken against me.  On 
the basis of that I again saw the Appeals Convenor, and we initiated the seeking of legal advice, which I 
received about a day and a half ago.  After reading that I sought a meeting with the Crown Solicitor, which 
took place late yesterday.  I am seeking final clarification on one point of that advice.   

I do not believe I am biased.  When I took this job I swore an oath or affirmed an affirmation that I would 
undertake my responsibilities without fear or favour.  I am a highly qualified professional.  I have two degrees 
and a postgraduate degree.  I spent my working life prior to entering Parliament making decisions, some of 
which directly affected people’s lives.  In my mind and heart I believe I am not biased.  I believe I have skills 
and that I am a competent decision maker.  Nevertheless, there is now some perception of bias felt by Hon 
Norman Moore - or perhaps it suits his purposes to say so - and other people.  I make it clear that I need more 
time to clarify the legal advice and think this through.  I am not biased.  My reading is that there is no legal 
issue that would require me to stand aside.  My main concern is the process.  I am part of a Government that 
believes in the process being transparent and accountable.  I am waiting to discuss this with the Premier.  The 
prime factor is the decision; it is not the minister.  I will await the clarification I am seeking.  In some ways, it 
will not really matter what that is, because at the end of the day it is the process that matters.  When I make my 
decision I will make it public.  However, people need to look at these issues very carefully.  I believe that as an 
elected member, whether in opposition or government, I should exercise the responsibilities given to me in the 
broadest manner possible.  I believe that at all times I have done that.   

Government members:  Hear, hear!   

GERALDTON PROJECTS 

413. Mr J.J.M. BOWLER to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure:  
Can the minister tell the House how this Government’s approval and funding in its first two years of the Geraldton port 
enhancement project and the Geraldton southern transport corridor project is being received in Geraldton and further 
afield?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 
I thank the member for asking that question on behalf of the member for Geraldton, who is not able to be here today.  
The member for Geraldton has been a great advocate for the work we are doing in his electorate.  I am very pleased to 
advise that the decision we made in our first two years of government to approve and fund the Geraldton port 
enhancement project and the Geraldton southern transport corridor are being very positively received not only in the 
mid west but also at a national level.  The positive impact of the port enhancement project has been very apparent 
locally, especially since the arrival of the dredge in September this year.  I can report to the House that the dredge is 
operating effectively and the work is proceeding rapidly.  We are optimistic that we will meet the deadline.  The 
Midwest Times recently reported that local business representatives believe that -  

The commencement of dredging at Geraldton’s port is the first of many projects to signal a rise in business 
confidence in the city,   
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A Labor Government is good for business in Geraldton.  The President of the Mid West Chamber of Commerce and 
Industry, Mr Craig Patterson, has publicly welcomed this dredging as the first of many projects that will turn Geraldton 
around.  He has said -  

 . . . the greatest change the Geraldton public will see is from the change in business confidence.  They will 
probably see their house prices stop dropping and start rising.  They’ll see that as businesses get more 
confident there will be more services and Geraldton will become a better place to live,   

The Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd area manager, Ian Gordon, recently voiced his strong support for the 
Government’s decision to proceed with this project and highlighted the savings for grain growers in the northern 
agricultural region.  That is the enthusiasm we would expect from a town whose fortunes have been turned around after 
eight years of neglect.  Things are now really rocking under a can-do Labor Government.  We are able - 
Mr C.J. Barnett:  That was Laurie Connell’s expression.   
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We are doing it.  We are turning Geraldton around and the business community -   
Mr C.J. Barnett:  We heard that Brian Burke has been visiting some ministers.  Maybe it is “can-do” again.   
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We are unashamedly a can-do Government.  We contrast ourselves with the “gunnas”: they 
were gunna build a rail, they were gunna do something for Geraldton, and they were gunna work with Kingstream Steel 
Ltd and Oakajee.  They ended up doing absolutely nothing.   

This is an important day for the Geraldton port.   

Several members interjected.  
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I understand that members opposite may be upset about this, because it is embarrassing for 
them.  Lloyd’s List DCN, the international shipping insurer and publisher, recently held its national port awards.  It 
highly commended the port of Geraldton, which was the runner-up in the national award.  In giving the award the 
judges said that it was an impressive example of a major regional port redevelopment in the making.  The feature of the 
project that attracted the judges’ commendation was the integration that has been achieved between the port 
enhancement project, which cost $103 million, with the southern transport corridor road and rail network, which cost 
$88 million.  The commendation recognises the work of the Geraldton Port Authority and, by implication, the work of 
the other relevant agencies involved in the transport corridor. 
I put on record the Government’s congratulations to the Geraldton Port Authority, Main Roads Western Australia, the 
Western Australian Government Railways Commission, the Department for Planning and Infrastructure and the people 
of Geraldton for achieving this award.   

FREMANTLE EASTERN BYPASS, SUBMISSION FORM 

414. Mr M.F. BOARD to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure: 
I refer the minister to the so-called three-month public comment period relating to the deletion of the Fremantle eastern 
bypass from the metropolitan region scheme, and in particular to her department’s submission form, which asks people 
to comment on what the land should be used for when the Fremantle eastern bypass has been deleted. 
(1) Will the minister admit that this form reveals the Government’s intention to proceed with the deletion of the 

Fremantle eastern bypass regardless of the level of public opposition to the proposal between now and 21 
February? 

(2) If yes to (1) and the proposal is a fait accompli, what does the minister say to the many thousands of residents 
in the southern suburbs who are putting a great deal of time and effort into preparing considered opposing 
submissions on this very important issue? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 
(1)-(2) This is an issue that the member has been running in the local media.  Behind it is a misunderstanding of the 

facts.   
Mr M.F. Board:  You told the House that you were going to delete it.  Why ask for people’s opinions if you are not 
going to hear them? 
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Why ask people’s opinions?  Mr Speaker, we would not proceed with an amendment to the 
metropolitan region scheme if we did not support in principle the amendment and if we did not believe - 
Mr M.F. Board:  You said the decision was made.  You did not even let the freight network review committee consider 
the options.  That is how much this decision has already been made.  Why put people through all this effort and money?  
It is a sham. 

The SPEAKER:  Member for Murdoch, if you need to put more detail in your question, I suggest you do so.  However, 
you do not have an opportunity to ask several questions during the answer to the question that you have already asked. 



4106 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 

 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I will answer this question.  The Government believes that the Fremantle eastern bypass 
should be deleted.  We believe its introduction by Sir Charles Court into the metropolitan region scheme in the early 
1970s was inappropriate.  We believed then that it was not appropriate, as it simply transferred into Fremantle a 
proposal that was originally intended to go through Dalkeith.   
Mr M.F. Board:  That’s garbage. 
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  No, that is true.  However, that is not the fundamental reason that we oppose it.  We oppose it 
because we believe it is an outdated solution to a real planning problem.  The idea that we can continue to mow down 
existing suburbs to expand the network to deal with growing congestion is outdated.  That notion has been abandoned 
elsewhere around the world.  We are determined to deliver modern, sustainable government. 
Mr C.J. Barnett:  Modern, sustainable government!  You are meant to be providing modern, sustainable transport, not 
government.  What a new concept.  How did you pluck that one out of the air?  Modern, sustainable government - that 
is, the survival of the Labor Party at all costs.  Congratulations; you have invented new terminology. 
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Yes, modern, sustainable government.  I have no difficulty with that at all.  I am talking about 
governing in a sustainable way.  Obviously, the member for Cottesloe does not understand the concept.  That is a 
demonstration of just how unfit he is to lead a modern political party. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Members! 
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We start from the proposition, as does any Government when it puts forward a metropolitan 
region scheme amendment, that we support the amendment we are proposing.  If we did not support the amendment, we 
would not be proposing it.  The previous Government passed hundreds of metropolitan region scheme amendments, all 
of which it supported.  There is nothing surprising in that.   

Mr Speaker, we expect to receive an endorsement for the amendment because we believe fundamentally that it is the 
correct solution for Perth.  We are, therefore, confident that we will receive approval from the Western Australian 
Planning Commission; we cannot guarantee that, but we are confident we will get that approval.  However, in this 
process people are asking us what will happen to the land if the amendment goes ahead.  We quite properly want to get 
their input into that question at the same time.  The Government, therefore, expects to get the amendment approved; 
otherwise, it would not have put it forward. 

We could have gone down the path that was taken by the previous Government when it put the Fremantle eastern 
bypass into the scheme by legislation.  We could have got it through this House and through the upper House; however, 
we decided not to do that.  We want to increase the community’s consciousness.  We want the community to understand 
the paradigm shift that must be made in planning for the future and planning sustainability.  We do not apologise and 
we do not pretend in any way, shape or form that we are neutral on the Fremantle eastern bypass.  It is a disaster for 
Fremantle and it is a disaster for Perth. 

FREMANTLE EASTERN BYPASS, SUBMISSION FORM 

415. Mr M.F. BOARD to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure: 
I have a supplementary question.  If the vast majority of submissions oppose the deletion of the Fremantle eastern 
bypass, will the minister reconsider her position? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 
There will be full public hearings and a recommendation will be made to government.   

Mr M.F. Board:  Will you listen? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Of course we will listen.  We have gone through this process.  We did not need to go through 
the process but we have gone through it because we are prepared to listen and to engage in debate, unlike the previous 
Government, which just simply legislated and ignored all the people in and out of Fremantle who recognised that this 
was a disastrous move for the community. 

MIDWIVES, ENHANCED ROLE 

416. Mr M.P. MURRAY to the Minister for Health: 
With the introduction of the Nurses Amendment Bill in this place last week, it is clear that the implementation of an 
advanced practice nurse is imminent.  Will the minister advise the House on the progress of implementing an enhanced 
role for midwives? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 
I thank the member for his interest in this question on midwives.  I would thank him in any case for the work he does 
for the health system and for aged care in this State.  He is doing an enormous amount at the moment. 
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A report of the National Health and Medical Research Council of 1998 confirmed a trend towards increased 
responsibility in midwifery practice.  A key recommendation of that report was an enhanced training role and an 
enhanced role generally for midwives to interpret routine diagnostic tests and to initiate pregnancy-related medications 
during normal pregnancy, birth and postnatal care.  I am pleased to advise that Western Australia has taken the lead 
over every other State in this country and has awarded an education tender for the enhanced role of midwives which 
will see the development of two self-learning packages that will be available as early as next year.  For the first three 
years the Gallop Government will allocate $395 000 for the development, implementation and evaluation of the course.  
As was stated during the debate concerning the enhancement of the nursing role generally, this also takes into account 
the second factor that needed to be addressed, that is midwives.  After many years of neglect this Government is very 
proud of its record with nurses in this State and that at long last we can see the true professionalism of nursing. 

SCHOOL PROGRAM MAINTENANCE WORKS FUNDS, CUTS 

417. Mr T.K. WALDRON to the Minister for Education: 
Given the minister’s claim of providing equality and fairness in education, I ask -  
(1) Can the minister provide an assurance that current school program maintenance works budgets for district 

education regions are being maintained? 
(2) Can the minister provide an assurance that reports of up to $400 000 being cut or redirected from the Midlands 

district regional budget to a metropolitan education district are incorrect? 
(3) Can the minister give an assurance that school program maintenance works funds from any other district 

education region in country Western Australia have not been cut or redirected to schools in metropolitan area 
education districts? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
It would have been nice to get some notice of that question. 

Mr T.K. Waldron:  I did. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I thank the member very much.  I know he did.  He is one of the most pleasant members in the 
Chamber, who is prepared to do the right thing and give us some notice of a question.  Well done! 

Mr M.F. Board:  This is called “questions without notice”! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  What was that, puff daddy?  I would love to stand on my feet and talk about the past in the 
same way as those opposite sit in their seats and wallow in the past.  I could come up with all sorts of little reminders of 
people’s pasts. 

(1)-(3) The short answer to the member’s questions is yes, yes and yes; but he is onto something when he refers to the 
amount of maintenance that has been provided to that district.  The maintenance budget for schools in the 
education system is divided up into two sections.  We have provided a $10 million increase in the maintenance 
budget over four years, but a huge amount of that is being consumed by unplanned maintenance such as that 
required as a result of vandalism and the sorts of things which everybody is aware of and all members know 
are an issue in their electorates.  I reassure the member that there is no strategy to take money out of one region 
and deliver it to the metropolitan districts because of political interest.  I do not believe anybody seriously 
thinks that is the case.  The department has provided me with the following information - 

This matter refers to the $11.4 million which has so far been allocated for routine and restoration 
maintenance in schools.  In the case of the Midlands Education District, the allocation under routine 
and restoration maintenance for 2002-2003 is $869 000 compared to an allocation of $1.1 million in 
2001-2002. 

In other words, there has been a reduction of just over $200 000.  It continues -  

The reason for the variation is due to the mechanism for allocating these funds.  The allocative 
mechanism for routine and restoration maintenance funding to a district is based on the proportion of 
identified maintenance needs of the schools in that district, which have been identified by the 
Building Condition Assessment (BCA) - 

Mr B.K. Masters:  Will he understand that? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I will give him a copy.  It continues - 

in relation to the identified Statewide needs.  Therefore, the actual allocation to districts will vary 
from year to year, and will not be dependent on whether a district is located in the country or the 
metropolitan area. 

So there has been a reduction in maintenance for that area, but it has not been due to political motivation.  It has simply 
been a reflection of the growing maintenance needs in other areas compared to those in the member’s area. 
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Mr T.K. Waldron interjected. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It is something like $62 million.  This is a component; this is routine maintenance.  If the 
member requires any more details I will be more than happy to provide them.   
Within the next couple of weeks we will be making an announcement about some maintenance programs that may be of 
interest to the member. 

CHILDREN’S CROSSINGS AND TRAFFIC WARDENS, REVIEW 

418. Mr J.H.D. DAY to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: 
Given that the minister advised in July 2001 that the Government was reviewing the future direction of all children’s 
crossings and traffic warden positions, I ask -  

(1) When was this review completed and will the minister table a copy of the relevant recommendations? 

(2) Given that the type-A school crossing for the Hawker Park Primary School on Dorchester Avenue, Warwick - 
which is of great interest to the member for Kingsley - is to be withdrawn from Thursday, 19 December 2002, 
what is the basis for this decision? 

(3) Are there any other type-A school crossings in the State that are to be withdrawn? 

(4) If so, which ones and for what reasons? 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question.  I am pleased to receive a question from the member for Darling 
Range, having asked him so many questions over the years. 

(1) As I have explained previously in this House, the review of children’s crossings was not a formally constituted 
review but was a matter for consideration by the department, myself as minister and the Government.  
Crossing wardens play an invaluable role in getting children safely to and from school.  The designation of 
school crossings and their various categories is subject to ongoing review.  Numerous factors are taken into 
account, such as an assessment of the crossing against the approved criteria that includes the age of 
pedestrians, environmental issues and road layouts.  There is an ongoing commitment by the Police Service to 
provide a safe crossing environment for schoolchildren.  In this regard the decision to appoint a traffic warden 
requires endorsement by the School Crossing and Road Safety Committee which consists of representatives 
from the Police Service, Department of Education, Main Roads WA, RoadWise representing local 
government, and the Western Australian Council of State Schools Organisation policy committee. 

(2) After a review of usage determined through surveys conducted by Main Roads and put forward for 
consideration by the policy committee it was recommended that the Police Service traffic warden be 
withdrawn.  The usage of this school crossing was found to be extremely low and well below the established 
criteria for a type-A children’s crossing.  The school community was offered the opportunity to operate the 
crossing as a type-B facility on 28 October 2002.  To date no response has been received. 

(3) Yes. 

(4) I am advised that the School Crossing and Road Safety Committee has recommended that type-A status be 
withdrawn from a further five crossings, and in all cases this is because they have been consistently below the 
pedestrian numbers criterion. 

CHILDREN’S CROSSINGS AND TRAFFIC WARDENS, REVIEW 

419. Mr J.H.D. DAY to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: 
I have a supplementary question.  I asked whether the minister would table a copy of the review, whether it was 
informal or formal; and, if not, why not.  She has not done so as yet, and I ask her to address that aspect.  Secondly - 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  Supplementary questions are restricted to one. 
Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
The member for Darling Range quoted what I said when I was reviewing the future direction of all children’s crossings 
and traffic warden positions.  Not only has that been reviewed by myself, but also it continues to be reviewed.  I receive 
documentation and advice from the Police Service, and it receives advice from school crossing committees.  There is no 
formal review to table. 

SCHOOL FEES, IMPACT OF POLICY 

420. Mr J.R. QUIGLEY to the Minister for Education: 
Will the minister provide a progress report on the impact of the Government’s school fees policy? 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
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I thank the member for some notice of this question and I recognise his outstanding advocacy for the schools in his area.  
In brief, the reaction has been overwhelming support - adulation, jubilation and a great deal of congratulation - that at 
last the Government has been prepared to seize the moment and say it will not keep increasing fees, it will actually 
reduce them.  Most people did not believe we would do it.  We have done it.  We have received a lot of gratitude from 
the school community for that.  I organised for the member for Innaloo to ask this question, because I gave a 
commitment -  
Several members interjected. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I did not write it for him.  I do not need to do that.  In fact, the member for Innaloo is quite 
capable of not only asking the question but also writing the answer for me, because he is a very intelligent man.  Last 
Thursday, the member for Darling Range - 
Several members interjected. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member for Kalgoorlie reminds me of reports I often read from my friends in the Swiss 
scientific community about their desire to conduct experiments.   
Mr M.J. Birney interjected. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I think I have told him of one of the experiments they are conducting in Switzerland between 
human beings and animals.   
Several members interjected. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The latest was the search for a suitable citizen to volunteer to be the first person to donate his 
cranium for the transplantation of the brain of a chimpanzee.  I think the member for Kalgoorlie might be the ideal 
candidate, as they had to find a candidate whose cranium was already vacant! 

The member for Darling Range asked me a question about the impact of school fees.  Three schools have applied for 
supplementary funding: Girrawheen Senior High School, Australind High School and Hedland Senior High School.  I 
cannot think why Australind High School is one of those schools; I am sure it does not have anything to do with the 
performance of the local member encouraging parents not to contribute.  In line with the processes in place, 
departmental officers have been working with those three schools to determine whether any learning programs were 
compromised because of a lack of available funding.  As part of this process, the level of funding in school bank 
accounts is reviewed.  The amount of money in the Australind High School bank account this time last year was 
$260 000.  With the additional support and funding that has been provided by the State this year, that bank account now 
has $742 000.  The Hedland Senior High School bank account has increased from $505 000 to $711 000.  

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I will give the member the answer that the department has provided.   

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  If the member wants to do it for all schools, he can go out and do the work.  The Girrawheen 
Senior High School bank account has increased from $140 000 to $189 000.  The advice from the department is that it 
appears, on that basis, that it may not be necessary to provide funding to two of the schools but that assistance may be 
needed at Girrawheen Senior High School.   

I point out to the House that as at 1 October 2001, the total amount in school bank accounts was $49 million.  For the 
same period this year there is $67 million in school bank accounts across the State.  I believe this supports my 
confidence in the preparedness of parents to make a contribution to their children’s education. 

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am not fudging the issue.  It is not an issue.  

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  There is an isolated problem. 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  I have asked you how much is being collected in each school this year compared with that collected in 
the past two years and you will not provide that information. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I have provided the member with the information that indicates whether or not there is a 
problem, and there is no problem.   

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  If the member asks the former Minister for Education about the way that school revenues are 
accounted for, he will find that the process he wants the department to delve into is almost undoable.  Last year’s 
revenues cannot be compared with this year’s revenues.   

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 
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Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I have the information that the member is seeking.  I am prepared to provide the member for 
Darling Range with the information that has been given to me by the department if he wants it.   

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member should be grateful; it is something that those on his side would never have done 
for us.   

POLICE ROYAL COMMISSION, MINISTER FOR HEALTH 

421. Mr P.D. OMODEI to the Attorney General: 
Can the Attorney General inform the House whether the Minister for Health is or has been under investigation by the 
Royal Commission Into Whether There Has Been Any Corrupt or Criminal Conduct by Western Australian Police 
Officers or any other investigative body for his role in the Ripley or Mickelberg cases?   

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
The answer is no, and even if I did know, I would not tell the member.  

POLICE ROYAL COMMISSION, MINISTER FOR HEALTH 

422. Mr P.D. OMODEI to the Attorney General: 
As a supplementary question, how does the Attorney General explain media reports that the Royal Commission Into 
Whether There Has Been Any Corrupt or Criminal Conduct by Western Australian Police Officers has examined the 
now Minister for Health’s involvement in the Mickelberg case behind closed doors?   

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

The very simple answer to the member’s question is that it is not up to me to explain media reports.  People can 
speculate and write whatever they like.  I do not regard that as a serious question.   

RAFFLES HOTEL TOWER, ARTIST’S IMPRESSION 

423. Dr J.M. WOOLLARD to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure: 

Some notice of this question - 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Members!  The member for Alfred Cove has a quiet voice and I ask members not to interject during 
her question. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I will continue my question.  

(1) Is the minister aware that the computer-generated elevations by Multiplex of the proposed Raffles Hotel 
redevelopment put out for public comment appear to have an inaccuracy of between 30 and 40 per cent in 
depicting the height of the proposed tower?   

(2) If so, will the Government advise the City of Melville to refer the entire proposal back to Multiplex for 
comment, review, amendment and re-submission?   

(3) If not, will the minister ask for an independent examination of the drawings to ascertain their accuracy and, if 
errors have occurred, determine whether this transgresses the quality assurance and quality control standards 
that bind all parties; and can the minister ensure that the information is provided to me prior to the City of 
Melville council meeting on 17 December?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN replied: 
(1)-(3) Notice has now been given to the correct person and the Minister for Local Government and Regional 

Development has advised me that he is not aware of any substantiated claims of impropriety on the part of the 
City of Melville.  However, if the member has any specific allegations, the minister has asked that they be 
formally directed to his office for investigation.   

I add also that in order to relieve the House of these repeated questions, my office has contacted Multiplex and 
asked whether it is aware of these allegations.  It has said that all the elevations, plans and models are accurate 
in height; that is, 58 metres.  The artist’s impressions have been done by independent people and, to the best of 
Multiplex’s knowledge, the information is correct.  However, if someone can provide Multiplex with 
information about the supposed inaccuracies, it has undertaken to have that examined.  Likewise, if these cases 
can be substantiated, I will ensure that they are drawn to the attention of the Western Australian Planning 
Commission.  

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
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Presentation to Governor 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  I advise members that today, accompanied by the members for Southern River, 
Bunbury, Merredin, Murray-Wellington and Pilbara, I attended upon His Excellency the Governor and presented the 
Address-in-Reply to His Excellency the Governor’s speech in opening Parliament.  His Excellency the Governor was 
pleased to reply in the following terms - 

I thank you for your expressions of loyalty to Her Most Gracious Majesty the Queen and for your Address-in-
Reply to my speech to Parliament on the occasion of the opening of the second session of the thirty-sixth 
Parliament.   

STATEMENTS BY OPPOSITION MEMBERS 
Standing Orders Suspension 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [2.48 pm]:  I move, without notice -  

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable two members to make statements 
now, not exceeding five minutes each.   

This motion is in response to a request from the Opposition.  It is not a matter in which the Government seeks to 
participate.  However, given the cooperation we have received from the Opposition, we certainly can spare that amount 
of time for two members to make statements.   

Question put and passed with an absolute majority.   

LANG HANCOCK, DEVELOPMENT OF IRON ORE INDUSTRY 
Statement by Leader of the Opposition 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the Opposition) [2.50 pm]:  I thank the Leader of the House for his 
concurrence in allowing these brief statements to be made. 
On behalf of the Parliamentary Liberal Party I recognise and pay respect to the role played by the late Lang Hancock in 
the discovery of iron ore and the development of the iron ore industry in the Pilbara region of this State.  Although iron 
ore had been identified in the Pilbara as long ago as the 1890s, it was in 1952 that Lang Hancock discovered the extent 
of the iron ore deposits.  I will quote from the words of Lang Hancock - a quotation that has been used quite often 
recently - when he described the discovery made during what is often described as the discovery flight.  He said - 

In November of 1952, I was flying down south with my wife Hope, and we left a bit later than usual and by the 
time we got over the Hamersley Ranges, the clouds had formed and the ceiling got lower and lower.  I got into 
the Turner River, knowing full well if I followed it through, I would come out into the Asburton. 

On going through a gorge in the Turner River, I noticed that the walls looked to me to be solid iron and was 
particularly alerted by the rusty looking colour of it, it showed to me to be oxidised iron. 

Mr L. Graham interjected. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Members opposite may make light of it, but we in this State have a responsibility every now and 
again to recognise the role that some great people in this State have played.  Although there may always be dispute 
about who discovered what and who played the dominant role, there is no doubt that Lang Hancock, through the 
observation that he made 50 years ago, brought about the development of the iron ore industry in this State.  It did not 
happen quickly.  It took from 1952 until 1966 before the iron ore industry started its great expansion.  From 1953 to 
1960 Lang Hancock led the charge to lobby the federal Government to lift the embargo on iron ore exports that had 
been imposed because it was thought that Australia was short of iron ore.  In 1960 he succeeded and that embargo was 
lifted.  The following year an embargo under state law was lifted that had prevented the pegging of iron ore deposits in 
Western Australia.  He formed a business partnership with E.A. Wright, and Hancock and Wright became almost a 
household name in Western Australia. 
From the pastoralist who noticed and discovered the iron ore to someone who lobbied politicians to remove that 
embargo, Lang Hancock also took the further step when he became a business person of international standing.  Indeed, 
he attracted the chairman of Rio Tinto, Val Duncan, to visit and to see the site first hand.  He also went to the United 
States and attracted the major steel producer, Kaiser Steel, to become interested and involved in the project.  In 1962 he 
found the market.  He recognised that the market was the rapidly growing Japanese steel industry.  Through the initial 
involvement of Marubeni, he found through that trading company the first entry into the Japanese steel industry.  Other 
players, such as Mitsui, have subsequently come through. 

From discovery to political lobbying to international business, that vision and determination was rewarded in 1966 with 
the commissioning of the Tom Price iron ore mine, using Brockman ores, and the commissioning of the Dampier port 
under the banner of Hamersley Iron, an area in your electorate, Mr Speaker. 
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Lang Hancock was at times a controversial person.  He had ideas with which many people did not agree.  He clashed 
with political leaders and other proponents in the iron ore industry, but he never lost sight of the vision.  He was one of 
those people in our history who could see beyond the immediate future.  He could see in the long term what it would 
mean.  What has it meant?  Today Western Australia produces in excess of 160 million tonnes of iron ore a year, 15 per 
cent of the world’s production of iron ore, and over a third of all international sea-going trade for iron ore.  In recent 
years Western Australia has exceeded Brazil as the major iron ore exporter.  This State produces more than half the iron 
ore imports of Japan, China, Korea and Taiwan, the major iron and steel producing nations of the Asia-Pacific region. 
The discoveries of Lang Hancock continue to be commissioned.  In 1990 the Channar mine involving a Chinese joint 
venture came into being.  In 1994 the Marandoo deposit was developed.  This year I was pleased to be present at the 
commissioning of the West Angeles mine, a project in which I as a former minister played some role.  On behalf of the 
Liberal Party on this fiftieth anniversary of that discovery, I wish to acknowledge and pay respect to the achievements 
of Lang Hancock as a great Australian, a great Western Australian and a pioneer and founder of the Western Australian 
iron ore industry. 

Statement by Leader of the National Party 
MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [2.56 pm]:  It is important to recognise that 50 years 
have passed since the beginning of a whole raft of developments in the Pilbara.  Although people might want to argue 
about how those things began, the fact is that the Department of Mineral and Petroleum Resources has just published a 
review confirming that iron ore has been Western Australia’s leading mineral export for the past five years.  It does not 
take much to work out just how important the commodity has been. 
Most iron ore product is exported to east Asia, and we often speak about that destination in this place because it is 
where a lot of other state product goes.  Annual shipments through the port of Dampier from five major open pit mines 
in the Hamersley basin alone last financial year exceeded 65 million tonnes.  Those mines continue to employ more 
than 2 500 people, which contributes significantly to the Western Australian economy.  Iron ore production is a major 
driver of the Western Australian economy, as you would know, Mr Speaker, as well as anyone in this place.  As a 
person who is heavily involved in agriculture, I recognise that mining, particularly iron ore mining, has been a major 
driver of economic activity in Western Australia.  That must be recognised.  Mr Speaker, you and some other members 
in this place live in important areas of the State which have been opened up in the past 50 years.  I cannot see how 
people can argue that that is not the case. 

Lang Hancock made a major contribution.  The history of his contribution may be open to some debate, but as the 
Leader of the National Party I want to recognise his contribution.  It is timely because of the fiftieth anniversary of the 
22 November 1952 so-called discovery flight.  Many people talk about the iron ore being discovered by others before 
Lang Hancock discovered it, but that is not the issue; the issue is that around that time there began the drive in not only 
that region but also other regions of Western Australia that has resulted in a major benefit for Western Australia.  Lang 
Hancock was a major player in that drive.  It is therefore timely that we reflect on the discovery of those massive iron 
ore deposits that were unlocked as a consequence of that discovery 50 years ago. 

It was half a century ago that Lang Hancock’s plane flew through the gorges in the Hamersley Ranges and he saw for 
the first time the massive red cliffs of iron along the Turner River.  When the wet season abated in 1953, he landed his 
aircraft in the nearby spinifex fields and began collecting samples over an area of almost 100 kilometres, which he 
named Hope Downs after his first wife Hope.  It took 10 years to unlock that find.  In 1962 he and Peter Wright, his old 
friend from Hale School, successfully promoted the discovery to Rio Tinto, which is now history.  I assume that most 
members in the Chamber know how that worked.  The state laws had to be changed to allow for the pegging of iron ore 
prospects, not only in this region but also in many others.  That occurred in 1961.  Now half a century later more than 
500 separate deposits have been discovered around the Pilbara, many of which have nothing to do with Lang Hancock.  
Nevertheless, there was a time during the history of this State when that initial discovery was important. 

I appreciate that there are some other matters about Lang Hancock.  I met him on a number of occasions.  He was a man 
of initiative.  He used to repair his own aircraft. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Members should make their own speech. 

The SPEAKER:  Members, it is traditional that when there is restricted time interjections do not occur.  I am sure that 
opportunities will arise for members to have their say if they disagree with what the speaker is saying, but it is not 
appropriate to interject on a time-limited speech. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I had some small contact with him, but my predecessor had much more contact.  We had 
admiration for the man.  He had drive and tenacity, although he showed some ruggedness in the way he dealt with some 
people.  Nevertheless, he was a notable character in this State.  The events of 22 November 1952 and all that flowed 
from that should be celebrated by the State. 

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 3) 2002 
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Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR A.D. MARSHALL (Dawesville) [3.00 pm]:  The Peel deviation is the number one priority project in the Peel 
region, with some people arguing that it is more important than the Perth to Mandurah rail link.  However, for some 
stubborn reason the Gallop Government refuses to take any action on this project.  Such is the frustration of local 
residents with the traffic congestion and the noise, especially from heavy haulage vehicles 24 hours a day, that a petition 
has been circulated signed by hundreds of people.  I would like that petition recorded as follows - 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undersigned, wish to complain about the increased traffic noise along the Old Coast Rd on the Bypass 
entrance to Mandurah past Greenfields and Waterside, and the Old Coast Rd from the Estuary Bridge all the 
way through to White Hills Rd including Halls Head, Falcon, Wannanup and Dawesville.  Over 30,000 
vehicles a day use this road and we, the local residents believe it is high time the Government made the much 
touted Peel Deviation become a reality.   

Now we ask that the Legislative Assembly ask if the Peel Deviation is to be delayed will the Government 
resurface the roads with the new integrated bitumen that reduces traffic noise.   

That reflects the emotions of the people in the region.  To compound the situation, the traffic to and from the south west 
is growing due to urban development between the Estuary Bridge and Lake Clifton along the Old Coast Road.  My 
Dawesville electorate is the largest country electorate in Western Australia with 19 000 constituents.  That means that 
even more traffic now travels along the coastal road to the south west.  The Peel deviation must be commenced 
immediately to take pressure off the Old Coast Road.  Believe it or not, the Premier agrees with me.  He issued a media 
statement on Wednesday, 6 December 2000 when he was the leader of the state parliamentary Labor Party in 
Opposition.  He said - 

The Labor Party is committed to the Peel Deviation road, according to Opposition Leader, Dr Geoff Gallop. 
What a statement!  He has been in government now for just over two years and nothing has happened; yet he believes in 
the project.  He also said - 

It’s a disgrace that the Government -  
He was referring to the then coalition Government - 

has drawn up a $1 billion 10-year road program without including either the Peel Deviation or the freeway 
extension beyond Safety Bay Road. 

He forgot to mention that that Government extended the Kwinana Freeway to Thomas Road and then, at great expense, 
to Safety Bay Road, which links the road between Safety Bay and Mandurah on a dual highway.  He forgot to mention 
the positive achievements that were part of the program prior to the last election.  He also forgot to say that the 
Dawesville deviation was completed.  Although a small achievement, the Dawesville deviation contributes to saving 
lives and was a very important improvement in transportation in that neck of the woods.  He also forgot to say that the 
former Minister for Transport, Hon Eric Charlton, had a plan called the N3 plan, which showed the Peel deviation to be 
built in the appropriate place, but which has been shelved.  The Premier’s media statement continues - 

The freeway extension to Mandurah will cost $150 million, while the Peel deviation will cost $136 million.  
While the Government has been procrastinating for two years, that figure has blown out and, as a result of the Premier’s 
inaction, the taxpayers will have to pick up that additional amount.  The press statement states further - 

These are roads of national importance that should be substantially funded from the Commonwealth . . .  
He then says that Mr Howard has totally ignored them.  He is both right and wrong.  He is right that, federally, this road 
should be classified as a road of national importance and should be funded.  That will happen.  He is wrong in saying 
that the Prime Minister of Australia has ignored it.  I have correspondence from the federal Minister for Transport and 
Regional Services, John Anderson, and the federal member for Canning, Don Randall, assuring us that when the right 
applications come in from the state minister, they will be considered.  Dr Gallop continued - 

Both Mr Court and Mr Howard have failed to give Peel roads the priority they deserve. 
However, he forgot to say that in that eight-year period the Court Government, in coalition, built a brand new 150-bed 
hospital to replace the doll’s house of 30 beds that the previous Government administered; built a performing arts centre 
that is second to none in regional areas; provided extra buses to cope with the increased population in the area, which 
has been a great success; provided additional police officers; provided tertiary education in the Peel region for the first 
time in the history of that region; established a marina that will create fabulous tourism opportunities; and built five new 
schools and introduced a new style of education to house under one roof years 11 and 12 and TAFE.  That arrangement 
won a national competition the other day.  I hope the Minister for Education will copy that format in other areas of 



4114 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 

 

Western Australia and give accolades to the coalition Government, led by former Premier Court, for what it initiated in 
the area.  The coalition Government extended the freeway from Thomas Road to Safety Bay Road.  Those 
achievements do not represent a bad effort over eight years.  In fact during those eight years of the coalition 
Government, more money was spent in the Peel region than at any other time in its history.  
I acknowledge that when in opposition, members like to fire shots, but Dr Gallop’s arrogance showed in his press 
release when he said that the coalition Government had failed to give Peel the priority it deserved.  He said further - 

Labor will start the process by allocating $5 million towards the acquisition of the land required and to 
compensate local land owners. 

We have just established that it will cost about $350 million.  The amount of $5 million is a pittance.  The Labor 
Government has been in power for two years and I cannot see where the money has been spent.  We have a problem.  
As Leader of the Opposition, Dr Gallop, now the Premier, backed the Peel deviation as an important project.  As I said, 
it is recognised as the number one project in the Peel region and not one ounce of energy has gone into developing it at 
this stage.  So great is my concern that nothing is happening about the Peel deviation that on 22 October I asked a 
question without notice of the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, which I would like reflected in Hansard, as 
follows - 

I refer to the Peel deviation project, which will create a much-needed alternative route around Mandurah to the 
south west, and the minister’s insistence that the project cannot proceed without federal funding.  

(1) Can the minister confirm that, in a letter from the federal Minister for Transport and Regional 
Services dated 1 March 2002, she was advised that funding from the Commonwealth’s roads of 
national importance program is determined each year and that the State Government must undertake 
preliminary planning and design for the Peel deviation . . .  

The answer was that federal funding has been committed until 2006.  This information is incorrect; it has not been 
represented in the Hansard accurately.  I asked the minister, given that the money will be available in 2006-07, why 
plans have not been submitted to the federal Government so that Western Australia can share in the pool of funding 
available for the Commonwealth’s roads of national importance program.  The answer was - 

We could go off tomorrow and spend $10 million or $20 million designing the Peel deviation up to tender 
specifications.  However, there is not one indication, unfortunately, that this project will attract federal 
assistance. 

That is absolutely incorrect information, because the federal minister has told me that once those plans and 
specifications are submitted, they will be considered immediately.  The member for Canning, Don Randall, will ensure 
that happens.  The minister said that $10 million or $20 million could be spent.  What a vague statement!  I could say 
that I am going to have a bet on my favourite horse next week and I will make it between $500 and $1 000.  Ten million 
dollars or $20 million for specifications?  I was told that it should be around $250 000.  What vagueness in an answer - 
$10 million or $20 million.  I believe that is incorrect and unprofessional.  We know that we must be in it to win it.  If 
we do not put in those specifications, how will we be considered for the federal money?  Even though the Premier of 
this State believes that it is a number one priority, the more we delay, the less likely it is to happen.  I suggest that the 
minister should get cracking and do something about it. 

There is a lot of emotion, passion and urgency about this Peel deviation.  It is not coming from just the Dawesville 
electorate; it is coming from the Labor members for Bunbury and Collie, and also the members for Murray-Wellington 
and Mitchell.  Collectively, we all realise how important this is.  I receive letters about this all the time.  I will quote 
from a letter from Tim Drake, who lives in Mandurah.  He states - 

Myself, fuelled by input from my Town Planning Father, could see that the benefits of directing traffic from a 
single lane wooden bridge to a new single lane concrete bridge would be short lived . . .  

He is referring to the increased traffic on Old Coast Road that must travel over one bridge.  There was very poor 
planning by the Labor Government in the 1980s, and now we are stuck with it.  It is time we moved on the Peel 
deviation.  He also states - 

. . .  Mandurah residents are pretty well trapped in their own homes.   

They cannot get onto the highway, particularly if they live in the Falcon-Erskine area.  He continues - 

Efforts have been made to help locals and solve the traffic mayhem by the installation of traffic lights . . .  

He laughed at that, because once the traffic lights are installed, the traffic congestion gets worse.  The letter continues - 

That problem being that the current responsibility for the existing South West via Mandurah road system can 
no longer accommodate local, tourist and transient traffic. 

I am just quoting excerpts from this letter.  Further on he says - 

Personally, I even believe that the Deviation should even precede the rail link. 
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Many people believe that.  It now looks as though the rail link will be delayed until 2007.  We are betting that it will be 
2008.  Of course, the Peel deviation should be started before then because, under this present Government, the two main 
things for my area have been continually put off, even though the Premier of Western Australia, when Leader of the 
Opposition, said how important they are.  This gentleman states further - 

On a cynical note, we could always change Mandurah’s name to “Joondalup 2”, that way we would have a rail 
link, freeway, casino and international airport . . .  

It goes on.  Such is the way that people in my electorate think.   

The alignment for the Peel deviation, which was recently shown in the Peel region scheme, is also under fire, with 
issues not being properly assessed during the public consultation period.  The former Minister for Transport, Eric 
Charlton, presented a northern option 3.  This N3 highway, which skirted the farms and properties, was a good plan, but 
it was shelved.  That is why the action group of some of the experts and landowners has had a lot to say recently.  I will 
quote from the O’Brien report.  This person is a skilled planner.  He makes four points - 

i) N3 reduces social and environmental impacts, for example, the impact on Nambeelup Pool, and the 
affect on Aboriginal heritage sites. 

ii) It has a better engineering design. 

iii) It reduces the severance of the properties owned by the Kelliher and MacKay families. 

iv) There are sufficient flaws in early reports favouring Northern Option 1 over Option 3. 

Of course, the landowners have their own worries.  The report from the Kelliher brothers states that they object to the 
proposed alignment for the following reasons - 

i) Effect on land holdings. 

ii) To continue with the proposed alignment would require the construction of an all weather road 
through the property. 

iii) The effect on the remnant vegetation which has been conserved on the property. 

iv) Potential environmental impacts on the coastal lakes system from possible chemical spills. 

v) Extra cost of construction due to drainage issues. 

vi) Potential devaluation of property; therefore, suggest the inclusion of the property within the Urban 
Deferred zone. 

Another farming gentleman who will be affected states - 

i) No evaluation has been undertaken on Northern Option 3. 

ii) No consultation with landowners most affected. 

iii) Option N3 follows the high country. 

iv) N3 reduces need to build a road through wetlands. 

v) Reduced cost of construction and maintenance. 

vi) It reduces environmental impact on Murray River. 

vii) Better designed intersection on Pinjarra Road. 

viii) Reduced amount of potential claim for compensation. 

There is continual worry, and nothing is being done.  The consultation took place, but the people were not listened to.  
That was an error.   

In summing up, I believe that the Premier should honour the promise he made on 6 December 2000 when Leader of the 
Opposition and get on with the Peel deviation.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure must prepare appropriate 
plans to be submitted to the federal Government in order that we can be considered for roads of national importance 
funding.  I would be willing to bet that if the minister does just that, we will get the funding.  I challenge her to do it, 
and I will have a little side bet, as I did on the Perth-Mandurah rail link - a bottle of Moet champagne was exchanged 
when it was clear that the minister would not be able to finish the project by 2005.  I have made a double or nothing bet 
that it will not be finished by 2007, and I will win that too.  We must be more exact and professional when it comes to 
the issues that count for our local people.  I represent the people of Dawesville and Mandurah, and also those on the 
eastern side of the waterways, where it is even more important.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure must also 
address those appeals that deal with the best place through which to put the Peel deviation.  I guess she must also 
consider the payment of appropriate land resumption moneys.  There has been a lack of action on this project. 
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I know it is almost Christmas and this is one of the last speeches I will make this year.  I wish everybody a happy 
Christmas.  We work well together.  I know we spar inside the Chamber, but outside we have a fantastic relationship.  
When I was sick in hospital, I received a magnificent card from the Government.  Everyone made a personal 
contribution, which I thoroughly appreciated.  It brought a tear to my eye, actually.  It is fantastic that we can all get on 
together so well.  I had not realised it.  However, in saying that, I indicate that government members must realise that 
when in government, it is like skidding along thin ice.  Good Oppositions are there to say, “Look out.  You’re going to 
fall and be destroyed.”  In passing, I say to my very good friends on the other side that if they are not careful, they will 
be on this side after the next election, because the lack of action by the Gallop Government on the Peel deviation project 
will see a backlash at the next election on that one project.   

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr. J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House). 

[See next page.]   

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON DELEGATED LEGISLATION 
City of Melville Local Law, Report, Tabling 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [3.18 pm]:  I present for tabling the fifth report of the Joint Standing Committee on 
Delegated Legislation in relation to the City of Melville local law relating to signs, hoardings and billposting. 

[See paper No 610.]  

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  The report is self-explanatory.  I will, however, briefly indicate what the recommendations are.  The 
report relates to the substantial fee hike by the City of Melville for the erection of signs.  Therefore, the committee has 
recommended that the imposition of licence application fees should solely reflect cost recovery.  The committee has 
also recommended that in cases in which there are substantial licence application fee increases, such as in this case in 
the city of Melville, these fees should be phased in over a period, and that stakeholder representative groups, such as 
small business representative groups, should be advised of any proposed increases.  Finally, the committee 
recommended that in addition to the statutory requirement for advertising in The West Australian, in a spirit of 
consultation, there should also be an advertisement in the local community newspapers.  

I would be remiss if I did not mark the retirement from the committee of its principal advisory officer Nigel Pratt, who 
is going on to bigger and better things as a Clerk Assistant in the Legislative Council.  For the past three and a half 
years Mr Pratt has acted in a highly professional manner without fear or favour and has provided advice of the highest 
standard and professionalism to the committee.  I know I join with both past and present members of the committee in 
thanking Mr Pratt for his considerable efforts in his role as principal advisory officer.  We wish him well in the Council.  
It only remains to be said that the brevity and conciseness of thought that was characterised by the committee will not 
be readily apparent to him in his new role!   

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 3) 2002 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR L. GRAHAM (Pilbara) [3.21 pm]:  Some time ago I was contacted by the media, who wanted to know my views 
on whether a statue in honour of the late Lang Hancock should be erected in Western Australia.  I was extraordinarily 
affronted by the suggestion that there should be a statue of this man.  I make no comment about his involvement or 
otherwise in the iron ore industry.  I withheld my comments about this statue for some time but ultimately made some 
remarks about his involvement in Wittenoom.  That ensuing saga led to the Rinehart and Hancock families placing a 
series of advertisements in The West Australian about what the late Lang Hancock did or did not know about asbestos 
and asbestos-related diseases.  There were two themes in those rather bizarre advertisements.  The first was that Lang 
Hancock did not know and could not have known about the dangers associated with asbestos mining.  The second was 
what the Americans call the dog’s defence; even if he did know, it was the Government’s fault because the Government 
allowed the mining to proceed.  I will deal with those themes because they are both significant and important to 
Western Australia.   

I am on record many times as stating that the tragedy that is Wittenoom is Western Australia’s great disgrace.  Even to 
this day the State has not fully fronted up to its responsibilities.  I will deal with some of the matters raised in those 
advertisements and in so doing I will quote three times from a book written by Ben Hills entitled Blue Murder.  I 
thoroughly recommend it to any member of Parliament who has even a passing interest in asbestos and the mining 
history of this State.  On page 13, Ben Hills writes -  

There is no ‘safe’ level of exposure to asbestos.  The disease is progressive.  There is no treatment.  The 
victims never get better.  They always die, often of a ‘complication’ like bronchitis, pneumonia or the heart 
failing as it battles to pump blood through the silted-up network of blood vessels in the lungs.   

What does it feel like?  First you notice a shortening of breath: you can’t play sport any more, you struggle 
with the stairs.  You develop a dry, rasping cough, and when you go to the doctor he hears crackling in your 
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lungs through his stethoscope, the sinister signature tune of asbestosis.  As the years go by, the disease gets 
worse.  You have to give up work, even sex.  You don’t have the oxygen; you don’t have the energy.  As you 
approach death, your lips may turn blue, and you may develop a strange thickening, ‘clubbing’ the doctors call 
it, at the tips of your fingers.  By now your lungs are nearly dead, and so are you.  Your last lingering days or 
weeks or months are spent in bed with an oxygen mask strapped to your face.  The only thing to look forward 
to is a hospital compassionate and skilled enough in pain-killing drugs to dull your final agony.    

This medical horror story was widely known by the 1930s, when young Lang Hancock was fossicking around 
on Mulga Downs station in search of minerals.  In fact, 1930 was the year the most comprehensive and 
conclusive study of the disease was published in England.   

Page 172 of the book states -  

Lang Hancock, at least, was upfront in his own gross and misinformed way when he was asked about his own 
responsibility for the Wittenoom disaster.  You can’t make an omelette without breaking eggs, he rumbled, and 
demanded space in the Perth Daily News in 1978 to explain what he meant: ‘Before becoming misled about the 
dangers of asbestos, one should remember that there are many substances in everyday household use which are 
potentially more harmful than this useful fibre.  Sugar, for instance, when taken to excess, is more harmful 
than plutonium.  In the case of Wittenoom, the mine was originally opened so that gasmask manufacturers 
could provide a filter capable of saving millions of lives; yet 28 people from Wittenoom are reported dead 
before their allotted span, to enable a greater number to live.’   

Representatives from the Asbestos Diseases Society of Australia are in the gallery today.  It is an organisation for which 
I have great respect.  It received a letter in October this year from Ms Gina Rinehart.  I would like to read into Hansard 
the response from the Asbestos Diseases Society to the first contact it has ever had with the Hancock family.  The letter 
is dated 1 November 2002, and states -  

Dear Ms Rinehart  

LANG HANCOCK  
Thank you for your letter of 24 October 2002.  We have not previously heard from you and your family.  Your 
letter, however, is factually erroneous and insensitive.   

The antipathy that is felt by members of this organisation towards your late father is based upon a number of 
indisputable facts.  These are:  

1. LANG HANCOCK WAS THE FATHER OF THE BLUE ASBESTOS INDUSTRY IN W.A.   

Although he may not have been the first to discover, or even to mine the blue asbestos, it is doubtful 
that there would have been a blue asbestos industry in Western Australia but for the activities of Lang 
Hancock.  Your father, according to his own biographies, pegged the leases of blue asbestos around 
Wittenoom Gorge in the late 1930’s and early 1940’s.  After being appraised of the value of the fibre 
on the London markets, he entered into arrangements to mine and sell the blue asbestos to British 
companies.   

This asbestos, as Mr Hancock later proudly admitted, went into the making of war time gas masks in 
England.  He said that it therefore saved hundreds of lives.  Although this claim is doubtful, it is 
beyond dispute that a substantial number of the women who worked making the gas masks for the 
English company “Boots” have since died of mesothelioma.  Your father claimed in an interview with 
“The Daily News” in 1978 that the saving of the lives with the blue asbestos was a small price to pay 
for the 28 people who had died as a result of mining asbestos at Wittenoom.  In other words, Mr 
Hancock took the credit for the benefits, and by necessary implication, the responsibility for the 
deaths from blue asbestos mining, by this claim.   

As was predicted long ago, Wittenoom, now however, accounts for substantially more than 28 deaths.  

The numbers of deaths from Wittenoom now lies in the hundreds (by 1999 194 had died from 
mesothelioma alone) and are continuing. 

As well as mining blue asbestos, your father conducted a white asbestos operation at a place called 
Nunyerry.  This was a shocking, dusty operation and a number of people who worked there have 
since contracted asbestos related disease.  One, Ian Dignam, worked at Wittenoom as well, and, by 
1945, had asbestosis.  This diagnosis, the first recorded at Wittenoom, within two years of CSR 
operating the mine, was duly reported by the mine manager CH Broadhurst to his superiors in 
Sydney.  Your claim that the potential for disease from asbestos was not known in the 1940’s, a 
matter we deal with further below, is at odds with this diagnosis and report.  Moreover, CSR sought to 
avoid responsibility for Dignam’s illness, by blaming the dusty conditions at Nunyerry.  It seems clear 
that whatever was happening at Wittenoom, your father was operating mines with no greater regard 
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for the health of the people working there, than was CSR at Wittenoom, a company that was at the 
time employing him. 

Your father introduced CSR to the Wittenoom prospects.  He took a share of the company, and was 
appointed a director of the company on 18 February 1944 until 5 September 1944 when he was 
replaced by his partner Wright.  Wright remained a director until 1949.  Dozens of people who were 
employed at the Wittenoom mine in that period, including the late Tim Barrow - whose case 
examined the issue of the conduct of the mine in that period, and the knowledge available to its 
management of the dangers of asbestos - have contracted asbestos related illnesses from the shocking 
conditions and died.  (Indeed, Mr Barrow also worked for your father prior to joining CSR). 

In addition, your father was appointed as district superintendent at Wittenoom, and was an assistant 
manager at the mine through this period.  What did he do to improve the dust conditions at the mine?  
What did he do to advance the health of people exposed to these appalling conditions?  Did he make a 
stand for those inhaling the dust and fibres in massive quantities?  Did he resign in frustration at the 
failure to implement well-established safety precautions?  Did he, or do you now, accept any 
responsibility for the illness and disease that occurred while he was in a position of authority, and a 
shareholder and director of this operation? 

It should be remembered, that it was in this period, that Dr Eric Saint began his regular visits to the 
Wittenoom mine (February 1948 to March 1951).  He remembered and spoke of your father in 
recalling his visits.  In early March 1948, Dr Saint visited the mine and mill and was deeply 
concerned over the “huge cloud of dust that hung over the mill”.  He described the dust conditions 
within the mill as worse than surrounding the mill but that the dust spread a fair distance.  One of his 
most striking memories was that “at the top there was very little movement of air and as you drove up 
the valley you could see this great white haze over the top and surrounding the mill area”.  Dr Saint 
wrote, in 1948; “The asbestos mill at Wittenoom operates without any form of dust extractor 
whatsoever, and since the incubation period of asbestos is so much less than silica, in a year or two 
ABA will produce the richest and most lethal crop of cases of asbestosis in the world’s literature”.  
What were the directors of ABA (including your father and Mr Wright), the assistant manager (your 
father), and the district superintendent (your father) doing about the situation described so eloquently 
by Dr Saint, to his superiors and to the management of the mine? 

Dr Saint was not alone in his raising of the alarm at the time.  Charlie Oliver, the secretary of the 
Australian Workers Union, on 19 April 1948 advised the State Mining Engineer “the whole 
atmosphere in the vicinity of the treatment plant, when in operation is dust laden.  There can be no 
doubt that employees occupied in the process are exposed to serious danger from a health point of 
view”.  The State Mining Engineer delivered a copy of the letter to ABA on 7 May 1948.  Oliver was 
reported on radio station 6WF on 13 May 1948 as saying, “that everything about the mill was laden 
with thick dust and the union was concerned over the danger to the health of the workers”.  ABA 
obtained a copy of the script and forwarded it to the management of the mine at Wittenoom.  “The 
Kalgoorlie Miner” on 13 May 1948 carried a headline “AWU ask for Departmental Inspection at 
Wittenoom - Says Workers Health Endangered by Dust In Asbestos Mill.  Fibre Causes Power Unit to 
Fail; Men Not Covered by Compensation”. 

The Union raised similar issues at the 1949 Arbitration Court proceeding where the nature of the 
disease of asbestosis, and the contribution of crocidolite to its cause, was expounded, and this should 
have been more than enough to have resulted in the introduction of adequate and appropriate - 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms K. Hodson-Thomas):  Member for Pilbara, I seek some clarification.  Are you quoting 
from a document? 

Mr L. GRAHAM:  Yes, I am. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  It is a general rule under standing orders that quotations are limited and that you should 
paraphrase quotations in your own words.  I have been sitting in the Chair now for about five minutes listening to you.  
I ask that you couch the speech in your own words. 

Mr L. GRAHAM:  Madam Acting Speaker, I understand the standing orders on the point.  However, the intent of my 
speech is to read into Hansard directly a letter and then, time permitting, I will comment on it.  I am watching the clock 
and it may very well be that I will seek a further extension of my normal 10 minutes.  In the 13 or 14 years that I have 
been a member of this place, numerous members have stood and quoted at length.  The point of my speech is to quote 
this letter at length. 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Although I understand that the member for Pilbara would like to quote from the letter - this 
has happened to me too - it is a general rule of the House that quotations are limited.  I ask the member for Pilbara, who 
has been on his feet for 13 minutes, to bring the quote to a conclusion and then make his address to the Chamber. 
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Mr L. GRAHAM:  I have read three pages of a five-page letter.  Madam Acting Speaker, I am happy for you as the 
Chair to rule me out of order.  However, I intend to read and if you rule me out of order in a ruling from the Chair, I 
will, of course, abide by that ruling.  The letter continues - 

The Union raised similar issues at the 1949 Arbitration Court proceeding where the nature of the disease of 
asbestosis, and the contribution of crocidolite to its cause, was expounded, and this should have been more 
than enough to have resulted in the introduction of adequate and appropriate dust control measures which were 
well known in the mining industry by that time.  They were not put in place.  The workers at Wittenoom, and 
their families, have paid the price.  Did your father or Mr Wright speak up in support of the Union? 

The second leg of the advertisements, Madam Acting Speaker, was about whether the Government wanted the mine to 
continue and whether the Government should or should not allow the mine to continue.  The letter from the Asbestos 
Diseases Society goes on to say - 

2. THE STATE WANTED THE MINE TO CONTINUE? 
Had the matter been left there, it is possible, despite what we regard as a highly significant role in the 
genesis of the blue asbestos industry, and your father’s occupation of a position of managerial 
responsibility in which he could have done something to have protected those who have since 
suffered, that your father’s role may have been forgotten.  However, when CSR closed the mine in 
1966 (well aware of the likely human cost that was already emerging) your father bought the mine 
and mill with a view to reopening it.  In  “The Weekend news” of 14 August 1967, in an article 
headed “Doctors Want Mine to Remain Closed” your father said that “the reopening of the asbestos 
mine would follow the bringing into operation of the iron ore railway and Port.”  To have 
contemplated reopening the mine in 1967, having regard to what was then known about blue asbestos, 
was not just ignorant, but an insult to all of those workers and their families who had already suffered 
and died by that time, as a result of the conditions at Wittenoom. 

Moreover, once your father reacquired the leases to the mine and the town, he had a clear legal 
responsibility, having regard to the known dangers of blue asbestos tailings, to prevent or discourage 
people (however much they might have liked the place) from living there or visiting.  Warnings 
should have been placed around the town, the pool and the mill and access restricted or prohibited.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms K. Hodson-Thomas):  Order, member for Pilbara!  I remind the member that pursuant to 
standing orders it is not general practice for a member to read his entire speech from a letter.  If the member chooses to 
paraphrase it and make a number of remarks around it, I will accept that, but the member is just reading that letter 
directly into Hansard.  I encourage the member to perhaps make his comments in a different way. 

Mr L. GRAHAM:  Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker.  I am encouraged.  I have about three paragraphs to go.  The 
letter continues - 

The tailings should have been cleaned up, covered up, or stabilized.  None of this happened, and we now have 
a growing list of deaths (including former employees of your father) in people whose only exposure was at 
Wittenoom after January 1967. 

Another two paragraphs talk about equating the destruction of human life to a broken egg.  In deference to your ruling, 
Madam Acting Speaker, I will ignore those and move to the final two paragraphs, which I will attempt to abridge.  The 
letter continues - 

Perhaps rather than erect a statue to the memory of a man whose name, for the reasons outlined above, evokes 
sorrow and anguish among the workers who toiled in (and died from) the blue dust, (and those they have left 
behind), we note that the scientists at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital who have been struggling for funds to 
endeavour to develop a vaccine, or cure, for that most dreadful disease, asbestos related mesothelioma, have 
not heard from you either.  It would seem to us that a far greater memorial, with much more lasting benefit to 
human-kind would be the establishment and funding of the “L G Hancock Memorial Centre for Research into 
Occupation Lung Disease” at the Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.  Were such a Centre to find a cure for 
mesothelioma, it would represent one of the most significant breakthroughs in medical science ever. 

In deference to your ruling, Madam Acting Speaker, I will again ignore the final paragraph and move on to general 
paraphrasing.  When I came into this Parliament in 1989, Wittenoom was one of the contentious issues and it was then 
in my electorate.  I seek an extension of time. 

[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 

Mr L. GRAHAM:  It took me some five years to get the Government of the day, which was by then a Liberal 
Government, to agree to the establishment of a select committee to inquire into Wittenoom.  That committee reported in 
1994, and it changed the way in which the State Government dealt with Wittenoom.  I do not say that with a sense of 
self-promotion.  I was chair of that excellent committee.  The members were the then member for Albany, Kevin 
Prince; the member for Dianella, Dr Kim Hames; the member for Maylands, Dr Judy Edwards; and the then member for 
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Murray, Mr Arthur Marshall.  It came as a great surprise to the members of that committee to find that in 1994 - not 
1944 - the Hancock group of companies still had employees working in the blue asbestos mine in Wittenoom.  It was 
extraordinary and unbelievable.  Despite all the protestations by the Hancocks that they could not have known about the 
dangers, the facts and the evidence reveal the exact opposite.   

For 30 years people have lost court cases because they could and should have known about this.  I pay credit to the then 
minister and member for Riverton, Hon Graham Kierath, because he acted expeditiously when the committee report 
was presented in 1994 and changed the laws allowing the then Department of Mines or the Department of Occupational 
Safety and Health to make Hancock Prospecting Pty Ltd remove its workers from those asbestos workings.  I stress that 
that happened in 1994; half a century after it was widely known that working with blue asbestos caused serious, life-
threatening and terminal diseases, the Hancock family still had employees working in the mine.  It took a specific Act 
of this Parliament to cease those operations.  The Hancock family and its companies stated that they did not know and 
were not aware, and that the Government allowed it.  It is stated at page 62 of the committee’s report that the Hancock 
group of companies, or in this case, Hancock and Wright, transferred responsibility for what was known as the catwalk 
road to the Shire of Ashburton.  The advertisements two or three weeks ago would have us believe the company did not 
know about the risks, but on 10 May 1994 Hancock and Wright demanded that the Shire of Ashburton indemnify them 
from all claims relating to asbestos-related diseases in connection with the transfer of responsibility for that road.  It is 
impossible to argue that Hancock and Wright - particularly the late Lang Hancock - during any stage of the 
development of the asbestos industry in Wittenoom were not aware of their responsibilities. 

Out of deference to you, Madam Acting Speaker, I will not go through the appendices, but I will paraphrase some of the 
key dates to rule out completely the thought that any responsible person operating a company could not have known 
about the effects of asbestos dust.  In 1898 the annual report of the British Chief Inspector of Factories and Workshops 
stated - 

“The evil effects of asbestos dust have also attracted my attention.  . . . ”   

I will not read through it all.  In 1922 a Commonwealth of Australia Department of Health publication listed asbestos 
work as a hazardous occupation.  In 1930 - bearing in mind that this is when the Hancock family claimed to have started 
asbestos mining - the International Labour Organisation classified asbestos mining as a dangerous occupation.  In the 
same year the Mereweather and Price report in the United Kingdom dealt with all aspects of asbestos exposure, and it 
was reported in nine significant journals, including medical journals.  In 1935 the first Australian case of asbestosis was 
reported in a mill hand.  In 1935 the Western Australian, Victorian and New South Wales health departments - 
particularly the Western Australian health department - raised concerns about the James Hardie factory which used 
Wittenoom asbestos.  

In 1938 the International Labour Organisation reported that work in a dense concentration of asbestos dust over a 
comparatively short period will lead inevitably to the development of a profound fibrosis, provided that the worker lives 
long enough for it to develop.  In 1945 the Victorian Government introduced regulations limiting exposure to asbestos 
dust.  In 1945-46 concerns were raised about the dust levels at Yampire Gorge and Wittenoom asbestos mills, after 
Western Australian government inspections conducted by Inspector Adams.  In 1945 the first case of asbestosis was 
diagnosed at Wittenoom.  In 1947 the United Kingdom factories inspectorate published its annual report - received by 
CSR - showing clear evidence of the risk of lung cancer from asbestos exposure.  In 1948 Dr Saint warned mine 
management of the extreme danger of conditions at the Wittenoom mill.  In 1950 the ILO conference in Sydney, 
attended by industry and Government, again drew attention to the risks of asbestos exposure.  In 1955 Sir Richard Doll 
produced a paper confirming the risk of lung cancer from asbestos exposure.  In 1958 Dr Jim McNulty, a great Western 
Australian, went to Wittenoom and raised concerns about asbestosis, the levels of dust and the use of tailings in the 
town.  Those concerns were raised and repeated in the media and in this Parliament.  In the main, they were ignored.  In 
1959 the work of Dr Richard Wagner concerning crocidolite fields in South Africa turned up in medical journals.  That 
scientifically and conclusively confirmed the extreme risks from crocidolite.  In 1960 Dr McNulty diagnosed the first 
case of mesothelioma from Wittenoom.  I say again that it is impossible for any reasonable person operating in the 
mining industry over that 30-year period to not be aware of the risks associated with asbestos.  It is unacceptable to 
rewrite history by excluding all that knowledge in order to glorify someone.   

It is important to note some other cases.  The first claim in Australia made by an asbestos worker for compensation was 
in 1938.  That was when the Hancock family was discovering and developing its mines.  Other compensation cases had 
already been settled at that time.  The first full compensation case occurred in 1945.  In the famous case of Barrow & 
Heys v CSR Ltd it was established that the risk of asbestos disease was known and was foreseeable by CSR at the time 
Barrow commenced work at the Wittenoom mine.  That hearing was held in 1988.  I recommend that members track 
down the speech given by the Chief Justice at an ecumenical service recently in which he outlined his role in that event.  
He talked about the absolutely fascinating facts to come out of that case.   

As a child, Vivian Olson was exposed to asbestos tailings that were spread around her home town until she left her 
home in 1961.  The argument that we could not or would not have known about the dangers of asbestos has been 
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significantly defeated.  It is not open to the Hancock family to argue that it did not know of the risk or that the 
Government allowed the practice to continue.   

I will finish with a short, valid quote from the book Blue Murder.  I strongly recommend that members with even a 
passing interest in these matters read it.  The book states -  

Among the first white settlers was a family named Hancock.  One of Wittenoom’s inland fjords is actually 
called Hancock Gorge, but some say this is not enough: it should be carved in giant letters on the cliff face 
above the town as a memorial to all those who lived and worked and died because of Wittenoom.  Without 
Langley George Hancock, scion of that pioneering family, there would probably not have been a Wittenoom.   

That paragraph says it all.  The asbestos industry has caused hundreds of deaths in this state.  Lang Hancock cannot be 
divorced from that industry.  He was and he often claimed to be the father of the asbestos industry.  I have no desire to 
cause any offence to his family, but I violently object to the innovative rewriting of history and the excuse-making that 
allows the Hancock family to avoid its obligations and to delete from history the contribution he made to the deaths of 
hundreds of people in this State.   

MR J.H.D. DAY (Darling Range) [3.54 pm]:  I participate in the debate on this Bill to raise two issues.  The first 
concerns the education portfolio and the other concerns my electorate.  The matter concerning the education portfolio 
received some coverage in The Western Australian newspaper yesterday; that is, the decision by the Government to 
discontinue its grant and funding to the Centre for Excellence in Teaching, which is located in Fremantle, but which 
performs a statewide service.  It provides and arranges high-quality professional development for members of the 
teaching profession in the government and non-government sector in Western Australia.   

The then Minister for Education, the now Leader of the Opposition, established the centre just over five years ago in 
October 1997.  The decision to establish the centre followed much consultation with the teaching profession.  Members 
of the teaching profession were very keen to establish such an organisation to ensure that the highest possible standard 
of professional development could be provided for teachers in this State.  I understand that over the past five years it has 
worked very well under its own board, which is made up of people who are working in the teaching profession.  It has 
done a very good job in providing high-quality professional development courses for teachers.  In addition, it has 
organised very professional and high-standard conferences on a biennial basis and it has organised a mentor program 
for new teaching graduates who enter the teaching profession.  The most recent conference, entitled “Valuing Boys, 
Valuing Girls”, was held only a couple of weeks ago.  I understand that it was another very successful conference.   

The Opposition supports the development of a college of teaching.  We made that decision when we were in 
government.  The approval to commence drafting legislation for it was given before the last election when we were in 
government.  Given that we are now almost two years into this Government’s term, I am surprised how long it has taken 
this Government to introduce the necessary legislation.  If the Government had given the registration of teachers the 
priority it should receive, legislation would have been introduced before now.  The Opposition supports the 
establishment of the college.   

I understand that the Government intends that the role of the Centre for Excellence in Teaching and the organisation of 
the professional development of teachers are to be incorporated into the college of teaching.  However, the college of 
teaching will not be fully established until at least 2004 and we have not yet seen the legislation.  The college of 
teaching will not have any legislative basis until at least sometime next year.  Presumably it will not operate fully until 
at least the beginning of 2004.   

There is a very good argument to maintain the Centre for Excellence in Teaching, either as a stand alone organisation, 
as one that is closely linked to the college of teaching, or as one that is brought under the umbrella of the college of 
teaching in some way but retains its own identity.  Over the past five years it has played a valuable role and has 
developed a very good reputation.  The current Government has decided to close the Centre for Excellence in Teaching.  
It will not exist in any form at all.  Worse than that, the Government is cutting off its funding from next January, which 
means that it will not be able to operate at all during 2003 prior to the full establishment of the college of teaching.  
Over the next 12 months there will be a vacuum, when there will not be a dedicated organisation that is run by the 
teaching profession for the teaching profession in Western Australia to arrange high-quality professional development 
for teachers.  That is a matter of very great concern for anybody who is interested in ensuring that high-quality school 
education is provided to our young people in this State.  It is very much the case that high-standard professional 
development needs to be made available to teachers.  The Centre for Excellence in Teaching has gone a long way 
towards providing that.  However, the withdrawal of funding by the Government will mean that such a role will not be 
played, at least during 2003.   

The Labor Party’s election policy for the 2001 election campaign states, among other things, that genuine educational 
improvements cannot occur in the absence of sufficient resources to support teaching professionalism.  The policy states 
also that the Labor Party would add an additional $5 million to the education budget for improved professional 
development opportunities for teachers.  I would like to know, first, where all that money has gone and, secondly, how 
the Government reconciles its decision to cease funding for the centre from January next year with the attempts in its 
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election policy to give the people in Western Australia the impression that it cares about providing high-quality 
professional development for teachers.  The two actions simply do not match.  The Government’s current decision is a 
great shame, and I hope that it will be reversed by the minister.  I am glad the minister has come back into the Chamber.  
Perhaps he can make some response by way of interjection.  I call on the minister and the Government to reverse the 
decision that has been made to cease funding to the Centre for Excellence in Teaching.  I am sorry that the minister 
cannot stay in the Chamber to provide a response to that issue.   

I am not seeking to make this a political issue.  I am seeking that the centre continue to operate and carry out the very 
good work that it has done, so that the teaching profession and, therefore, the children in our State, can benefit from its 
functions.  I hope that the minister will take on board the comments I am making.  He heard them very briefly when he 
came back into the Chamber, but we have also discussed the issue privately.  I hope he will reconsider this issue so that 
the $300 000 can continue to be made available during 2003 and that the centre can continue to operate.  The allocation 
of $300 000 out of a $2.1 billion education budget is a very small amount.  I am not saying that it is of no consequence - 
$300 000 is a lot of money in many contexts.  However, out of the total education budget, it is a very small amount, 
given the benefits that have been achieved as a result of the operations of the Centre for Excellence in Teaching.  I call 
on the minister to reverse the decision that clearly has been made and to reinstate the funding at least for 2003, so that 
the people who have been providing a very good service through the Centre for Excellence in Teaching can continue to 
do so.  I hope the minister will take this on board and give it serious consideration.  If the minister is not prepared to 
reverse the decision that has been made, he is taking a very short-sighted view of the role of the Centre for Excellence 
in Teaching and, more importantly, the need for a high standard of professional development for teachers in Western 
Australia.  It is absolutely crucial that this service be provided.  The actions of the Government speak loudly about its 
lack of priorities in ensuring that this sort of professional development is made available.  As I have said, it is more 
about the professional development that is provided by the Centre for Excellence in Teaching.  The centre also had a 
very important role in organising high-quality conferences and in providing a mentor program for new teachers.  I 
reiterate: I hope the minister will take on board what I have said and reverse the very unfortunate decision that has been 
made.   

Another issue I will raise relates to my electorate.  I am pleased that the Minister for Health is in the Chamber.  It will 
come as no surprise to him that the issue relates to the ongoing saga of the Kalamunda District Community Hospital.  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You shouldn’t be sorry.  It received $250 000 worth of renovations.  

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Actually it was $270 000, and that is exactly what I am about to refer to.  Of course I welcome that 
amount of funding.  It is welcome as far as it goes.  I do not want to overstate this, but I will state it as I see it.  I do not 
welcome the fact that the minister has sought to make great play of this allocation of $270 000 for what is obviously 
necessary work to fireproof the hospital, provide new airconditioning and resurface the car park.  That funding is 
welcome as far as it goes.  However, the fact that the minister has sought to attract positive publicity out of this begs the 
question: what is not being done at the hospital by this Government? 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  First, are you suggesting that we make negative publicity out of the fact that we are looking after 
Kalamunda hospital as we said we would?  In addition to that, you are well aware that I have met with councillors, 
doctors and all the people involved with the forward planning and other issues at Kalamunda hospital.  They have a 
very clear view about the Government’s direction and priorities.  It appears to me that the only mischief that is being 
made in the area is by either the member or the group that he organises.  The reality is that we have made commitments 
to Kalamunda hospital.  The money that you say we are making much play about is simply for what we said we would 
do.  I do not think there is anything wrong with a Government clearly stating its intentions and advertising what it has 
done for the hospital in your electorate.  You should applaud the Government for making sure that it supports your 
hospital and the people in your electorate.  

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  As I said, I welcome the allocation as far as it goes. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  We would all like more. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  As the minister has said, the councillors - I think he is specifically referring to the President of the 
Shire of Kalamunda - and the doctors have met with him.  However, I am not sure that they have anything like a clear 
view of the Government’s plans for the hospital.  If they do have a clear view, it is a very concerned one about the 
Government’s lack of commitment to the long-term future of the hospital and to ensuring that the services that are 
currently provided at the hospital continue to be provided. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  I suspect that their concern is largely being driven by you. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I assure the minister that I am not seeking to stir up this issue in my electorate.  I am seeking to 
represent the views of my electorate.  If the minister thinks that this matter has been initiated or engendered by me, I 
invite him to come to a public meeting in my electorate to hear from the residents in the area who have expressed to me 
their concerns about the lack of action on the full redevelopment of the hospital, which was started by the previous 
Government and which this Government promised to continue. 
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Mr R.C. Kucera:  I have attended meetings in the area, I have attended the hospital and I have kept the shire council, the 
hospital and the doctors well abreast of everything we are doing.  A demonstration of that commitment was undertaken 
this week at Kalamunda hospital; that is, the program to ensure that your hospital is kept safe from fire.  The fact that 
we must now put firewalls in the hospital after all this time should be an indictment on you as the local member and as 
the previous Minister for Health.  Matters as fundamental as putting firewalls in a bush hospital were not attended to.  
The member should applaud this Government for what it has done.  

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  With that salvo, the minister now departs.  He might like to read my response to his comments in 
Hansard even if he is not prepared to stay and listen to them.  What the minister has just suggested is absolutely 
laughable.  Is he suggesting that I, as the local member of Parliament or as the Minister for Health, should have 
inspected hospitals, whether in my electorate or elsewhere, to see how fireproof they were?  What an utterly ridiculous 
statement!  Kalamunda hospital has been operating for about 30 years under both Labor and Liberal Governments.  I 
have no reason to believe that firewalls are being installed in Kalamunda hospital as a result of the personal intervention 
of the current Minister for Health.  It would happen because the issue had been brought to the attention of building 
management people in the Department of Health.  They would have been made aware, presumably by fire authorities or 
other building management advisers, that some work needed to be done to bring the Kalamunda Community District 
Hospital building up to acceptable fire protection standards.  That is why it is happening.  It is not because the current 
Minister for Health became aware of the issue and decided to right some massive wrong that he is suggesting the former 
Government did not right.   

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  He has disappeared. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  He made his comments and then left, and that is in Hansard.   

Residents in my electorate will be very interested to read this speech and the interjections from the Minister for Health, 
because in addition to making those quite ridiculous comments, he referred to meetings that he has had with various 
people and suggested that they had a very clear view of the Government’s commitment to the hospital.  They do have a 
clear view.  They are very concerned about the lack of action by this Government on the hospital’s redevelopment.  
They have only to look at the lack of action.  They also formed their view as a result of the minister’s saying that 
$2.3 million of the $5.5 million for the redevelopment was available in this year’s budget.  The Minister for Health put 
that in writing to me.  At last the Government was getting on and doing it.  That was welcomed by me and the people in 
my electorate.  I distributed a letter throughout my electorate advising what was happening and welcoming the fact that 
the Government was getting on with it.   

Since then, the minister has said through the media, and I think also in correspondence, that he has changed his mind 
about going ahead with that redevelopment.  He cannot deal with both the Kalamunda Community District Hospital and 
other albeit important issues in the health portfolio, namely, nursing numbers, elective surgery waiting lists and 
upgrading emergency departments in tertiary hospitals.  He must be the first Minister for Health who is unable to deal 
with those issues at the same time.  The issues of nursing numbers and elective surgery waiting lists have nothing to do 
with the physical redevelopment of Kalamunda Community District Hospital.  As I have said previously to my 
electorate, the minister is trying to fudge the issue and mislead people with those comments, but my constituents are not 
being misled.   

On the one hand, I welcome the fact that the Government has made a small amount of the $5.5 million available - about 
five per cent - but I am expressing concern on behalf of my electorate as a result of people coming to me and a 
community action group being formed as a result of the substantial concerns of community members and groups in my 
electorate.  I am expressing those concerns to this Parliament and to the Minister for Health.  The Government is not 
getting on with the full redevelopment of the hospital and is not making its intentions clear.  The comments of the 
Minister for Health are in black and white in Hansard and in correspondence.  For him to try to suggest that the 
Government has a strong commitment to the hospital and that everybody is clear about the direction being taken simply 
indicates that the minister does not understand the issues and certainly does not understand the concern being expressed 
by my constituents.   

I would welcome at any time the minister’s coming to a meeting of any group of people in my electorate or the public in 
order to explain exactly what are his plans for the Kalamunda Community District Hospital.  At best, he has been very 
confusing and, at worst, his comments so far have been misleading. 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Roleystone) [4.15 pm]:  I shall discuss two issues, one of which is peculiar to my electorate; but 
before I do, I want to express my disappointment with the eulogising today of Lang Hancock.  Quite frankly, I find it 
impossible to stand by and allow to go unchallenged eulogies to a person who deserves our contempt and not our praise.  
I do not want to speak ill of the dead, and I would not normally do this sort of thing, but this Parliament reflects what 
we believe.  We should espouse our highest beliefs and values in this place.  I do not know what motivated the making 
of the eulogies that were delivered today, but I cannot let them go unchallenged.   

I will not condemn the man with my words but with his own.  When I received notice last week of the intention to 
recognise Lang Hancock’s contribution to the State, it triggered a memory from the early 1980s.  I remembered that 



4124 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 

 

Lang Hancock had said some outrageous things about Aboriginal Australians.  I could not remember the exact date, but 
with the assistance of library staff, I was able to locate the article in The West Australian of 7 October 1981.  The article 
is titled “Hancock stands by his remarks”.  This was written in 1981, not 1881.  It reads - 

Perth mining magnate Lang Hancock will not back down on his inflammatory statements that half-caste 
Aborigines should be sterilised - 

I repeat, “half-caste Aborigines should be sterilised” - 

and full-bloods should be relocated in the Ord River area.   

Those were the words of Lang Hancock.  They were not out of character, as we have heard from the member for Pilbara 
today.  When pressed on those comments, he offered reasons for his extraordinary statements that would deny some 
Australians on the basis of their ethnicity the right to breed and others the right to choose where they live.  The reasons 
that he offered were set out in the article, which reads - 

•  The failure of the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting and the Australian Government to solve 
the problems of the Aborigines.   

His solution was to sterilise what he described as half-castes and to enforce apartheid on the rest.  The article 
continues - 

•  To alert the Australian taxpayers that he was due for another tax slug unless a use could be found for the 
Ord River “white elephant”.   

It had nothing to do with the welfare of the people whose lives he sought to direct but was simply to do with finding a 
use for a white elephant.  It continues - 

•  To suggest a place (namely, the Ord River) where a land-rights title could be of some practical benefit to 
the full-blooded Aboriginal as opposed to teaching him to repeat the parrot cry of “land rights”. 

Those are the statements of the man who was eulogised in this place today.  Was the Leader of the Opposition aware of 
those statements?  They received a lot of publicity at the time and certainly they are deep in my psyche.  The Leader of 
the Opposition was obviously somebody who, at that time, was interested in politics, current affairs and events.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You make your speech and we will listen to it. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Was he aware of those statements? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  I am not here to answer questions from a clown like you.   

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  This is a man that the Leader of the Opposition eulogised.  Now that the Leader of the Opposition 
is aware of the comments, is there any comment he would like to offer by way of interjection that tempers his remarks 
today? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  None at all.  If you had listened to what I said today, you would know that I talked about Lang’s 
contribution to the iron ore industry; in fact, I think it was shameful that the minister with the responsibility for mining 
did not acknowledge in this House the contribution Lang Hancock made to the discovery and development of iron ore.  
It should be noted that the Labor Government did not acknowledge that.  That will be noticed in the mining industry.   

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I do not know what has happened to the Leader of the Opposition.  I remember that well before 
the last election and during the republic debate, the Leader of the Opposition gave one of the most inspiring speeches I 
have ever heard.  He gave a statesmanlike performance when he talked about the need for Australians to come together, 
to accept a common cause and a common principle and to rise about petty politics.  I was at the Perth Town Hall.  I was 
one of those people from the Australian republican movement who, despite the fact that I was a member of the Labor 
Party, leapt to his feet and gave the Leader of the Opposition a standing ovation.  I cannot believe the transformation in 
the Leader of the Opposition.  Given the comments I have made, I do not know why he does not want to condemn 
outright what Lang Hancock said.  I can only hypothesise on his motivation.  I do not know what is the price for his 
performance, but I am sure that in his soul he must feel a little dirty.  The member for Hillarys is obviously an 
immigrant, and I do not mean that in any untoward way.  Did he arrive after 1981? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  What are you suggesting? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I am asking the member for Hillarys if he arrived here after 1981. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I arrived in February 1988 after coming here to look around in October 1986. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  So that the member for Hillarys is aware of the comments made by Lang Hancock, I will repeat 
them.  He advocated compulsory sterilisation of Aboriginal half-castes and compulsory apartheid in the north of the 
State around the Ord River for full bloods.  Would the member for Hillarys like to comment on that?  Does he stand by 
the eulogy his leader gave for the man’s contribution? 
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Mr R.F. Johnson:  Two people were to make contributions by personal comment: the Leader of the Opposition and the 
Leader of the National Party.  I know that Lang Hancock made a contribution to this State over many years.  I am not 
aware of the remarks that he made.  

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I will give the member a copy of the article that contains those remarks.  I would appreciate it if 
he addressed this issue perhaps next year when he has had time to reflect on it.  However, surely Lang Hancock’s 
remarks were so vile that they should elicit a spontaneous reaction. 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Nobody supports them.  

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Why have people eulogised the man?  It is akin to the Parliament of Italy eulogising Mussolini 
for making trains run on time.  It is like the Parliament of Cambodia rising to deliver praise to Pol Pot because he 
delivered discipline in schools.  It is an outrage.  Remarks like those that Lang Hancock made should make members’ 
blood boil.  Members opposite are our community leaders.  They should be outraged, as I am.  

Mr J.H.D. Day interjected. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  The member for Darling Range is someone for whom I have a degree of admiration.  What is his 
reaction to those comments? 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  No-one supports that nonsense. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Does he think that Lang Hancock’s attitude demonstrated an appropriate mentality?  The direct 
reference was his contribution to opening up the Pilbara and the iron ore industry.  Are they the right values that should 
have been taken to the Pilbara?  Does that show appropriate respect for the people who live there?  Does that lead to 
harmonious, cohesive and effective relationships?  Does the member for Hillarys want to say something?  The member 
for Greenough is new to this country, and I presume he arrived after 1981.  He heard the comments.  Is there anything 
he would like to say?   

Mr J.P.D. Edwards:  It is your debate.  I am happy to listen to it.  If I want to say something on the issue, I will make a 
speech. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Does he stand by the glowing eulogy delivered by his leader?  Some things are so fundamental 
that they transcend politics.  Some things are about having respect for human beings.  I deplore political correctness, but 
this has nothing to do with political correctness; it is about respecting the rights of human beings.  I am not criticising 
the language of “half-caste” or “full blood” because some people may take offence to that, and I respect that; I am 
talking about a man who said it was appropriate to sterilise people because of their ethnicity.  Is there anyone on the 
opposition benches who wants to say anything about that?  What about the member for Kingsley? 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  No-one supports that.  It is nonsense, so move on. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Why do members opposite not have the guts to stand and say that that man deserves our 
contempt, not our praise?  It is beyond the pale.  I wonder what the quid pro quo is.  How many pieces of silver will be 
delivered as a result of this?   

I refer now to an issue that directly affects my electorate, namely the solid waste to energy recycling facility - an issue 
that I thought was dead and buried.  The late November edition of the Comment News carried an article titled “Labor 
scare mongering ended SWERF bid”.  It states that Opposition environment and science spokesperson and Vasse MLA, 
Bernie Masters, claimed a scare mongering campaign by the Labor Party ensured the proposed solid waste to energy 
recycling facility in Maddington was scrapped before it could be investigated properly. 

Basically, the opposition spokesperson for the environment was accusing the Labor Party of orchestrating a scare 
campaign to unfairly knock this project on the head.  It is worth outlining the details of the process.  Fifteen or 16 
months after the Australian Labor Party took office, and when the SWERF issue was raised with me in the community, 
the Minister for Energy implemented steps to prevent it proceeding in Maddington.  

I first became aware of the SWERF in the lead up to the election, but it was a non-issue bubbling away in the 
background.  On 25 February 2001 some community members organised a rally on an oval in Maddington, the first 
proposed site for the SWERF.  I had been in Parliament for only a few weeks and my feet had not hit the ground, so I 
had not had a chance to develop a position on the proposal.  However, the members for Thornlie and Southern River 
and I attended that rally and quickly reached a position that we thought was reasonable.  Words were agreed between 
the three of us and, with the authority of the other two members, I said that unless it could be shown conclusively that 
the proposed SWERF plant would be safe and good for the community, it would not be established there.  

That was our initial position.  It was a reasonable position that the onus of proof of the safety of the plant would be on 
the proponents, not on the community; but we had an open mind.  I started with an open mind; I thought it was a very 
exciting opportunity that looked like a new way of dealing with our municipal solid waste problems.  A considerable 
degree of community anger emanated from that rally.  I must admit that I was concerned because some of the 
statements seemed to be over the top, so I was anxious to establish a forum in which the community could air its 
concerns.  I instigated a meeting at Paul Andrews, the member for Southern River’s office on 29 March last year.  I 
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invited representatives from the proponents, BrightStar, representatives from the local council and anyone from the 
community who wanted to attend, with the idea of establishing a community consultative committee that could examine 
the SWERF proposal in great detail.  

I chaired the initial meeting and we agreed on a number of ground rules.  Those rules became the basis for how the 
consultative committee would run.  Our first consultative committee meeting was held on 15 May, at which I spoke and 
indicated that I was attracted to the proposal because it appeared to have benefits; however, I had reservations because 
the technology was new and at that stage unproved.  I said I thought that it was probably a good idea but we had a long 
way to go before we could say it was proven technology.  It is on the public record.  I have minutes of that meeting, 
which show that that is the substance of what I said. 

One of the issues with the first proposed site, which was at the back of the football oval on Kelvin Road, Maddington, 
was a planning issue.  Therefore, I wrote a memo to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  Basically, again I 
outlined my approach to the solid waste to energy recycling facility.  It was pretty clear where I was coming from.  I 
will quote from that memo.  I said - 

The arguments for and against the SWERF are highly technical and beyond my comprehension.  I am 
concerned however at the “leading edge” (read experimental) nature of the technology.  Apparently the only 
similar facility that is operated by Brightstar is in Wollongong. 

The idea of transforming domestic waste to electricity is very attractive and the SWERF may be the right idea 
at the right time.  I am however sceptical that the Maddington Recreation Ground is the right place.  A location 
away from residences and light industry workplaces may well be more appropriate. 

I advise - 

This is the key point - 

that we proceed very cautiously, and at all time err on the side of public safety, in considering the proposed 
SWERF location and related zoning decisions. 

That was our approach the whole way through this debate; that is, to err on the side of public caution, and that position 
developed. 

Soon after that, in June last year, I think, I presented a petition that further detailed the position that I argued.  Initially, a 
group of very angry community people wanted me to oppose the SWERF totally.  I said that I would not oppose the 
SWERF because I did not know enough about it and I wanted to find out about it.  I wanted to find out whether it was a 
worthwhile proposal, and I did not want to just fight a not-in-my-backyard campaign; I wanted to be able to argue the 
matter on reasonable grounds.  With some persuasion, the group agreed to the content of the petition.  There were about 
1 300 signatures on the petition, and it had three elements to it.  The first element was that the SWERF should be 
assessed at the highest available environmental review and management program level.  After a series of appeals, that 
was ultimately achieved.   

The second element was the real sticking point, and it was the thing that caused me to change my mind.  It made me 
turn around and oppose the SWERF.  I opposed it because the proponents would not accept this condition.  I argued that 
the environmental assessment must include and consider an independent evaluation of all atmospheric emissions from 
the SWERF constructed in Wollongong, New South Wales, for at least 12 months after it became fully operational.  I 
argued that the world’s only SWERF, which was a pilot plant with a restricted licence, should operate for a full year, 
and that there should be an independent emissions data analysis of that SWERF before we gave the green light to a 
SWERF in Maddington.  That was the sticking point.  That is the point that turned me against the proposal.  It was the 
failure of the proponents to accept that as a reasonable request that turned me against their proposal. 

The third point was that the State Government, along with local government, should develop and coordinate a waste 
disposal management plan for the Perth metropolitan area.  To the great credit of the Minister for the Environment and 
Heritage, she has taken on board the spirit of that recommendation, and the Waste Management Board is doing great 
work in that regard.  It has gone further than that and is in fact involved in developing site selection criteria for waste-
to-energy proposals like the SWERF and others that are on the books, and also criteria for conducting the technical 
assessment of these waste-to-energy proposals.  Given that they are emerging technologies, that is an entirely sensible 
approach. 

Ultimately, the first of the requests was met; that is, that the proposal should be subject to the highest level of 
environmental assessment available - the ERMP level. 

[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  The third request was also granted; that is, that the State Government should take a coordinated 
approach to waste management. 

As I said, the proponents fought this every step of the way.  They fought the idea that the proposal should be assessed at 
the highest level - the ERMP level.  Initially, they argued that it should be at an environmental protection system level, 
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which I think is the lowest level.  They then conceded that it should be at a public environmental review level.  Finally, 
the Minister for the Environment and Heritage upheld an appeal by some 22 appellants, I think, of whom I was one.  
We argued that it should be at ERMP level, given the developing and emerging nature of this technology and the 
unproved history of these types of proposals.  The proponents fought and lost their fight to have the assessment carried 
out at a lower level.  I might add that along the way they criticised me publicly for arguing that the assessment should 
be at the highest available level - the ERMP level - all of which started to change my perception of them.  Added to that 
was their performance at a series of community consultative meetings, of which there would have been at least 10.  
Typically, Brightstar Environmental would come along and present its information about a particular aspect of the 
plant’s operation, and then people would ask questions during a question-and-answer session.  Although I lack technical 
expertise, I sensed that we were not getting the full picture.  Along with that was the proponents’ reluctance to accept 
the highest level of assessment.  The final thing that turned me around was their reluctance to accept the 12-month 
emissions analysis from the Wollongong SWERF.  That is when I decided to oppose the SWERF. 

This did not happen quickly; it was over a long period.  In fact, the September edition of the Examiner was very critical 
of the Minister for the Environment and Heritage and the Government for not declaring their hand on the SWERF.  I 
wrote a letter to the editor.  For the sake of brevity, I will paraphrase what I said.  Basically, I said that it was ridiculous 
to expect us to be for or against this type of proposal when we simply did not have the evidence on the table and we did 
not have the information.  I said that it was important that we go through appropriate and proper processes.  There was 
considerable community pressure on me to oppose this proposal.  Throughout this process, I said that I would not 
oppose it because that would simply be a cheap political stunt.  Far from running an orchestrated scaremongering 
campaign, I said, “This is how the process should run.  Let’s go with the process.” 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Why did you oppose it eventually? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  In the end, I opposed it for a very good reason.  I issued an ultimatum in a 90-second statement.  I 
said either the proponents accepted the criterion that when the Wollongong SWERF became fully operational at a 
commercial level we would have a 12-month independent analysis of the emissions data or I would oppose the 
proposal.  I said that to them half a dozen times, and then I formally informed them of it.  I made that statement in the 
Parliament in early December.  An article was published in the 18 December edition of the Comment News, which put 
that ultimatum to the proponents.  They again characterised my request for a 12-month independent emissions analysis 
of the Wollongong SWERF as unreasonable.  I basically said to them that they should put up or shut up; they should 
accept my request or I would oppose the proposal.  I am not saying that the Government said that.  I am talking about 
why I eventually opposed the proposal.  In fact, in about February or March this year - that is, a full year after the 
process had been kicked off and after I had set up the community consultative process - I put out a leaflet opposing the 
proposal.  I had also visited the New South Wales SWERF and the New South Wales Environment Protection 
Authority.  It had very strong concerns about the operation of the SWERF in Wollongong.  I also visited Greenpeace in 
New South Wales.  In fact, as a member of Parliament, the only junket I have been on and the only time I have used my 
imprest account so far has been to go to Wollongong.  I do not know whether members are familiar with the words of 
the Aunty Jack song - 

I’ve been everywhere . . . I’ve been to Wollongong, Wollongong, Wollongong . . . .”  

That is my song in terms of parliamentary travel.  The only imprest trip I have taken since I got into Parliament was to 
Wollongong to visit a rubbish plant.  I eventually opposed the plant.  It is important to say at this time -  

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Are you opposing it outright?   

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  At that stage I opposed it outright.  The Wollongong plant had a developmental licence for 
30 000 tonnes of municipal solid waste a year.  Its final anticipated commercial operating level was 150 000 tonnes a 
year.  Its licence represented 20 per cent of its final capacity.  I cannot remember the exact figures, but for the first nine 
months of the 2001 year - that was the data we had available - it operated at 1.5 per cent of its final anticipated capacity.  
It processed fewer than 2 000 tonnes of municipal solid waste.  It operated at that level because the operators could not 
get the plant to work.  The char gasifier - I will not bore the member with the technical details - was shut down.  In the 
end, nameplate capacity testing on the plant was suspended because they could not get the thing to work.  As far as I 
know, it is still not working at anywhere near its developmental capacity, let alone its final anticipated capacity.   

My opposition to this proposal has been characterised as scaremongering.  What would a scaremonger do?  He would 
orchestrate a campaign.  He would get in at the start and spread fear.  I tried to reduce the heat on this issue and shed 
some light on it through the community consultative committee.  I suggested a pathway.  I did not do this alone.  I had 
the assistance of the member for Southern River, who was kept informed of this every step of the way.  It also affected 
his constituents.   

Mr P.W. Andrews:  It was absolutely the right process.   

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I suggested a pathway forward.  It was the middle ground; a cautious approach.  The initial 
commitment that I and the members for Southern River and Thornlie made was that there would not be a facility in that 
area unless it could be proved conclusively that it was safe.  We were simply following through and adding detail to that 



4128 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 

 

process.  It is completely wrong to characterise it as scaremongering and as running a nimby campaign.  It is wrong.  In 
the end I became a passionate opponent of the project simply because the proponents refused to accept the 12-month 
independent emissions requirement.  In the end it was not the intervention of the Minister for the Environment and 
Heritage that effectively killed the proposal to locate it in Maddington; it was the intervention of the Minister for 
Energy.  The Minister for Energy outlined his reasons for that in response to a grievance in May.  The proposed location 
was lot 280 Kelvin Road, Maddington, which is in a thin industrial strip between the suburbs of Maddington and 
Kenwick.  The Minister for Energy accepted that a suburban location like that was entirely inappropriate for developing 
unproven technology.  I do not think he said it as strongly as I did.  I referred to the development of unproven and 
therefore potentially risky technology.   

Mr J.H.D. Day:  It was a very hasty decision made by the minister prior to the completion of the environmental reviews.  
It seemed to be political.   

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  The process had been going on.  There was enough evidence that this mob could not do what it 
said it was going to do.  I visited the Wollongong SWERF with an industrial chemist who worked in Beckenham.  He 
asked a question about the operating temperature of the controversial back end of the plant - the pyrolysis section.  The 
operator refused to answer the question on the ground that, as someone with expertise, the engineer could back-engineer 
the plant from that simple bit of data.  It simply did not ring true.  The operators were miles away from having anything 
near proven technology.  I am not opposed to these things, but if they are to be built, the operators must first prove 
them, and then take a cautious approach and locate them away from people.  Eventually if a project develops a track 
record of operating safely, we can consider locating the plant closer to people.  I did not want to be responsible for such 
a plant being situated in my area.  I may have only one term in this place.  I did not want my legacy to the people of 
Maddington to be the same legacy as that left to the people of Wagerup.   

MRS C.L. EDWARDES (Kingsley) [4.44 pm]:  On this occasion I again talk about the labour relations reforms that 
were introduced by the Government this year.  I have cited in this House a number of examples of the effects of those 
reforms, and I will continue to do so as they come to my attention.  I believe that all the concerns that were part of the 
so-called fear campaign the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection accused me of carrying out during the 
debate are coming to fruition.  The concerns about the costs to businesses are now fact.  That has several ramifications.  
Businesses have a number of options if their wages costs increase: reduce the working hours of staff, increase the costs 
of those services and/or products to their clients and/or customers, or close up shop.  It is early days, but already 
significant examples are coming forward, and many are from those industries in which businesses trade seven days a 
week.  However, I will later refer to an example of an operation that runs from Monday to Saturday.  It is not a seven-
day-a-week trading enterprise.  It closes at lunchtime on Saturday.  The wages cost impact on that business is enormous. 

When we debate this issue in this House or in the community, the Government is very quick to say that small business 
is still important, and it reminds small businesses about what it has done for electricity reform.  Mark Pownall’s 
editorial in today’s Western Australian Business News states -  

But an 8.5 per cent cut in electricity prices over a decade or more will hardly make up for poor policies, such 
as industrial relations changes . . .    

The editorial refers to a couple of other issues, such as cracking down on contractors etc.  However, it focuses on the 
industrial relations changes that will affect small business.  An 8.5 per cent reduction in electricity costs nowhere near 
equates to the increased costs of wages, as I will again point out.   

One of the examples I bring to this House is that of a caravan park proprietor.  We have talked about tourist operators.  
The Labor Party said in a pre-election policy statement that small business and tourism operators are the lifeblood of the 
tourism industry.  A caravan park operator that employs cleaning staff on a flat hourly rate has calculated that the new 
rates make it barely viable to employ people on Saturdays, and it is even worse on Sundays.  The previous rates of $14 
to $16 an hour have jumped to $21.15 an hour on Saturdays and $24.67 an hour on Sundays.  That is not counting the 
cost of linen, utilities and consumables.  That expense is for a cabin that is rented out for $49 a night.  The operator will 
not make any money on that.  It will have to rethink the operation.  Another example relates to tourism operators in 
Margaret River and the Swan Valley.  A 21-year-old counter hand was paid $468.74 for working the Easter weekend 
this year.  Next year that same employee will have to be paid $960.  The reality is that that employee will probably 
receive nothing next year because the cost of employing him will be prohibitive. 

In the November-December edition of BusinessPulse a financial consultant gives a hypothetical example of a small 
office that employs six staff under state workplace agreements.  Those employees fall under the Clerks (Commercial, 
Social and Professional Services) Award.  The business operates a 41-hour week.  It works business hours Monday to 
Friday and 9.00 am to 12 noon on Saturday.  Workers compensation premiums are 1.5 per cent of wages, and the 
superannuation guarantee is paid at nine per cent on all hours.  The business in this example falls under the payroll tax 
threshold.  Any organisation that meets the payroll threshold of $675 000 would have to factor that into the cost of 
losing its workplace agreements system.  Currently grade 1 rate is $11.35 an hour, grade 2, $12.50 and grade 3, $13.  
The total cost for those employees per annum is $176 844.  If they are transferred to the award, their hourly rates will 
become $12.59, $13.28 and $13.82 respectively.  That does not sound like a big increase.  However, with the addition 
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of all the cost components, including three hours on Saturday mornings at 1.5 times the rate for the first two hours and 
double time for the third hour and annual leave loading of 17.5 per cent - no superannuation is paid on overtime - the 
total cost for those employees will be $196 996 per annum.  That is an increase of 11.4 per cent for the same level of 
productivity.  That company has the option of employing casual or part-time staff to work the Saturday hours, 
increasing prices, reducing opening hours, introducing new technology to reduce staff requirements, or going to 
Australian workplace agreements. 

I will refer to the comments of the minister yesterday on the Office of the Employment Advocate and his assessment of 
the no-disadvantage test.  I will address that matter because it is very important.  Individual Australian workplace 
agreements will allow more flexibility in staff utilisation and reduce hourly rates on Saturday.   

Another example is Matilda Bay Restaurant, which will add a $3 surcharge per person on Saturday and Sunday.  
Warwick Lavis of that restaurant, in an interview with Paul Murray on 6PR Radio on 2 December, referred to the fact 
that the majority of cafes are charging 10 per cent.  One cafe he visited in Fremantle is charging 12.5 per cent; that is 
$3.10 for a coffee plus 12.5 per cent on a Saturday or Sunday.  Those coffees on a Saturday and Sunday are now 
becoming very expensive.  Members should bear in mind that Fremantle is a tourist precinct in addition to a business 
and residential area.  A previous caller on the same radio program said that the legislation had forced him to add a 
surcharge to his business totalling $100 a day, or 10 per cent.  Basically these examples highlight the fact that the 
legislation is putting businesses back into the penalty rate system; that is, forcing seven-day operations to incur extra 
costs.  Paul Murray said that when he was the editor of The West Australian he negotiated penalty rates out of the 
system there because, as he correctly said, a newspaper is a 24-hours a day, seven days a week business and there 
should be no penalty rates for journalists but, rather, a reward for the work they do. 

Mr Lavis of the Matilda Bay Restaurant said that under workplace agreements he rewarded employees on their 
performance.  He, therefore, had 18 and 19-year-old youths getting the equivalent of a full pay rate because their 
agreement was based on performance; whereas now some of those employees have lost out because he must pay them 
award rates.  He said that he does not have enough of a margin to reward those people, so they have had to go back onto 
the award.  He said to Paul Murray -  

We’ve put all our staff back onto award and so there has been some losers and unfortunately the winners aren’t 
necessarily my best performers. 

That is another example at the Matilda Bay Restaurant. 

The member for Dawesville referred another example to me of a restaurant down his way.  He and his party arrived at 
the restaurant at seven o’clock, their orders were taken at 7.30 pm but by 10 o’clock their main courses still had not 
been delivered.  The proprietor said that he had to put off all his staff in the evening and only he and his wife ran the 
restaurant after hours.  That business will not be able to continue to attract the patronage that it rightly deserves because 
it can no longer afford the penalty rates that employees will now have the right to demand.  

There was a story in The West Australian of Friday, 27 September about the Blue Duck Cafe, in which Mr Kim Gamble 
was reported as follows - 

“The Blue Duck is an icon, an institution.  But at the end of the day it is a business,” Mr Gamble said. 

 . . .  

“I just don’t know if my customers will wear paying $4 to $4.50 for a cappuccino,” he said.   

Many of his staff were university students who wanted to work weekends and public holidays to fit in with 
their studies. 

Another restaurant, Cicerello’s Fish and Chips, was referred to in the same article, and owner Tony Unmack said he 
was already cutting staff to try to contain costs.   

I raised a question in the House last week about Munro’s Plantation tearooms.  In his response to my question, the 
minister said that Munro’s had been operating successfully prior to 1993, which is when Munro’s were on awards.  
However, the minister failed to recognise that the staff numbers in that business grew under the coalition Government’s 
legislation.  Therefore, the number of people that the owner was able to employ prior to 1993 was far fewer than the 
number of people he employed after 1993.  That is what our legislation provided for: a level of flexibility to allow 
businesses to grow.  Businesses that would like to grow are having second thoughts.  They do not want to jump in and 
take that opportunity. 

I refer to the minister’s comments yesterday about the Office of the Employment Advocate.  There is more to be said 
about the way the Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission is likely to interpret the no-disadvantage test for 
employer-employee agreements.  The minister has failed to recognise that the Office of the Employment Advocate 
conducts no-disadvantage tests very thoroughly and no-one overall will be worse off.  Therefore, seven-day-a-week 
operations will be disadvantaged if they cannot trade off and/or annualise wage rates together with penalty rates.  The 
examination in the no-disadvantage test overall is very strict.  People have a choice of when they want to work but they 
cannot choose not to take the money.  The minister implied in an answer to a question without notice that people were 
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choosing not to take the money.  However, overall no-one will be worse off because penalty rates can be annualised.  In 
the answer to the question, the minister referred to the Foodland agreement.  I know of several supermarkets and other 
retail outlets that were caught by the Foodland enterprise bargaining agreement.  Several representatives from those 
supermarkets have come to my office wanting to know how they can get out of it because the effect on their operations 
and costs is not exactly what they thought it would be.  It does not allow them the flexibility to work from Thursday to 
Sunday, which is when most small businesses operate.  I would be concerned, therefore, if the minister continued to 
hold up the Foodland agreement as a good example because it has already started to fall into disrepute with a number of 
people who have inadvertently been caught in it. 

Another sector which will be affected greatly and which we will be looking at carefully in next year’s budget is 
community care services.  That sector employs people who earn a limited amount of money for the services they carry 
out.  They provide a range of services that enable people to live in their own homes and to participate as members of the 
community.  They provide services such as home nursing, domestic assistance, day centres, transport, care coordination, 
personal care, in-home respite, meals on wheels, information and other services.  Those services do not cater for people 
with disabilities who personally employ people in their home to carry out these functions; that is another group of 
people who do not come under the umbrella of large charitable or religious organisations.  The people who receive 
community care are frail, have disabilities, are recovering from illnesses or injuries and have mental illnesses; their 
carers are often their family members.  A large proportion of those employees are casual and part-time workers, a high 
proportion being women aged 45 years or over.   

I have other statistics that identify that 17 per cent of those care workers come from non-English speaking backgrounds.  
The following recent legislative changes have had a significant impact on that sector: the abolition of state workplace 
agreements; increased minimum employment conditions; the clarification of the definition of casual employee and 
entitlements of casual employees; and the move towards coverage by the award.  The last item is probably the one that 
will cause the most problems for this industry.  No award in this State covers the community care service sector and 
obviously that issue will be progressed by the respective unions and community care organisations.  If those 
organisations are expected to pay the wages and the penalty rates required under the award, they will require capacity to 
fund those increases over the short and medium term.  This is critical for those organisations.  Many people within those 
organisations are fearful for their jobs and a number have already lost their jobs.  If those organisations do not receive 
funding to cover those increased rates, there will be a loss of services.  The federal and State Governments provide the 
funding for those organisations.  
[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 
Mrs C.L. EDWARDES:  The Minister for Community Development has always said that this is a matter for the 
Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection.  It is not a matter for the Minister for Consumer and Employment 
Protection; it is clearly a matter for the Minister for Community Development, because she is the one responsible for 
making sure that those services continue at at least the same level as they are being delivered today.  If as a result of the 
Government’s legislation those employees are put back onto an award rate, which includes penalty rates, it is incumbent 
on the Government to make sure that the community care sector has the necessary funds to cover those increased costs.  
We have heard nothing from the Minister for Community Development that that is even under consideration and she 
continues to refer the matter back to the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection.  The Minister for 
Consumer and Employment Protection will not be sorting out the budget of the Minister for Community Development.  
It would be the first time if that were the case.  I would have loved another minister to have come in and fought for my 
budget when we were in government.  It does not happen that way.  The only way this will happen is if the Minister for 
Community Development does an analysis, assessment and a review of all of those organisations, together with those 
people who are being employed directly by Home Care, to ensure that those services will still be provided at the current 
rate, and that will mean an increased level of funding.  At the moment, those organisations are paying the minimum 
wage rate.  If they move under an award, the organisations must have money to cover the increase.  A number have 
already gone over to a collective federal agreement; some have looked at employing their staff as contractors.  They are 
already starting to make decisions about how to employ staff, because they are concerned that their care costs will 
increase significantly and they have no capacity to earn extra money.  Their only option would be to cut services.  
People who work in those fields are compassionate and they would find it very difficult to cut the services they provide 
to their clients. 

I would like to raise another issue for the minister’s attention.  Last week a couple of matters came to my attention 
about what is happening on building sites.  I know that when the minister gets letters from contractors and builders he 
looks for the words “this is a formal complaint”.  I do not know whether he really does that, but he does not accept 
letters as a form of complaint and forwards them to Building Industry and Special Projects Inspectorate for 
investigation.  That is a concern.  If somebody takes the time to write to the minister about a problem, hey, they are 
complaining and they want that complaint investigated.  Last week a couple of people raised with me the issue of 
intimidation by the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union on a particular building site involving 
subcontractors whose work was outside the main enterprise bargaining agreement contract.  The EBA contract covered 
a particular area of work and this work was being carried out on an adjoining location.  The CFMEU had an EBA in 
connection with the first site and insisted that those subcontractors and their workers also join the CFMEU, so they had 
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to employ a union builder’s labourer to help them with their job.  One bloke said, “Hey, I’m out of here; forget it!”  The 
other bloke put up with it for a while until he was stopped from carrying out the job himself.  He is a hands-on owner-
operator, he is in there doing the work himself, and he was stopped from doing that work, which was outside the area of 
the EBA.   
The other issue involved cartons of beer.  Contractors are having to drive around with cartons of Crown Lager in the 
boots of their cars.  They may be members of another union, such as the Transport Workers Union - not members of the 
CFMEU - and they may want to use a lift on the building site.  It means a carton of Crown Lager for the bloke to press 
the button to move the material up in the lift; it means another carton of Crown Lager to move the tools out of the lift 
onto the landing; it means another carton of Crown Lager if he wants to come back down again.  This does not involve 
the main building contractors; this impacts on the small subbies, little people in small businesses who cannot afford to 
buy Crown Lager for themselves.  Illegal practices are occurring on these sites and the Government is turning a blind 
eye. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  That is totally untrue. 
Mrs C.L. EDWARDES:  As I understand it, these matters are not being investigated. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  They are being investigated.  Charges have been laid and convictions have been recorded. 

Mrs C.L. EDWARDES:  This only happened two weeks ago. 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You are saying a blind eye is being turned to it.  That is totally untrue.  Complaints are fully 
investigated.  What often happens is that people complain to you or me, and when the Building Industry and Special 
Projects Inspectorate investigates the matter, the complainants say they do not want to make a formal complaint.  
However, when they do complain, the matter is investigated.  If the facts are there, charges are laid.  Charges have 
already been laid in a number of cases and one clear conviction has been recorded. 
Mrs C.L. EDWARDES:  The other thing is the intimidation encountered when laying a complaint.  They say, “So 
you’re the scum who rang up the BISPI office.”  The pressure that is put onto that subcontractor is enormous.  The issue 
is that they do not receive the same support from BISPI that the builders and the subcontractors used to receive from the 
building task force.  I have raised in this House a number of times the practices that have been occurring on building 
sites for a long time and which have increased and become worse.  Unless an effective body is in place and the 
Government makes a commitment to stamp out these practices, they will never be stamped out.  People will always 
have to travel around with a boot load of Crown Lager to ensure that things get done on building sites.  That is not 
acceptable.  People feel intimidated if they complain.   

The tragedy is that none of the troubles that are now being experienced by small businesses needed to be experienced.  
The Government introduced the legislation and it was quite clear that it would result in union domination.  The 
Government has continued to say that it will put balance back into the system.  However, the balance is not there; the 
balance has swung the other way.  The Opposition has raised the issue of costs in the Parliament.  At one stage, I 
thought that the Government was oblivious to the debate that was taking place.  I think the Government just does not 
get the fact that there are costs involved with running a business.  People do not go into business unless they can make 
money.  Most business operators take home less than they pay their employees.  Quite clearly that will be the case under 
the new labour relations legislation.  I will continue to raise these issues with the Government as they arise in an 
endeavour to get it to make changes.  The impact on small businesses will be enormous.  Some small businesses will go 
out of business; some people will have their hours of work reduced, which means they will take home less pay; others 
will lose their jobs; and university students will not have jobs.  Young people and women will be impacted on the most.   

Again, I raise the issue of workers compensation.  If the Government proceeds with the amendments that it has 
proposed in its October draft position paper, the cost of the workers compensation system in this State will increase.  
Based on the Government’s report, the cost will increase from 7.5 per cent to 13.8 per cent.  The 
PricewaterhouseCoopers actuarial report estimates an even higher figure.  Yes, there will be increased costs in the order 
of $100 million in the first year.  That is not an exaggeration; that is based on current costs.  Yesterday the minister 
acknowledged that insurers have collected $600 million and have paid out in the order of $340 million, but that the gap 
of nearly $300 million was not profit.  That gap is to cover the tail of the costs for claims that are still in the system.  
Therefore, the minister does not fully understand that there will be extra costs over and above the current costs as a 
result of the changes that this Government has proposed to the workers compensation system.  It cannot keep working 
on the current premiums, because there is retrospectivity.  As soon as the legislation is proclaimed, as outlined in the 
Government’s position paper, there will be retrospectivity.  Therefore, the insurance companies legally must ensure that 
those funds are available to cover the claims.  If those insurance companies fall over, that money must be available in a 
fund to cover those workers compensation claims.  The impact of the changes to the workers compensation system on 
the current costs will be in the order of $100 million in the first year, and probably just under $60 million in any one 
year.  It is naive of the Government to believe that these costs will not be passed on by way of increased premiums.  
With the support of the Parliament, the previous Government reduced workers compensation premiums.  The challenge 
for this Government is to live up to its commitment that any changes it would make would result in a net-out effect or at 
least would reduce premiums.  I do not believe that will happen.  
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MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [5.14 pm]:  It amazes me that we are discussing such an important Bill as the 
Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 3) in the dying hours of this session of Parliament.  The importance of 
scrutinising the affairs of the Government and its budget is paramount.  Bills that have been passed through this 
Parliament in the past couple of weeks will not receive passage through the Legislative Council, and the Leader of the 
House knows it.  To debate this Bill at the eleventh hour is not good enough, particularly at this time of the year when 
members need to attend a number of government department functions outside of the Parliament.  I would have thought 
it would be preferable to deal with this legislation when the Parliament had plenty of time so that it could be thoroughly 
analysed.   

The Department of the Premier and Cabinet has a budget of $3.449 million.  The overruns can mainly be attributed to 
additional expenditure on the Safer WA program.  Answers to questions asked in Parliament indicate that the $1 million 
for the Safer WA budget has not been spent.  Does that mean that the budget will increase from $1 million to 
$2 million, or has the Government syphoned that $1 million from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet for 
another purpose? 

Mr J.N. Hyde interjected. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  It has not been spent at all to date?  We are halfway through the financial year.  This was the 
answer to a question that was asked yesterday in the Legislative Council about how much the City of Stirling had asked 
for and how much was expended.  I do not have a copy of the answer to that question with me.  However, I know that 
the member for Perth has an interest in this matter and I suggest that he read the answer.  It gives the impression that 
there will be a further $1 million when in actual fact the $1 million that was budgeted has not even been spent.   

Another issue is the increase of $499 000 in rent for ministerial offices and the $300 000 cost of the restructure of 
ministerial portfolios.  The Government has reduced the number of ministers by three and I thought that the 
parliamentary secretaries would do what they normally do.  I note with interest that it appears as though they are acting 
as de facto ministers.   

The budget of the Department of Conservation and Land Management is $6.955 million.  The overruns in relation to 
compensation for a reduction in the volumes of native forest log production for jarrah, karri and native forest chip logs 
have been reduced.  That has reduced CALM’s revenue base by $4.6 million.  Surprise, surprise!  It was always an 
implication of the Government’s old-growth forest policy that there would be a reduction in CALM’s revenue.  I 
thought that Treasury would have made that very clear to the Government when the budget was set.  Now it must find 
more money for CALM.  There has also been an overspending of $900 000 in the creation of the Conservation 
Commission of Western Australia and the Forest Products Commission.  I thought that the legislation that went through 
the Parliament while the previous Government was in power would have made it very clear to this Government that a 
certain cost would be involved in setting up government departments; yet there is a requirement for nearly an extra 
$7 million.   

The cost of wildfire suppression exceeded the budget allocation by $3.2 million and CALM has been able to absorb 
$2.8 million of the total wildfire expenditure, so the net extra cost will be $400 000.  If we have more days like today, 
and a number of lightning strikes occur in this very dry weather, this budget, too, will blow out.  It gives the lie to the 
Government’s comments about putting more money into fire control.  The budget has not been increased at all, so we 
are being deceived by the Government.  The $7 million for conservation and land management is additional to the 
$2 million for the productivity and labour relations workers assistance package for the forest industry.  I wonder 
whether that relates to the Government’s budget into which the Government counted $15 million of federal Government 
money. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The federal Government has not given us that money. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I know, but the Government counted that money into its budget when it knew full well that there 
was no certainty about that money coming forward.  There is the Regional Forest Agreement, the level of 286 000 cubic 
metres of jarrah under that agreement and the commitment of $20 million of which $5 million has been spent.  As for 
the remaining $15 million, the federal Government could quite rightly say that the State Government has cut that 
286 000 cubic metres down to less than 140 000 cubic metres, so it will give the State Government not $15 million but 
$7.5 million.  The impact of that on business would be that tax would be paid on it, so the net benefit to business in 
Western Australia would be $3.5 million.  It is not good enough.  The minister needs to have a good look at it.  He 
needs to make sure that he is aware of these issues.  He should have been well and truly aware of the impact of the 
decision when he made it, and sufficient funds should have been allocated at that time. 

Another issue is that $20 million was allocated to the Metropolitan Health Service Board; $52 million is the health 
contribution to the hospital fund; $15 million is allocated to implement reforms; and $1.5 million has been allocated for 
the nurses enterprise bargaining agreement.  The list goes on.  I would like more time to delve into the budget.  I 
daresay that there will be time between now and the end of the financial year to get some more definitive answers from 
the Government. 
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I now refer to some matters in my electorate.  I promised the Leader of the House that I would not speak for too long on 
this debate, but there are some disturbing things happening in my electorate.  I have alluded to them by way of question 
and debate in this place.  The number of new families that are being directed to Manjimup - particularly Aboriginal 
families with special difficulties - is causing huge pressure on that community’s resources, whether they be the police, 
the Department of Education, the special education centre, the Department for Community Development, the hospital, 
mental health facilities, diabetes facilities, or allied health facilities.  They are all being put under great strain because of 
a policy.  I expect that those people are being directed to Manjimup because of the cost of housing and the availability 
of more Homeswest housing.  However, no support services have been put in place to cater for that influx of people.  It 
is burning out very good public servants in Manjimup.  The impact of that large influx of families is causing the socio-
base of Manjimup to alter quite significantly. 
The visiting medical practitioners’ agreement that was signed by the Department of Health, on the basis of a contract of 
three years with a clause on a three-months cessation of the agreement, means that very few doctors will move from the 
metropolitan area to rural Western Australia.  How many young doctors do members think will go to downtown 
Manjimup or Pemberton, even though they are lovely places in which to live, on the basis of a three-year contract with a 
clause that enables the termination of that contract with three months notice?  I put it to members that not too many 
doctors will go to those areas.   
The local newspaper in Pemberton has the headline, “No quick fix for doctor shortage in Pemberton”.  The truth of the 
matter is that the Department of Health has been deficient in resolving the issue that has come about between the local 
doctor with visiting rights and the director of nursing in Pemberton Hospital.  The chief executive officer of the south 
west health service is aware of the situation.  I have assisted in getting four people from the community to sit down to 
try to resolve the issue, but the Department of Health has failed to resolve the issue and satisfy the concerns of the 
doctor who had visiting medical rights for that hospital. 
Five or six of our pioneers have been turned away from Pemberton Hospital in the past couple of months.  A Pemberton 
matriarch of 102 years who was taken to the hospital by her 70-year-old son, because her doctor did not have visiting 
medical rights, was not allowed to enter that hospital.  Was she going to dirty some sheets?  Would she use up some 
resources?  A 97-year-old pioneer, Jack Collins, whose family was one of the founding families of the Pemberton 
district, had to be sent to Bridgetown because he could not be admitted to the Pemberton Hospital.  Mrs Moltoni, an 85-
year-old matriarch of the large Moltoni family, had to be turned away from the hospital.  This week one of our 
champions, Vic Conti, is in the Mount Hospital.  He was very emotional this morning when I went to see him, because 
he was not sure whether he could go back to Pemberton and stay in the brand new $7 million hospital for which he 
worked very hard to raise funds, because his doctor does not have visiting rights.  The Department of Health stands 
condemned for not resolving this matter.   

I could mention a host of other things, but I have gone on for more than the 10 minutes that I said I would.  I have 
serious concerns, and I will raise these matters again and again.  It is a disgrace when a brand new, $7 million hospital 
in a country town, with a nursing wing and acute nursing wing, is being bypassed by ambulance drivers who are 
frazzled because they are overworked and the Department of Health has not been able to resolve the issue.  I want the 
Minister for Health to take that on board, get his staff to read this speech, go to Manjimup and Pemberton, talk to Mr 
Moodie and get the answers for the local doctor who has great credibility in that community, sort out the differences 
between him and the Department of Health director of nursing, and let us have a hospital that has a doctor with visiting 
medical rights.  It is not good enough that a brand new hospital is being bypassed by a whole range of people.  One can 
only imagine what is going through the minds of those elderly people in their 80s and 90s when they cannot gain access 
to the very hospital into which they have put their money, hard work and toil, and they must be transferred.  What does 
that do to their mental state, the mental state of their families and the mental state of the elderly support group?  It is not 
good enough.  I ask that the Government heed this plea and make sure that these matters are resolved as soon as 
possible. 

MR N.R. MARLBOROUGH (Peel - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.29 pm]:  I want to touch on a couple of matters in the 
short time available.  The first is the proposed transfer of the live sheep trade from Fremantle to Kwinana.  I made a 
speech on this matter in Parliament some six months ago when I opposed such a move.  I raise the matter again because 
the Environmental Protection Authority released a report last week that said such an industry can be accommodated at 
James Point in Kwinana.  I want quickly to reiterate why I oppose that EPA position and hope that the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure will see fit also to oppose it.   

Simply put, the position is this: I am not opposed to the industry, although I live in Fremantle and to the degree the 
industry impacts on Fremantle, I suffer from it.  I am not asking for the industry to be moved from Fremantle to James 
Point.  The industry provides a lot of export dollars.  My preference has always been for the industry to be carried out in 
Western Australia.  Governments need to look at the issue of this State’s jobs being exported overseas, and we must 
strive wherever possible to prevent that in this or any other industry.  My electorate suffers from an unemployment rate 
of 12.9 per cent, which is the highest in Australia.  The young men and women in my electorate who leave high school 
at year 12 would appreciate those jobs being in Western Australia.  It is time we reviewed the live sheep export 
industry.  If the industry is moved to James Point, 250 000 sheep will be kept in holding pens next to the wharf for 
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fairly lengthy periods.  People are not permitted to live within the industrial buffer zone because the scientific studies 
carried out by the EPA indicate that it is not in the best interests of their health, given the air quality within those zones.  
If, on the basis of those studies, it is not good enough for humans to spend lengthy periods in an industrial buffer zone, 
it is not appropriate for sheep to be held in pens for a number of weeks between ship visits.  

There are no holding pens on the wharf at Fremantle because there is not enough room.  The semitrailers park alongside 
the ship, off-load the sheep and send them straight up a ramp on board the ship.  It is costly and takes four or five days 
to load a ship.  One of the reasons that a greenfields site like James Point is being considered by industry is that it would 
provide an opportunity to load the sheep very quickly, unhampered by the infrastructure of the wharf.  
In accordance with the Fremantle-Rockingham Industrial Area Regional Strategy report, initiated by the previous 
Government and supported by the Australian Labor Party, the Government is well on the way to completing the 
purchase of all the housing in Hope Valley and Wattleup.  It presently owns about 70 per cent of the houses.  By the end 
of next year a new industrial estate of about 840 hectares will cover the areas of Hope Valley and Wattleup.  It will be 
twice the size of Kings Park.  It will be the biggest industrial estate in the whole of Australia.  If it is not good enough 
for human beings to live there 24 hours a day, for the same reasons, it is not appropriate to leave sheep in holding pens 
for up to two weeks waiting for vessels.  The live sheep export industry would be placed cheek by jowl with growing 
existing industries.  With the conversion of the Kwinana power station to gas, its capacity is being doubled.  The 
Government has recently ticked off on the HIsmelt project, which will be established just south of Point James.  I can 
see the potential for industrial problems with workers working in the vicinity of 250 000 sheep being held in open pens 
alongside industry.  I emphasise my objections to the Environmental Protection Authority’s proposal on those grounds.  
It would be inhumane to hold sheep in that area in an industrial buffer zone for any lengthy period, just as it would be 
inhumane to allow humans to reside in a buffer zone, as the scientists have been telling us for many years.  
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  I understand that the Premier is concerned about the premature demise of those sheep. 
Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  As I said earlier, my preference is that the sheep slaughter industry be carried out in 
Western Australia so that there would be no need for live exports.  As the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 
correctly said - I know she shares my concern in this regard - if 250 000 sheep were held in pens in that area and there 
was an industrial incident, the sheep would not be given priority, human beings would be.  The possibility exists, be it 
ever so slight, that there would be mass injuries to or deaths of sheep. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  It would be lambs to the slaughter! 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  The minister took the words right out of my mouth!  No more needs to be said about that.  
Three words fully describe the minister’s and my concerns. 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Four words, actually. 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  Four words - I cannot count. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You have compassion for our furry friends! 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  I share the minister’s compassion.  Lambs to the slaughter could well be the outcome of 
such an event.  

On a more serious note, as I have said in my previous speeches on this matter, this is an ideal industry to be placed in 
regional areas such as Albany, Geraldton and Bunbury.  It should be encouraged to go to regional areas and 
Governments should continue to work on strategies that will increase job opportunities in those areas.  I hope that the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, who I know has a keen interest in this matter, will consider those views as well 
as the Kwinana Town Council’s opposition and that of the majority of people in the Kwinana region to the 
establishment of this industry in James Point.  As I said before, that area is unique real estate, which should be 
exclusively set aside for heavy industry based on export.  That is what it is for; not for a live sheep trade.  It should be 
there exclusively for industries like Alcoa and HIsmelt that need to be on the waterfront, close to wharf facilities to 
accommodate their export requirements.  

I take a slightly different view of Lang Hancock from that of other members I have heard today.  Lang Hancock is dead.  
That is an obvious fact.  It should be in our minds and in our hearts when we consider what we say about the man who, 
whether we like him or not, played something of a significant part in our industrial history.  Some of the most upsetting 
aspects of the whole Hancock saga arose before his death, in which I was directly involved, because I am one of the 
very few people -  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Did you say you were directly involved in his death? 

Mr N.R. MARLBOROUGH:  I was referring to matters that occurred before his death of which I was directly aware, 
because I think I am one of the very few people in this House who had the opportunity to meet him and talk to him.  
The comments about Aboriginal people attributed to him in the early 1980s were certainly not comments I support and I 
doubt that anyone present today in this Parliament would support them, although I know at least one politician who 
might have, historically.  Lang Hancock should be remembered in the context that he was not a member of Parliament, 
elected to represent people.  He was not a member of any political party.  He simply happened to be an industrialist 
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whose comments were news copy of the day.  If he made a statement, the media picked it up and ran with it.  He held 
no community responsibility other than in his role as an industrialist.  To compare him with an historical, political 
figure is not an appropriate measure.  However, it is appropriate to say clearly that I objected to his statements at the 
time and I would again if he made them today.  I am surrounded by many people whose views of the world I would 
object to.  He must be seen in that context.  

The other issue surrounding Lang Hancock is his history in connection with asbestos.  I also have a history with 
asbestos.  As a young apprentice at Chamberlain, I worked with asbestos in the tractor assembly and testing area.  
Chamberlain made its own brake linings and tested them.  After the brakes were tested, we used an air hose to clear out 
the brake drums.  I have always carried a concern that I may have been affected by asbestos residue as a result of the 
work I did as a fitter and turner.   

Secondly, in my working life in 1973, I was the convenor of the Amalgamated Metal Workers Union at Cape Lambert.  
I think I hold the historical distinction of being the first person in that era to ban the use of asbestos.  At Cape Lambert, 
as a 28-year-old in charge of 280 metalworkers, I put a ban on the use of asbestos.  I will tell the House what happened 
to me.  I banned the union’s members from working with asbestos.  At the end of the day, Cliffs Robe River Iron 
Associates, as it was then, and I entered into an agreement under which union members on site would not work with 
asbestos, but contractors would be allowed to come in and do the work, if they deemed it fit to do so.  The deal was that 
every time a new group of contractors came on site, I would meet them and tell them precisely why they were there.  
They were there because we had banned the use of asbestos because we believed it was highly dangerous.  In those 
days, I had come across evidence from America that indicated for the first time, to my knowledge, how dangerous it 
was.  What happened when I put that ban on in 1973?  It is obvious.  Two things happened.  Industry wanted me to lift 
the ban, and so did the union.  Across a broad spectrum of people, that was the view at that time about the dangers of 
asbestos.  When, in 1973, I, as a 30-year-old, put a ban on the use of asbestos at Cape Lambert, the leaders of my union 
flew up there and wanted me to lift the ban.  We did not lift the ban.  It stayed in place for the whole time I was 
convenor, until 1977.  In 1983, when I was a union official, I had cause once again to put a ban on the use of asbestos 
products in the Perth metropolitan area.  I moved to ban asbestos.  Water supply workers were involved because 
asbestos products were in the pipes.  Once again, in 1983, I was approached by a federal official - the federal secretary 
of the union - to remove the ban.   

The only reason I tell those stories is this: people run at different speeds on different issues.  We are all affected by our 
background or our need to know or to tell.  Regardless of whether Hancock had knowledge of asbestos in 1933 or 
whenever, he fits into that category.  People like I did not need much warning before we said it would be banned.  I did 
it on two occasions.  On both occasions, the union movement told me to lift the ban.  I did not lift it on either occasion, 
by the way.  I just wanted to put that into perspective. 

People in political life have taken action against Aboriginal people, and I would be far more concerned about that than 
anything Lang Hancock may have said; and I have already indicated my non-support of his position.  As a young 28-
year-old, I stood on the road at Karratha to try to stop the Noonkanbah convoy that went through the north west, led by 
the then Premier, Sir Charles Court.  I took a stand, in person, against that.  I say to members that the Lang Hancocks of 
this world were not political people; they were industrialists.  Lang Hancock found a bit of iron ore.  It just happened 
that in later years it became a very important piece of iron ore. 

I am not seeking to build a monument to Lang Hancock; I do not believe that there is much of a place for monuments.  I 
am seeking that people, right across the political spectrum, have at least an understanding in their hearts that Lang 
Hancock was an industrialist who holds a place in Western Australian history.  His personal views of the way in which 
the world should operate were completely out of step with mine.  However, today, after his death, we should be 
compassionate enough to recognise that he played a role.  I do not want to see a monument to him on the road to Kings 
Park, in the middle of Perth or anywhere else.  However, I think that we should be able to find it within our hearts to 
recognise the significant role he played in developing the iron ore industry.  As I said earlier, some of the most 
disturbing aspects surrounding Hancock are the things that have happened since his death.  Nobody who has looked at 
the media in the past 12 months could sit idly by and not have a view about the way in which both sides of his family 
have acted in the past 12 months.  I am sure that he deserved and would have wanted something better than that.  I just 
wanted to say those few words, and I will leave it at that. 

In closing, on this last day of sitting, I wish all my colleagues on this side of the House, the Speaker, Deputy Speaker 
and Acting Speakers and all the staff who have looked after us all year a very happy Christmas and new year.  I 
particularly want to wish Madam Whip a merry Christmas, because she might look after me better next year; she has 
been very tough on me this year.  It goes without saying that I pass on my regards to the Opposition and wish them all a 
merry Christmas and a happy new year.  I believe that it is appropriate to do so at this time.  Although we spend time in 
this House debating state concerns, the truth of the matter is that this is one of the few times in Australia’s political 
history when the events that are happening outside the nation dwarf the events occurring inside the nation.  That is the 
truth of politics today.  We can go on as much as we like in this House, but at the moment the truth is that people are 
concerned about what is happening in the world.  We should be concerned about that, and we should make sure that we 
understand it.  I have been around for a long time now - I am 57 years of age.  I had a father and a brother who went to 
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war.  There is little to be gained from those sorts of activities.  We should understand that people in the community are 
concerned about the future.  I have a 12-year-old boy.  I know that he is concerned about the future.  He sees all the 
news.  He does not ask his dad about what is going on in State Parliament; he asks about what is happening in the 
world.  He asks me whether we will be safe, and not blown up, when we go to the local Perth Glory soccer game.  For 
four weeks he asked his mother - he did not ask me - whether his dad, as a member of Parliament, would be safe.  
World politics are dominating the scene today, and that is what we should be concentrating on - where this State sits at 
this time in this nation, and where this nation sits with the rest of the world. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [5.47 pm]:  I will make a couple of comments on what the member for Peel said.  I 
agree with what he said.  However, this State Parliament must also look after the interests of those people in Western 
Australia who desperately need help from the Government.  As much as I regret doing it, on a point of order I ask you, 
Madam Deputy Speaker, to consider the state of the House. 

[Quorum formed.]  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I make no apologies for calling a quorum.  I am not using this opportunity to attack the 
Government or any individual minister, although I could do that.  A week ago I thought of doing it.  Today I make a 
plea that is both personal and on behalf of the 600 Western Australians who each year suffer brain damage and spinal 
cord injuries from mainly road traffic accidents.  I think members are generally aware that a specialised unit has been 
receiving $500 000 a year for the past four years.  It had a three-year agreement with the Road Safety Council, which 
was extended for a further year.  There is no guarantee that the funding for that unit will continue after this year.  I 
commend Gary Hodge, the former chief executive officer of the Road Safety Council, who was the driving force for 
providing that $500 000 a year.  The $500 000 goes to the Western Australian Institute of Medical Research and is 
directed to the neurotrauma research program.  It is a very specialised program.  I make my plea to the Minister for 
Health as a cabinet minister with a special interest in this matter.  I have been told that he supports the program.  I 
appreciate that very much.  I know that many members opposite also support the unit, which is doing groundbreaking 
research.  I know that the members for Girrawheen, Ballajura, Mandurah and Collie support it.  I know that members in 
the other House also support the unit, including Hon Ed Dermer, members of the Greens (WA), members of One 
Nation, Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich and Hon Tom Stephens. 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  And us. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Every person on this side of the House supports the unit receiving that grant.  I appreciate that the 
Treasurer is listening to this, because at the end of the day he has control of the purse strings and can say yes or no.  The 
ministers can go to him with funding applications, but at the end of the day he has the authority to say yes or no.  I am 
grateful that he is in the House to listen to what I have to say.   

This unit is conducting groundbreaking research.  It is providing light at the end of the tunnel for the 600 people a year 
who suffer brain damage and spinal cord injuries.  It is their only hope.  It costs the State $100 million a year to care for 
those people with terrible disabilities.  A $500 000 investment in the unit represents about five per cent of the revenue 
from the Multanova cameras.  The revenue from the Multanova cameras goes to consolidated revenue.  Some money is 
given to the Road Safety Council, and the Government spends the rest on providing roads, fixing black spots and the 
like.  I plead with the Treasurer to allocate $500 000 a year to this specialised unit and give it certainty.  It would like 
more; it could do with more.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Do you have any information about the type of research it does or its research objectives?   

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  It is nasal stem cell research.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes.  It is not embryonic stem cell research.  It is nothing like that.  No ethical issues that people 
might have difficulty with are involved.  The researchers use stem cells from between the nose and the eye.  They have 
found that those cells can regenerate.  They have done tests on rats that have had their spinal cords broken.  The stem 
cells rejuvenate the spinal cord.  It is a world first.  Western Australia is attracting some of the world’s best experts in 
this field.  A conference on this issue is being held and another will be held at the end of January.  Christopher Reeve 
has come from the United States to attend the conference because the issue means so much to him.  I would hate to see 
that sort of groundbreaking research and technology go abroad.  We should look after Western Australians.  This 
program belongs in Western Australia; this is where the technology has been discovered.  It gives people hope.  
Somebody who is brain damaged or has spinal cord injuries and is confined to a wheelchair for the rest of his life has no 
hope of changing that situation and getting back into anything like a normal life.  I have met quadriplegics and 
paraplegics who have no hope of getting out of their wheelchairs.  I have met people who are brain damaged.  I know 
someone who is brain damaged.  That research is the only hope they have.  This would be the best Christmas present 
they would ever get.  I am asking for a very small amount of money in the scheme of things.  I think that the Treasurer 
is a man of integrity.  I am not saying that just because I want him to provide money to the spinal research unit.  I have 
said to him outside the Chamber that he and I get on pretty well.  Deep down, we are decent people, although we have 
different philosophical viewpoints.  We are miles apart in that respect.  Every one of the government members is 
basically a good person; none is evil.  We have different philosophical viewpoints; we always will.  However, I do not 
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doubt that if any government member saw someone lying down injured, he or she would help that person.  I ask the 
Treasurer in particular and the minister for Health, whom I am told supports this, to help.  I know ministers operate 
under budgetary constraints.  I am not looking to the Minister for Health to tell me whether he supports this program 
and whether he will do anything.  It is a difficult thing to reply to tonight.  I am not asking for an unequivocal yes or no 
tonight.  Deep down, the Leader of the House is a decent person, although we have differences of opinion.  I ask the 
Premier to take the lead on this.  The Premier will be told about what happened in the Parliament today.  This is a 
special plea to the Premier, all cabinet ministers and every member of the Labor Party in this Chamber.  I am asking the 
backbenchers to help.  I know that the member for Ballajura supports what I am saying.   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio interjected.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  He does.  He has walked out of the Chamber.  That is a shame, because he supports the unit.  The 
researchers told me that he has told them so.  It may be that he was not being truthful.   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  He misunderstood you.  He is a great supporter of it.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is good.  I would prefer him to be in the Chamber proper rather than behind the Chair.  I am 
told that he is a supporter of the unit.  I promise him that it is a good thing.  I ask the ministers who are here to talk to 
the other ministers and the Premier and to suck up to the Treasurer.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  We have an annual state budget of $11 billion.  All we are asking for is $500 000 a year for this 
vital research.  The research is so important and the amount being asked for is insignificant in the scheme of things.  I 
want all the members of the Labor Party, including the member for Joondalup and the Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Premier, to help.  He is a decent bloke.  I want all those people who have not told this unit that they support it to help.  
They may not have had a chance to tell it they support it.  I plead with members to talk to the Premier about this before 
Christmas.  A funding commitment would be the best Christmas present that could be given to those in Western 
Australia who have been brain damaged or suffer from spinal cord injuries.  

This issue does not affect only people who have been critically injured, mainly in car crashes; it affects their families 
also.  I am talking about many thousands of people.  It does not affect every member in this Chamber.  Members may 
not have somebody in their family who is in that unfortunate situation.  God forbid that they have, because they will 
appreciate what I am saying today and this genuine plea that I am making.  This is Christmastime and the time of 
goodwill.  I do not want to keep the House much longer.  However, I do not apologise for calling for a quorum because 
I want to talk to government members about a matter that is not controversial.  The quorum was called not to have a go 
at any minister, member or the Government in general.  This issue will have an effect on many people who are among 
the most vulnerable in our society.  Three groups of people are particularly vulnerable in our society: children, the 
elderly and the disabled.  Many people who are critically disabled live in hope that something will be found that can 
knit their spinal cord together again.  We think we have found it.  We could be looking at a time frame of five years 
before tests can be done on human beings.  If this vital research cannot be done, it will never happen.  At some stage, 
this tremendous light at the end of the tunnel will go to America, I suggest, because it is of great interest to people in 
other parts of the world.   

Mr M.F. Board:  A lot of intellectual property in WA is for sale. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  As my colleague the member for Murdoch said, there is a lot of intellectual property for sale in 
WA.  Let us not lose it from WA, not for $500 000 a year.  This research has been funded for four years.  It was 
established by the previous Government and I am delighted that this Government continued it.  I do not know who 
would make the announcement if the Deputy Premier agreed and he persuaded his colleagues to agree.  I would 
publicly applaud the Premier if he made that announcement.  If it were the Minister for Health who announced it - to an 
extent it is a health issue - I would applaud him.  If the Minister for Police - who is responsible for road safety - 
announced it, I would applaud her.  If the Minister for Community Development announced it -  because it touches on 
that portfolio too - I would applaud her also.  I would applaud government members opposite if they could do this for 
those people who live desperately in hope.  That is all they have - hope.  There is nothing else they can have but hope.  
Without this funding, that hope will diminish.  I emphasise that we must continue that hope. 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Treasurer) [6.02 pm]:  I thank members for their comments.  I will deal firstly with the 
speech of the member for Hillarys.  I give the member an undertaking that I will have this matter investigated.  I am not 
aware of the details of the funding source that has provided the grant for this spinal research, but I will have the matter 
investigated to determine where the money has been coming from and what opportunities exist for its continuation.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  It was from the Road Safety Council. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  There is a process that the group must go through to apply for a grant.  The group is in the middle of 
that process.  I understand that the grant goes to the road trauma trust fund for consideration and that process is ongoing. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Yes, but they are looking for certainty.  That process will not be completed until some time next year, 
possibly June.  



4138 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 

 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  That process is the same for every research program. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Please let us not talk about budget processes.  This is too important for us to talk about budget 
processes.  The money has come so far from the Road Safety Council, which was a fantastic initiative by Gary Hodge.  
I take my hat off to him for that.  It provided that money for three years.  I commend the Government for giving an 
extra year’s grant.  However, that is all it has been given.  It is going through a process but I am asking the Government 
to give some certainty to the people dependent on that fund.  This issue affects thousands of people in Western 
Australia.  Let us give them a good Christmas by knowing that they will get it from the Government rather than from 
the Road Safety Council. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I appreciate the arguments put by the member for Hillarys.  I understand the tragic circumstances that 
have befallen some people who have suffered spinal cord injury, the loss of mobility and other effects.  The member 
does not have to convince me that it is a worthy cause.  As he knows, there are more worthy causes than there are funds 
available to support them.  I cannot, therefore, give the member an undertaking right here and now that those people 
will be funded or that they will get the certainty that the member is seeking.  However, I give an undertaking that I will 
have the matter investigated, and get a report on the previous funding sources and the options available.  I will make 
sure that the arguments put by the member for Hillarys are properly considered and that the Premier is aware of them.  
That is the best I can do for the member this afternoon.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  That is fair enough.  I appreciate the fact that the Treasurer will go to that trouble and even talk to the 
Premier.  My plea is that it would be the most wonderful Christmas present for a lot of people if the Treasurer could 
make a decision before Christmas. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I understand the argument that the member for Hillarys is making.  I do not think there is more that 
we can do on that issue today.  I say sincerely that I will have the matter investigated. 

I turn now to some comments by the Leader of the Opposition in his opening remarks.  He asked me why we were 
dealing with retrospective appropriations for three financial years’ worth of expenditure under the Treasurer’s Advance 
Account.  That is a legitimate question.  Usually there would be one of these Bills a year rather than one Bill covering 
three years.  The answer is that the 2001 state election and the later than usual 2001-02 budget following on from the 
state election got in the way of doing that in the two previous financial years.  Presumably, the Court Government made 
a decision, because of the impending election, not to load up the legislative program.  I do not know exactly what its 
decision was, but I would have expected it to deal with the 1999-2000 Bill some time in 2000. 

With regard to our part in the decisions, last year we spent a lot of time on our first budget because we had to come to 
grips with the total finances of the State.  As members know, the budget came down in September rather than May, 
which meant that the subsequent budget was introduced after only an eight-month gap.  All those matters put pressure 
on the Department of Treasury and Finance and the politicians, which is why we are dealing with one Bill covering 
three years of unexpected expenditure, rather than three Bills each covering one year. 

The Leader of the Opposition also asked about $148 000 that had been spent in 2000-01 on the restructuring of the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  I am advised that money was used to provide support for cabinet committees 
that were established to deal with environmental policy, regional policy, social policy and economic policy.  The 
incoming Government established that cabinet committee structure and that structure is supported by policy people in 
the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  The additional expenditure of $148 000 was used to establish that support 
structure.  

The Leader of the Opposition also asked why $596 000 was spent on terminating the position of Commissioner of 
Workplace Agreements.  I understand that the payment involved a superannuation liability of $425 000 and a 
redundancy package of $171 000.  As members know it was government policy to abolish the position of Commissioner 
of Workplace Agreements, and when we implemented that government policy, naturally the needs of the person who 
occupied that position had to be taken care of.  At some stage he would have been entitled to superannuation, and in 
addition to that he was paid his redundancy package.  We also had a policy to remove 60 people from the Senior 
Executive Service of the Public Sector, and I assume the Commissioner of Workplace Agreements would have been 
one of those.   

The Leader of the Opposition also asked about the $330 000 that had been spent in the Office of State Revenue on 
support for an audit of the primary production exemption from land tax.  The Leader of the Opposition raised the 
argument that this was as a result of a policy change by the incoming Government and that it made a conscious decision 
to crack down on the primary production exemption.  As I indicated by interjection to the Leader of the Opposition, I 
thought that we had in fact inherited something from the Court Government in this area.  I have since had that 
confirmed by advice from the Department of Treasury and Finance.  The amount of $330 000 was for a Court 
Government initiative to provide a database for improved compliance in the land tax area, and that improved 
compliance activity involved checking on the primary production exemption. 

Finally, the Leader of the Opposition raised a question about DNA legislation and tried to argue that we had made some 
savings by deliberately delaying that legislation.  I tried by interjection to explain that there had been delays in the DNA 
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legislation and this had produced consequential savings, but we did not set out to delay that legislation to achieve the 
savings.  I have since received advice from the Department of Treasury and Finance through my office - so it is not 
formal advice; it is just a handwritten note from my staff member - that the original appropriation for DNA legislation 
was based on an assumption about the date at which that legislation would go through Parliament. 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  So there were savings. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  There were savings, because the appropriation was based on an assumption that the legislation would 
pass through Parliament by a particular date.  When the legislation passed through Parliament not by that date but at a 
later date, it was implemented later and consequently the full appropriation was not required. 

Mrs C.L. Edwardes:  I bet you don’t get it back into Treasury. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I am not aware of precisely how that has been accounted for.  In many cases when an appropriation 
is given to an agency and it is not fully spent in a financial year it rolls over into the next financial year.  In this case, as 
the agency was seeking additional money, the underspending might have been offset against the agency’s demand for 
additional money for some other purpose that had arisen in the portfolio in that financial year. 

That deals with the specific questions that were asked by the Leader of the Opposition.  During their contributions to the 
second reading debate most members gave speeches on matters of general public policy rather than specifics relating to 
the Bill, as is their right.  It is probably not appropriate for me to comment on the interesting speeches we heard about 
asbestos and other issues.  However, I thank members for their comments.   

This is a routine piece of legislation, but it is important as part of the overall accountability framework that the 
expenditure under the Treasurer’s Advance Account be scrutinised just as expenditure in formal budget appropriations 
is scrutinised.  I commend the Bill to the House. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages without debate, and transmitted to the Council. 

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 4) 2002 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 23 October. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [6.16 pm]:  The Opposition accepts that this Bill obviously relates to expenditure that 
has already occurred and it is required to approve that expenditure.  The Leader of the Opposition is more than happy 
for there to be no further debate on this Bill and for it to go through all stages. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I thank the member. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages without debate, and transmitted to the Council. 

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSIONS AMENDMENT BILL 2002 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 22 August. 

MR L. GRAHAM (Pilbara) [6.17 pm]:  This Bill comes as a great surprise to me.  I do not see the need for it.  I would 
have thought that, apart from a small group of rather high-altitude solicitors, legal draftsmen or people with an 
unbreakable bureaucratic bent for the portion of the existing Act that states that development commissions can do all 
things necessary to achieve the outcomes set out in the objectives of the Act, it will allow development commissions to 
hand out grants.  The fact of life is that they have been doing that for years.  The Regional Development Commissions 
Act 1993 was based on the Act for the Pilbara Development Commission that was introduced into this Parliament - in 
fact I handled the legislation - and it contained specific exclusions about borrowing money from anywhere other than 
Treasury and also contained various restrictions on fiscal controls.  That was because when we did the Pilbara 21 study, 
we asked some consultants to look at the then development authorities.  We found that, in the main, they were rather 
moribund organisations that spent their time handing out various amounts of grant money from government 
departments with which they had very little to do, and used them for quite partisan political ends.  When the Pilbara 
Development Commission was established, we were determined that it would not end up as such a body.  The 
provisions in that law and those controls flowed through to the Regional Development Commissions Act 1993.  I do not 
understand the need for this legislation.  However, having said that, wiser heads than mine have sat down in St Georges 
Terrace, from where regional development runs, and decided that that is absolutely necessary.   

The Government has, of late, issued its draft regional policy statement, which I read when it came out.  I sat down and 
put it to one side.  I have waited two years now for this Government to issue its regional policy.  The irony of this is not 
lost on me.  I do not know how many other people find it ironic.  When I was dumped from the Labor Party, I was in 
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the process of writing the Labor Party’s regional development policy.  At some stage in the not-too-distant future I will 
reissue some of that work as the Independent member for Pilbara’s view of regional development. 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  In particular, the Tom Price-Karratha road.  

Mr L. GRAHAM:  It did not get a mention, and I am sure the local member thoroughly supports that great initiative 
now that it is coming after the Marble Bar road, as it should.   

I will respond in detail and at length to the Government’s first attempt in two years at a regional development policy.  I 
give book prizes at my school every year.  I give the regional development policy statement a book prize as the world’s 
best collection of motherhood statements.  There are three consistent themes in this document, and I will paraphrase 
them.  The first is that if anything good has happened, the Government is already doing it and it is because of the 
Government that it is being done well.  The second theme is that if it is not doing it, and someone can actually find 
something wrong, the Government will try to get it right and do it better.  The third theme is that if anything is really 
wrong in regional Western Australia, it is probably the federal Government’s fault, not the State Government’s fault.  
Those themes are consistent and go through every one of the outcomes and strategies and every piece of discussion.   

I will spend a couple of minutes pointing out why, regardless of the publications released, the Government’s regional 
development system is incapable of working.  It has tried.  In one of the papers I wrote, I called it a naive but well-
intentioned package of measures.  I stand by that statement.  However, the Government has created a cabinet 
subcommittee, comprising the Premier, as the chair, four ministers for regional development - whether they are 
independent is a moot point - and the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development, all bolted together 
with local government.  The Government says that there is a synergy for that.  It has also previously amended the Act to 
make the development commissions answerable not to their boards in the regions, but directly to their ministers.  That is 
a significant change in regional development.  The chair of the cabinet subcommittee is the Premier, the urban-based 
member for Victoria Park.  The majority of the members of that committee are city-based members of Parliament.  Hon 
Kim Chance, a member for the Agricultural Region, is the Minister for the Midwest, Wheatbelt and Great Southern.  
Hon Jim McGinty, the member for Fremantle, is the Minister for Peel and the South West.  One can infer from that that 
no member of Parliament from the Peel or south west region is competent to be in charge of that portfolio; only a city 
person can do that job.  Hon Nick Griffiths, MLC, a member for the East Metropolitan Region, is the Minister for 
Goldfields-Esperance.  The same principle flows through in that case.  Hon Tom Stephens, MLC, a member for the 
Mining and Pastoral Region, is the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development, the Kimberley, Pilbara 
and Gascoyne and any other bits that do not fit the previously mentioned ministers.  
The Minister for Local Government and Regional Development is no longer the senior minister in regional 
development in this Government.  That also is a first.  The minister who has statutory responsibility for regional 
development is now subordinate to a city-based member of Parliament - the Premier, as the chair of the cabinet 
subcommittee.  The Treasurer is not on the cabinet subcommittee.  One assumes that regional development will take 
place in Western Australia without any money being spent, because the Treasurer is not a member of that committee.  
My friend the secessionist, the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, is not a member of that subcommittee.  The 
planning and infrastructure portfolio includes the absolutely crucial portfolio of transport.  No thinking person would sit 
down and speak about regional development without considering transport.  The state development portfolio is 
excluded from the cabinet subcommittee.  Almost unbelievably, the energy portfolio is excluded from the cabinet 
subcommittee.  Damned if I know how one would talk about the development of a region without discussing dollars, 
energy and transport.  It is nigh on impossible, but the people with statutory and cabinet responsibility for those matters 
are excluded from the regional subcommittee.  The Minister for State Development is excluded from the cabinet 
subcommittee.  It is quite ironic that the regional ministers have no budget; not one cent is allocated to any regional 
minister.  They have no staff; they are ministers in name only.   
Equally, there is no process or mechanism in place whereby country people and non-metropolitan residents can have 
any input whatsoever to that cabinet subcommittee.  It meets, in the main, in Perth and in secret.  It is a dysfunctional 
system.  It is incapable of producing anything other than the meaningless pap that has come out by way of this draft 
regional development statement.  It contains some interesting points, but unfortunately none of substance.  The 
introduction makes it clear that the best people to drive regional development are the residents of the regions.  Not one 
resident of one region in Western Australia had any input whatsoever to this document.  This regional policy statement 
was designed by the Department of the Premier and Cabinet and the Department of Local Government and Regional 
Development, which, quite ironically, is located on the first floor of 2 Havelock Street, West Perth.  The Department of 
Local Government and Regional Development has moved from St Georges Terrace to West Perth.  It is heading in the 
right direction!  It did not even involve all the eight development commissions; only four were privileged enough to be 
part of the process that produced this regional policy statement that is now available for public comment.  The 
development commission for my area was privileged to be one of them. 
The regional policy statement covers a range of issues.  It states - 

The Policy Statement acknowledges the wide range of other State Government policies and strategies, in 
particular, the State Strategic Plan and the State Sustainability Strategy.   



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 4141 

 

The State Strategic Plan will provide the overarching strategic direction for Western Australia.  It will outline 
the Government’s planning and development priorities for the State. 

That is crystal clear.  This document is about the Government’s priorities for the State; it is not about the priorities of 
regional Western Australia.  If the Government had the decency to say that, I would not be making this speech; I would 
merely say that it is a central plan that is covering central planning.  However, that is not what the Government is doing.  
One of the great weaknesses of the central planning system is that it concentrates all the decision making in the city.  A 
decision made in St Georges Terrace, which might be very good when applied to the city and metropolitan areas, 
becomes increasingly less relevant and increasingly less likely to be relevant as it is transferred across the length and 
breadth of this State.  People in country Western Australia say that planning has become a substitute for action.  That is 
a criticism not entirely of this Government, but of our system of central government.  Every time bureaucrats in the 
regions change, they go away and replan what that government department will do.  Every time the Government 
changes, it reorganises government departments and it starts all over again.  That means that the system does not 
produce anything.  For those of us in country Western Australia the system is so shallow that our bureaucrats spend all 
their time planning.  Nobody gets to implement a plan. 
Another group of weasel words that come into the system grates on us.  Whenever we want to do something in the 
region, we are told that the Government is considering the matter and adopting a policy and plan.  We are told that 
within that framework of the policy and the plan we can do whatever it is we want to do.  That is simple government-
speak for, “You are not getting the money; it is not going to happen.”  We understand that, but that is where we are 
going with this system of regional development that is dysfunctional and intellectually and financially light.  I make the 
point because the Government’s defence of its regional development system is that it has the regional infrastructure 
fund.  The RIF covers a four-year term of government during which time the Government will spend $75 million across 
regional Western Australia.  I can, and probably will at another time, give a speech showing how that money has in the 
main been cut out of existing programs.  There is not a lot of new money in it. 
Decisions on where something like 60 per cent of that $75 million is spent are made in St Georges Terrace and not in 
the regions.  The fund is rigidly controlled out of offices in Perth.  During the time that the Government has very 
graciously put $4 million into a regional infrastructure fund, it has taken in excess of $4 billion out of the Pilbara, yet 
the Government would have us believe that we have a good deal. 
[Leave granted for the member’s time to be extended.] 
Mr L. GRAHAM:  I was hoping that something in this Bill would refer to what the Premier and I loosely described as 
the royalties question.  How could there be a regional development strategy that completely ignored that fiscal 
imbalance?  It did not even pick it up and dismiss it; it completely ignored the most pressing question in regional 
Western Australia.  On that ground alone this regional policy statement should be condemned.  It is the single most 
pressing issue in the north west, the goldfields and nickel belt areas of Western Australia. 
I note that the Minister for Health is in the Chamber.  This regional policy statement contains an absolute dearth of 
information.  It does not even address the problems.  It contains a lot of motherhood statements, but where are the 
statistics?  Where is the definition of the problems in the Pilbara, Kimberley, Murchison, Gascoyne and goldfields 
areas, which have the worst health outcomes in the nation?  I can and will bring three government reports into this place 
to demonstrate that.  Health does not get a mention.  How are regional services to be developed if the central authority 
does not understand the problems?  I will quote from an academic book by Ian Gray and Geoffrey Lawrence titled “A 
Future for Regional Australia”.  It refers at length to regional development.  It reads - 

Overseas research suggests that sustainable regional development has the following preconditions.  It will: 

•  require an integrated, holistic approach to policy which recognises interconnections between the 
environment, society and the economy and which seeks to break down artificial and constraining 
structures which impede regional decision-making; 

•  satisfy present and future needs for material well-being for people, while addressing ecological issues and 
the emerging cultures; 

•  not be based upon a nationally determined ‘blueprint’.  It will vary from place to place according to the 
demands of people, the environment and the economy - and have an ability to be responsive, flexible and 
resilient; 

•  not be driven by a set of technical or economic goals which exist independently of local people.  
Participation is crucial in ensuring ownership of outcomes; 

Finally and most importantly it states -  

•  fail - if left to centralised planners and other ‘experts’.  It must engage everyday experience and respect the 
genuine needs and priorities of local citizens  . .  

I obviously agree with that or I would not have quoted it.  That final point demonstrates clearly and conclusively why 
this collection of motherhood statements will fail.  This document has been produced by the central planning authority 
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and will be imposed on regional development and regional areas in Western Australia.  The Government can and should 
withdraw it, and start again.  I would dearly love to debate regional development with someone responsible for regional 
development.  I would love to debate regional development with Hon Tom Stephens anywhere he likes or at any time of 
the day or night.  I would also love to debate it with the Premier, the chair of the cabinet subcommittee on regional 
development.  However, I doubt I will ever get the chance.  

Sitting suspended from 6.45 to 7.15 pm 
MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection) [7.15 pm]:  Mr Acting 
Speaker -  
Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Good speech! 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I thank the Leader of the National Party.  The Regional Development Commissions Amendment 
Bill 2002 is a very simple Bill.  It relates to the authorisation of regional development commissions to make grants and 
also validates past grants.  I do not think that any members who spoke during the second reading debate actually spoke 
on those matters.  They spoke about many things that expressed their particular and genuine interest in regional 
development but did not relate to the Bill.  I thank members for their support for this minor Bill.  
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages without debate, and transmitted to the Council. 
[Quorum formed.] 

PEEL REGION SCHEME 
Motion for Disallowance 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [7.19 pm]:  I want to make a number of comments on this disallowance motion 
and highlight some important aspects of the Peel region scheme, which was announced by the minister a few weeks 
ago.  This is the first scheme, apart from the metropolitan region scheme, to be established in 40 years.  It was not 
without some long-term discussion, debate and needs that this scheme came about.  The Peel region continues to be the 
fastest-growing region in the State.  Although it is the newest region in the State, a number of issues are of importance 
to the region if it is to fulfil its potential.   

One important issue is that the growth of the population of the Peel region has been quite dramatic over the past 20 
years particularly.  With a rapidly growing population of over 70 000 people, we have found that the issues of land use, 
and ensuring that proper and adequate planning is in place for the population growth, are absolutely crucial to the Peel 
region’s future development.  Part of the importance of a scheme such as the Peel region scheme is to ensure that land 
uses that are conducive to the environment and will allow proper planned growth in the region are put in place.  That is 
why this scheme is so crucial.  It has taken nearly a decade to establish the scheme.  There has been extensive 
consultation, and a large number of people have demonstrated a strong interest in the scheme and, indeed, in the land 
use planning issues in the scheme.  I am puzzled that we now have a disallowance motion before us. 

Members opposite have criticised the Government.  I know that in the recent pamphlet that the member for Dawesville 
distributed in his electorate, he criticised the Government for not putting in place the Peel region scheme at the time 
promised.  Now the Opposition has suddenly decided to move a disallowance motion and has decided, for a number of 
reasons, that we should not pursue the Peel region scheme as it has been presented.  That is quite abhorrent to many 
people and to many of the councils involved.  When I have met and had discussions with the five councils that make up 
the Peel region, they have been absolutely in favour of implementing the scheme.  There are a number of reasons for 
that.  For example, the scheme will allow over 6 000 hectares of land within the region to be put aside to create the Peel 
region park.  The Peel region park has been on the books, discussed and debated by Governments of both persuasions 
for a long time.  In fact, back in the early 1990s, the Lawrence Government first proposed the Peel region park.  The 
coalition Government that came to power in 1993 promised that the Peel region park would be put in place.  Eight years 
later, it had failed to do that.  The Peel region park had not been established.  It is crucial that the Peel region park be 
established to ensure that those areas of the Peel region that critically need protection are protected.  The Peel region 
park is crucial; yet the Opposition has suddenly decided that it is not as important as it was previously.  We must make 
sure that those elements and land areas in the Peel region that need to be protected are put into the Peel region park.  
This disallowance motion will once again delay that.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You might have to speak for another half hour, until the minister arrives.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  I am quite happy to do that, because I love talking about the Peel region, and I wish the 
Opposition would show some understanding of how important the region is.  The member for Hillarys obviously has no 
understanding of the importance of the fastest growing region in Western Australia.  He has a total disregard for the 
people in the southern corridor.  He and his party have proved that with their belief that there should not be a rail link 
down the southern corridor.  He does not believe in that.  The previous Government did not build one centimetre of rail 
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in eight years, and now it wants to deny the people of the fastest growing region in the State an opportunity to have a 
fast, efficient, direct rail route down the freeway. 

The people in the northern suburbs, some of whom are represented by the member for Hillarys, have a rail link, put in 
place by the previous Labor Government.  Labor Governments are the only Governments that have built any new rail 
line.  The member for Hillarys sits there wanting to deny the people of the southern corridor a rail link.  He is an 
abhorrence to his party.  All the opposition members stand and say they believe in the rail line to Mandurah, while in 
the other House opposition members suddenly decide to say that it was the worst decision the previous Government 
ever proposed.  It is in Hansard.  An opposition member in the other place said that the worst decision of the previous 
coalition Government was to promise the rail link to Mandurah.  The people of Mandurah do not believe any of the 
members opposite, because the only party that has delivered fast, efficient rail links is the Labor Party.  The previous 
Labor Government reopened the Fremantle line, after a coalition Government had closed it.  It took the Labor 
Government to electrify the whole system, and extend the railway to the northern suburbs.  Now, when the Labor Party 
comes into government and promises to make sure that those people in the fastest growing corridor will have a rail link, 
this lot on the other side decide that they do not deserve it, for all of these airy-fairy reasons.  The people of Mandurah 
deserve to be treated just like everybody else in the southern corridor.  They need to be given a fast and efficient rail 
service.  A Labor Government will give them a service that is directly down the southern corridor and along the 
freeway.   
This Peel region scheme is absolutely crucial.  It will provide over 6 000 hectares to create the Peel region park, which 
has been sought for a long time, and which is absolutely crucial for the conservation of the environment in the Peel 
region.  
An opposition member interjected.  
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN:  I am on my feet now, and I am quite happy to stay here, so I might use all of my time.  The 
motion by the Opposition totally disregards the crucial need for this region scheme.  
Madora Bay is the northernmost locality of the city of Mandurah.  It is a great locality, with some wonderful people, 
and a wonderful history.  I applaud the minister for agreeing to one of the important parts of the Peel region scheme.  
The minister has allowed a rural buffer strip to be established on the border of the City of Mandurah and the City of 
Rockingham.  People have been asking for that.  Unfortunately, when they asked the Minister for Planning in the 
previous Government, their requests fell on deaf ears.  However, this minister has listened.  She was lobbied by many 
people.  The buffer strip makes sense and will do a number of things.  It will provide a clear delineation between the 
metropolitan region scheme and the Peel region scheme.  There is a very strong sense within the City of Mandurah and 
the Peel region that although Mandurah is the city centre of the Peel region, it has a regional identity.  The residents 
want a strong differentiation between the metropolitan area and the city of Mandurah.  This buffer will help that by 
delineating the two schemes.  It is crucial that this scheme be put in place.   

A large area of industrial land will be provided for at the Nambeelup industrial area.  Jobs are crucial to the future of the 
region.  The creation of this industrial area will ensure that new job opportunities are created as new businesses will be 
attracted to Mandurah and the Peel region.  That is crucial to a region with such a high unemployment rate.  This 
scheme is also central to the careful planning for land uses.  It is amazing that during all its years in government the 
Liberal Party promised to get the scheme up and running.  It spent eight years working through these things and 
promising to implement the scheme.  It was a key promise when we came into power.  Yet, now that we plan to 
implement it, the Liberal Party suddenly wants to discard it.  Members opposite should have a good look at themselves, 
because the Peel region scheme is crucial to the future planning of the whole region.  I am disappointed in this 
disallowance motion.  Members opposite should understand that the Peel region is the fastest-growing region in 
Western Australia.  This House should treat it properly.  The people in the Peel region deserve to be treated like 
everybody else in the State - fairly.   

MS A.J. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [7.32 pm]:  I endorse the comments of 
the member for Mandurah.  What we see happening with this disallowance motion is even worse than what the member 
for Mandurah outlined.  The member for Dawesville acknowledged in his speech that 99 per cent of the work for this 
scheme was done by the previous Labor Government.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  It was the Liberal Government.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  No; it was the previous Labor Government.  The member said that the real architect of the 
Peel region scheme was then Labor member Keith Read.  He said that when his party got into government, the work 
was almost completed.  Those are not my words but the words of the member for Dawesville.  He said that when his 
party got into government, it had very little to do.  It was in government for eight years.  It had very little to do, and for 
eight years it was gunna do it. 

Mr J.L. Bradshaw interjected. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The member should check the Hansard.  If I am wrong, I will stand corrected.  I listen intently 
to the learned contributions of members opposite.  I am always particularly interested when the more senior, or elderly, 
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members of the House speak because they are the institutional memory of this place.  They are able to fill us in on much 
of the ancient history, which in this case, according to the member for Dawesville, is that the vast bulk of this work was 
done by the previous Labor Administration.  For eight years his Government was gunna do it, just as it was gunna build 
the rail to Mandurah.  The coalition Government was gunna do it, but it did not do it.  This is a can-do Government.  
Apparently, we are not supposed to be a can-do Government.  The delightful gentleman, the member for Cottesloe, 
criticised the Government for being a can-do Government.  He is a “can’t do” Opposition!  We understand that.  I share 
the disappointment of the member for Mandurah in the way this has panned out.  According to the member for 
Dawesville, the vast bulk of the work was done under the previous Labor Administration.  There was then eight years of 
rather slow progress under the previous Government.  The new Labor Government has come in and built on the work of 
the previous Labor Government and delivered the goods.  In a fit of sour grapes, the Opposition has moved a 
disallowance motion.  There are issues; I do not pretend there are not.  However, a disallowance motion is a very 
inappropriate medium through which to raise issues.  Members need to understand what happens with a disallowance 
motion to a metropolitan region scheme amendment.  It is not like a disallowance motion to a regulation in which the 
regulation continues to have force until such time as the disallowance motion is approved.  Immediately after the 
disallowance motion was moved today, the scheme was put into suspension.  I note that every man and his dog in the 
upper House has moved a disallowance motion.  It is extraordinary.  Opposition members are protesting against things 
that the previous Government put in.  They are not protesting about the creative new things that this Government has 
done. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  Am I right in saying that it has been disallowed in the upper House today? 
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The member is incorrect.  The fine forensic skills and intelligence of the member for Hillarys 
have again let him down.  He can interpret that any way he likes. 
Inspired by the valiant deeds of the member for Murray-Wellington in moving a disallowance motion, a number of 
copycat crimes have been committed in the Legislative Council!  Disallowance motions have been moved by the 
Greens (WA) because there is not enough green space; they have been moved by the Liberals because there is too much 
green space; and disallowance motions have been moved by the National Party.  Who can imagine what has inspired 
those luminaries! 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  This is the last day of sitting.  The minister should deal with this seriously and get on with things! 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.W. Andrews):  Order, members! 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I can understand the agitation of the member for Avon.  I am cutting into valuable drinking 
time!  In the House earlier today, there were four government members listening to the contributions of the members for 
Murray-Wellington and Dawesville.  Members have been working all day to prepare a response.  The Government does 
take this seriously.  When anything like this happens there are concerns; there are people who perceive themselves to be 
the losers out of this.  The Government understands that is the case.  It understands that people go to their local member 
and that the local member wants to take up their case.  However, the disallowance motion is an inappropriate way to 
deal with it.  I want to make a couple of points.  First, 300 submissions were received as a result of the advertising 
process.  As a result of those submissions, 40 modifications were made to the region scheme.  The notion that the 
process ground on without any response to the concerns of various individuals is not correct. 

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  I already said that in my speech today. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I appreciate that.  I just wanted to make sure that was on the record.  In 1997, the inner Peel 
region scheme structure plan had set aside 6 840 hectares of public open space.  The scheme that we gazetted had been 
cut back to 6 375 hectares.  Much of that land was along river frontages about which the member for Murray-
Wellington expressed concern.  A good deal of work was done, therefore, to take those river frontages into account. 

The member for Murray-Wellington has now received a detailed letter from the Government.  Does he want me to go 
through that letter owner by owner? 

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  No, I gave you a summary of four points and I would like you to answer that, if possible. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  In that case I will not go through them.  We have comprehensive notes on Mr and Mrs Kelly’s 
property and Mr Kingsford’s property and we provided those notes in a written answer to the member for Murray-
Wellington. 

The member expressed concern about resources for the management of the regional open space.  On finalisation of the 
region scheme, the Western Australian Planning Commission will engage consultants, as the member is aware, to 
prepare a management plan.  The plan will include proposals for implementation including land tenure administration 
and funding.  We agree with the very sensible point made by the member for Murray-Wellington, and we always take it 
into account, that when we put land into the public estate we must recognise that it comes with an administrative cost. 

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  It is not being looked after on many occasions. 
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Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I am not sure that I agree with that but I acknowledge that there is a cost and that must always 
be taken into account.  One of our tasks is to educate the community about that cost. 

The member expressed concern about the ceding of land along rivers.  For various reasons, some of the properties along 
the Murray and Serpentine Rivers do not have potential for further subdivision.  Members who have listened to the 
contribution of the member for Murray-Wellington will know that he said that we should wait until the landowners 
make application to subdivide and impose the set-back conditions as a requirement of subdivision.  The answer to that, 
quite frankly, is many of those sites have very little subdivisional capacity.  If we are to free up those areas of river 
foreshore, which we believe is an important principle, and I think the overwhelming sentiment of the community would 
be behind us, then we need to do it by way of reservation in the region scheme.  It is also true that they would never get 
a subdivision within the 100-year floodway.  We, therefore, could not deal with that in the way that the member for 
Murray-Wellington proposed. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Missed part of your speech? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We realise the crayfish is outside the Chamber and I am sure the Leader of the National Party 
has been saved a few pieces.  As I said, I hate to hold up members in the House.  However, the member for Murray-
Wellington raised a very detailed set of issues.  The Government gave an undertaking that it would address each of 
those issues.  I do not apologise for keeping members from whatever activities they might want to engage in by 
responding to those issues.  We have an obligation to do it and we will do it. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  You spent the first 10 minutes abusing everyone. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  No, I did not.  I wanted to ensure that the historical context of this instrument was understood 
and that the perfidy of the disallowance motion was fully appreciated.   

I have a little more information about the foreshore reservations.  Under the region scheme it is proposed to provide 
regional open space reservations along a number of rivers, primarily the Serpentine, Murray and Harvey Rivers, and 
there are some reservations along some of the more substantial tributaries, but as the member might have thought, they 
do not appear on every creek.  The reservations along these waterways were determined having regard to a whole range 
of matters.  We looked at the physical characteristics of the rivers, the remnant vegetation and existing improvements.  
If there had already been substantial buildings in what might have been proposed foreshore reserves, that would have 
tended to cause us to pull back.  These reservations vary in depth.  In some cases they are as little as four metres deep - 
enough to allow pedestrian access - and in other areas, particularly where the river goes around in a loop, they may be 
as deep as 800 metres, but 100 metres would be more the norm. 

One of the member’s substantial concerns was the issue of compensation.  He was concerned that once a person’s land 
was designated for a reservation and the landowner wanted to sell, that person would have to go to the WA Planning 
Commission and the commission could say yes or no.  The member thought that the capacity for the Planning 
Commission to have a choice was wrong.  If that were the full story, I would agree with the member, but it is not.  If the 
Planning Commission says no, it does not want to buy the land, that person has the capacity to sell it privately.  The 
person would then lodge with the Planning Commission a notice of intention to sell.  He can sell that land and the 
Planning Commission has the obligation to pay him any difference there is between the normal value of that land and 
the value he has been able to get on the open market.  That person has up to six months after he has sold the land to 
lodge a claim for compensation.  Obviously he must show a bona fide sale process - he cannot sell it to his mother for 
sixpence and then come back to the Planning Commission.  Provided it has been on the open market and has sold for 
under value, he can claim the residual compensation from the Planning Commission.  That is a perfectly fair system. 

In the past seven years the WA Planning Commission has received only two notices of intention to sell.  In most cases 
either the Planning Commission buys the properties if the person wants to sell them or, alternatively, they are sold on 
the open market for what is their normal market value.  We are not talking about anything that will happen overnight.  
The metropolitan region scheme amendment was gazetted some 40 years ago and vast tracts of land that were in the 
original scheme designated as regional or public open space are still in private hands.  It is not our intention to go forth 
and acquire that land other than when there is some real environmental sensitivity.  In most instances the purchase will 
be at the instigation of the landowner. 

Some concern was expressed about the way in which valuations would occur.  My notes state that all valuations are 
required to disregard the existence of reservations and assume what the highest and the best use of the land would be.  
We do not price the land by saying, “Here is a reservation; therefore, your land is worth very little and that is all you 
will get.”  It is based on the highest and best use of the land.  That is the reasonable potential, while recognising obvious 
limitations.  Obviously, when environmental constraints on the land preclude development at any point, those 
environmental constraints are taken into account.  The fact of the reservation per se does not impact on the reservation.  
When appropriate, hypothetical development scenarios are outlined and comparable sales are considered.  When sales 
evidence is limited, valuers consider like land in other areas and then make adjustments for different locations. 

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  That is the problem: there is nothing to compare it with. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The science of valuation is sophisticated, and that is not a valid argument.  



4146 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 

 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  You used to argue differently when the tunnel was being built.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  In what way? 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  You argued for hours about the availability of benefits to those people who had been affected by 
the Northbridge tunnel.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I never argued that it was impossible to value land. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  No, but you said that the Government and the planning commission of the day were not too good, 
and you are sitting on top of them right now. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I never contested the possibility of being able to value land.  I know that that point is perhaps 
a little beyond the member for Avon’s capacity.  The member for Murray-Wellington queried whether it was possible to 
value this land.  We are saying that it is possible to value the land.   
Mr M.W. Trenorden interjected. 
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I have never queried the possibility of being able to value land.   

Another associated concern of the member for Murray-Wellington is: what happens to a farmer who has within his 
property an area of land that has been designated for conservation or recreation purposes?  Is he required to fence that 
off so that his sheep do not eat the prized vegetation?  I can tell the member that the mere act of designating this as 
regional open space does not impose any such obligation on any landowner.  If something else happens and it is found 
by the Environmental Protection Authority or the Department of Environmental Protection to be a rare and endangered 
species, that may be a different story.  However, the sort of imposition that results from the metropolitan region scheme, 
which is a planning scheme rather than an environmental scheme, does not impose any such obligation.  I think that has 
answered the member’s query.   
Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  I have another one about assistance for people dealing with bureaucrats.  
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We do not have any intention of doing that.  One could argue whether we should provide legal 
assistance in a whole raft of areas to people who want to make a workers compensation claim against the State or 
whether we should provide assistance to people who want to make a claim against the State as an employer.  We simply 
do not do that.  If, at the end of the day, the Western Australian Planning Commission is found to have conducted itself 
in an unreasonable way and the matter goes to trial, obviously costs will be, and have been in the past, awarded against 
the department.  Obviously we are keen to avoid those costs and to ensure that we have good and honest dealings.  
Notwithstanding the comments I made about ambulance chasers, I would not try to deter any of those landowners who 
wanted to dispose of their property from seeking proper legal advice. There would be no intention on the part of the 
Government to pay for that legal advice. 
The member for Murray-Wellington raised some very genuine concerns, although I do not necessarily share the view 
about the contribution of the member for Dawesville.  Although quite clearly he was engaged and intrigued by the 
personality of Mr Kelliher, I would have thought that he could have applied a little more intellectual consistency to the 
position he took when in government and the position that he is now taking. 
There are two options for the road; there is the N1 option, which is shown as the option for the Peel deviation in the 
Peel region scheme, and there is the N3, which is the proposal that has been supported by the three landowners who 
have belatedly captured the imagination of the member for Dawesville.  The member for Dawesville when he was a 
member of the Government obviously had very little interest in them.  Contrary to what the member for Dawesville 
said, N1, which is the current proposal, was the option endorsed by the Minister for Transport at the time, Hon Eric 
Charlton.  He adopted that after there was a protest.  He had a review undertaken by Mr Graham Burkett.  As a result of 
that review he came down in favour of continuing with the existing N1.5 alignment. 
According to the member for Dawesville, Mr Kelliher has pointed out a number of inaccuracies in the Peel region 
scheme.  He says the first is that in the Peel region scheme it is said that in 1976 a 12-kilometre section of the 
reservation was included in the Shire of Murray town planning scheme.  He says that that is not correct and that it was 
not done.  My staff today went to check the west Murray scheme that was presented in May 1976.  It showed a 
proposed major alignment on the scheme map that closely follows the N1.5 proposal.  There is a minor deviation 
between that 1976 model and the N1.5 proposal, but it is very minimal.  The member for Dawesville again falsely 
claimed that Mr Kelliher had made representations to me but no response had been made.  We have sent at least two 
responses to his submissions.  Main Roads has been considering responses from Mr Kelliher since 1996. 

According to the member for Dawesville, Mr Kelliher is a very engaging individual.  I do not dispute that might well be 
the case, but it should not be the basis on which the member for Dawesville prefers one set of landowners to another.  
Many people have relied on this alignment, which has fundamentally been there since 1976, when planning their 
properties and building their houses.  I presume that they are the constituents of the member for Murray-Wellington.  
The member for Dawesville has waded in and gone into bat for the one gentleman who has captured his heart and mind, 
and totally ignored all those other no doubt good burghers of the seat of the member for Murray-Wellington who would 
lose their houses with this new alignment.  I believe that is an act of irresponsibility on the part of the member for 
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Dawesville.  I am surprised that the member for Murray-Wellington has not taken him to task for being so cavalier 
about the fate of the homes of the people in his electorate. 
All sorts of wild and inaccurate claims have been made about the design of the road.  I am told that the design of the 
interchange with Pinjarra Road will meet all Ausroads design and safety standards.  We have given a detailed response 
about the bridge crossings.  A cross-comparison has been carried out that has indicated that the N1.5 option is about 
$9 million cheaper than the N3 option.  It may well be that the relative land acquisition costs have been a bit overstated.  
However, even if that is the case, it will still cost many millions of dollars more to put in the other road alignment, 
which will be for the benefit of three farmers and to the detriment of many more small rural landholders.  The N1.5 
option was endorsed by the previous Government.  It is a more direct and shorter route, it will be cheaper to build, it is 
environmentally acceptable, it is in compliance with normal Ausroads standards, and it is consistent with the long-term 
community expectations.  I understand the concerns of the member for Murray-Wellington.  I have no problem with 
addressing those concerns; and I hope we have done that.  I hope that the member for Murray-Wellington will now 
withdraw his disallowance motion.   
Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  You did not answer the question about having a simplified compensation process, because, as has 
been pointed out, the Peel Action Group feels that the process is too complex, and when people talk to the bureaucrats 
they get one answer one day and another answer another day. 
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I have not seen the communications instrument that has been sent out.  I do not refuse to 
countenance the fact that the form may be more complex than it needs to be.  I am happy to review that to see whether 
we can present a document that will be clearer.  We are certainly not in the business of mystifying the law to drum up 
business for the accountants.  I will ask my staff to review the document that has gone out to see whether there is a 
simpler and better way of doing it.  Indeed, today one of my staff members, in order to make it a bit easier to 
understand, prepared a flow chart.  Perhaps we can prepare a more sophisticated version of that flow chart and distribute 
it to the member’s constituents.  I commend strongly to members of the House that they support the Peel region system 
and reject the disallowance motion.   
MR J.L. BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [8.03 pm]:  I thank the minister for the effort that she has made today.  I 
still have grave reservations about whether true valuations can be arrived at for those people who will be affected by the 
Peel region scheme.  It is unfortunate that when we publish these schemes, landowners feel, regardless of whether they 
will be adversely affected, that they will be affected.  It is a pity that the minister was not at the public meetings in 1996, 
because people were very angry; in fact, it is probably an understatement to say that they were very hostile -  

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  But they still voted for you, so they could not have been too upset! 

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  I do not think too many of them did, actually.  If the minister were to see my primary vote at the 
last election she might find many of them did not!  However, that is not the reason that I have moved this disallowance 
motion.  I will not be standing in the next election, so I do not need to win their hearts again.  However, I still believe 
that I have to represent my electorate.  These people feel threatened by the Peel region scheme.  I understand that we 
need to have these schemes in place for proper planning.  I like to have walkways along rivers, because I walk around 
the river quite a lot when I am in Perth, and I also get down to the foreshore at south Yunderup, where there is a bit of 
public open space.  A lot of us support that type of thing.   

I am disappointed that the member for Mandurah got into me for moving this disallowance motion, because he did not 
really hear what I spoke about.  If he thinks it is all right to trample on people’s rights and privileges, that is all right by 
me - well, it is not really, I think it is wrong.  In general, I support the Peel region scheme.  I am in two minds about 
whether I should withdraw my disallowance motion because I do not think that the landowners concerned will be 
treated in the way I would like them to be treated.  It would be simpler if the matter were put to the vote.  I have grave 
concerns about what will happen to those landowners.  I thank the minister for the work she has put into this matter.  I 
received some detailed information from her the other day, although I was not particularly thrilled with some aspects of 
it.  Even now I feel that some matters of concern regarding the landowners must be addressed.   

Question put and negatived.   

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
Special 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Nollamara - Leader of the House) [8.06 pm]:  I move -  

That the House at its rising adjourn until a date and time to be fixed by the Speaker.   

At this time of the year, it is customary to thank and acknowledge the many people who contribute to make Parliament, 
and this House in particular, operate effectively and efficiently, and to look at the year in review.  Since we resumed in 
mid February this year, members of this House have debated some 60 government Bills covering a wide range of issues.  
I will briefly touch on some of the key Bills.   
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The legislative package to address the public liability issue included the Civil Liability Bill, the Insurance Commission 
of Western Australia Amendment Bill, the Home Building Contracts Amendment Bill and the Volunteers (Protection 
from Liability) Bill.  Criminal investigation laws were passed to widen police powers to enter and search premises and 
to use surveillance devices.  We introduced measures to enable the dismantling of heavily fortified premises.  That 
package of measures was clearly aimed at organised gangs, particularly bikie gangs.   

New DNA forensic sampling laws were finally passed into law this year.  Amendments were made to the 
Environmental Protection Act to provide for the effective protection of native vegetation and clearing controls, which 
was very successfully handled by way of the legislative committee process of this House.  I thank all members of that 
committee because it was the first episode I recall of the committee working effectively.  It shows that when there is 
agreement from both sides on certain Bills, the committee process is an effective way to deal with the consideration in 
detail of the Bill.  We also passed the Railway (Jandakot to Perth) Bill to establish the southern railway route.  Clearly, 
that is one of the biggest infrastructure projects this State has seen.  That was an important Bill that took many hours to 
debate.   

The Government introduced the long-awaited new adoption laws.  We introduced legislation to phase out workplace 
agreements and replace them with a fairer system for employers and employees based on a collective approach.  
Amendments were made to the Occupational Safety and Health Act to extend its operation to cover police officers.  
Amendments were made to the Police Act in order to clarify the circumstances in which police officers may be removed 
from office, which affords those officers an independent right of appeal to the Western Australian Industrial Relations 
Commission.   

We also passed legislation to amend the Prisons Act to provide a mechanism to ban certain persons from entering a 
prison.  The fire and emergency services legislation will put in place a much better and fairer funding system for 
emergency services.  That matter has been on the agenda for 30 years.  The Labor Government in the 1980s attempted 
it, the last Liberal Government attempted it and, finally, the Gallop Government has succeeded in passing that 
legislation through both Houses of Parliament.  We passed legislation to enable and encourage whistleblowers to 
disclose wrongdoing or improper conduct.  The student guilds legislation enables universities to establish and maintain 
student amenities and services.  Criminal law amendments were also passed to abolish preliminary hearings and to 
reform the laws that relate to pre-trial disclosure.   

The Conservation and Land Management Amendment Bill establishes the pre-eminence of the Conservation 
Commission of Western Australia as the body responsible for the preparation of management plans for the lands that 
have been vested on behalf of the State.  Sentencing legislation amendment Bills were passed to instil truth in 
sentencing and to make the sentencing process easier to understand for members of the community and people who are 
directly involved in the criminal justice system.  We passed legislation to merge the Grain Pool Pty Ltd with 
Cooperative Bulk Handling.  Just this week we have dealt with amendments to provide an operational framework for 
nurse practitioners in Western Australia.  Clearly, that is a legislative program of some importance.  It was lengthy and 
involved a range of important matters.  

In addition, following the horrific incident in Bali in October, with some regret, we debated the Terrorism 
(Commonwealth Powers) Bill.  The heinous bomb attack on 12 October this year, which took so many innocent lives, 
affected all of us in many ways.  However, that appalling event did not diminish the spirit of the Western Australian 
community.  We have heard many stories of the heroism and work of tireless volunteers helping the injured, and of the 
extraordinary work by our doctors and hospital staff.  The stories continue of devotion beyond the call of duty by our 
emergency services team, the armed forces and the police and emergency services personnel.  As a community, we are 
all indebted to those heroes.  Everybody has been touched in some way by the Bali tragedy, including members on both 
sides of this House.  You have offered what support and assistance you could, Mr Speaker, and I thank you for your 
endeavours and contributions during that difficult period.  The invitation to people to lay floral tributes on the steps of 
Parliament House was just one gesture that provided a focus for concern in the community.   

So far this year, we have passed 43 Bills into law.  I envisage that this number will rise over the next week or so as the 
Legislative Council continues its deliberations.  For its part, the Legislative Assembly has sat for 70 days or 540 hours 
for the year.  The House has sat past midnight on only five occasions since February.  In addition, the Government has 
responded to around 1 130 questions on notice - 90 per cent of all Assembly questions asked.  Around 900 questions 
have been asked and answered in the House this year. 

I use this opportunity to sincerely thank all members - government, opposition and Independent - for their contributions, 
conduct and cooperation during the year.  I particularly thank you, Mr Speaker.  Your management, guidance, 
forbearance and fairness to all members have been crucial in the proper functioning of this place and have ensured that 
the House is held in the highest possible esteem.  
I thank the Deputy Speaker, the member for Wanneroo, and the Acting Speakers, the members for Southern River, 
Bunbury, Greenough, Carine, Riverton, and Joondalup.  Most of those members are new members; this is their first 
term.  Their roles in the Chair have presented a real challenge, given that they have not had experience in the House 
before.  We can be very proud of the way in which all those Acting Speakers and the Deputy Speaker have filled the 
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job.  It has been a learning curve.  From time to time there have been disagreements with their calls; nonetheless, their 
contributions have been fantastic.  
The government Whip, the member for Girrawheen, has been faced with a very challenging job in having to maintain 
government numbers in the Chamber.  It is often difficult to herd members into the Chamber and even more difficult to 
keep them here.  However, she has done that job exceptionally well.  Her commitment to the House was seen this 
evening when caught in an awkward position.  She felt so honoured by the presence of the Chair, that I saw a 
genuflection as she skipped past and made sure she avoided the path of the member speaking. 
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Amazing what a bit of crayfish can do to a girl!  
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Yes.  I also thank the Leader of the Opposition and particularly the member for Hillarys, the 
opposition leader for House business.  Even though, from time to time, we get testy with one another and say things that 
do not endear close friendships, their cooperation is very much respected and appreciated.  I acknowledge the 
contribution and cooperation of the Leader and members of the National Party.  From time to time I need to apologise, 
because with 57 members in the Chamber it is easy to talk to only the Liberal Opposition.  I apologise for the occasions 
on which I have not spoken to the Leader of the National Party to make sure he was part of the picture.  His support in 
the running of the House is very much appreciated.  I also thank the four Independent members for their contributions 
throughout the year.   
I make special mention of ministers and government backbenchers.  This is my fourth term and I have been part of a 
number of caucuses due to by-elections and defections throughout that period.  We have a fantastically united team.  It 
might be seen as self-serving to say that the calibre of people on the team is outstanding, but time will show that in both 
the ministry and the back bench we have an outstanding team on this side.  That does not mean that there is unity.  
There have been fantastic teams from all political persuasions.  It is easy for people to run their own agenda.  However, 
we have found our members are united in a common cause.  That has been a fantastic achievement.  The discipline has 
been good, although I downgrade that a bit because a couple of members spoke too long today.  I thank members for the 
discipline they have shown to enable us to proceed with business.   
I express our appreciation to the Clerks, Mr Peter McHugh, John Mandy, Nigel Lake and Andrew Young.  This House 
simply could not function without them.  The assistance and guidance they give us directly and personally is fantastic, 
and we thank them for that.   

I thank the chamber staff, Victor, Tony, Kathy, Keith, Peter and Gemma, for all the help they give to us, and for the 
papers that are almost impossible to get but which somehow they find.  Their support is fantastic.   
I also thank Nick Hagley and his team, Peter and Rebecca, from the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  They have 
served various Governments with distinction.  Without their work in making sure papers and advice are available to 
ensure that things flow smoothly, we would certainly get into trouble far more often.  I thank them for their help.   
Hansard reporters do a terrific job, often in very trying circumstances, such as those we have experienced this evening.  
There is sometimes a great deal of noise, but they still get the debate down.  They do an incredible job.  They also do 
not get recognition for the times they improve our speeches.  I have certainly had speeches that have read much better 
than I spoke them.  I thank them for that.  There have also been times when they have got it wrong - just the slip of a 
word or a transposition has left someone saying something that was not intended, and the result was very funny; they 
produce the odd joke for us.  We are very thankful for their efforts.   
We thank parliamentary services officers Russell Bremner, Vince Pacecca, Ken Craig and Peter Pascoe for their 
support.   
The switchboard operators, Cathy, Marilyn and Rosalie, do a very special job.  They recognise most members’ voices 
when we ring through.  They do that bit extra to try to track down people to make contacts, and always respect the 
confidence of members.  I give a special thank you to them. 
To Judy Ballantyne and all the library staff, the parliamentary education officers, Enno Schijf, Andrew Gardos and all 
the dining room, bar and catering services staff, and all the gardeners, cleaners and Parliament House staff who 
contribute to the operation of this place, we thank you for your contribution to the Parliament of Western Australia.   
I also thank the members of the media who have reported both favourably and unfavourably upon the dealings of the 
House.  We all have our own judgments on that.  Even when they report unfavourably, they fall into two categories; 
when they report unfavourably on us individually, we take them to task, but if they report unfavourably on our 
opponents, we do not think that is such a bad thing.  They have a job to do.  They are crucial to the functioning of a 
democracy, and we thank them for their contribution.   
Having got through all my thank yous, at this point I alert members that there may be a chance that the House may need 
to return before Christmas to sit for a day or part of a day to consider messages from the Legislative Council when that 
House has completed its business.  Clearly, members have very busy diaries, particularly at this time of the year.  I do 
not have any direct information from the other place on whether it will sit for one week or two, so I cannot give any 
indication to members of this House of when we may need to return.  As soon as I am given some indication of when 
that will be, all members will be notified.  Of course, the need for this House to come back is contingent on 



4150 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 

 

amendments.  If no amendments are required to urgent or serious legislation, we will not need to come back.  However, 
if any of the major pieces of legislation on which there is a time line are amended, we will need to return for that short 
sitting.  Members will be notified of that as soon as possible.   
Finally, I wish all members, staff and their families and loved ones a very happy and safe Christmas and a prosperous 
2003. 
MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [8.18 pm]:  I endorse the comments of the Leader of the House.  I will save my 
messages of goodwill to members and staff for a moment, because I would prefer to get to the good stuff - the 
Christmassy stuff - after I have made a couple of criticisms.  The Leader of the House has told us what a wonderful job 
the Government has done - how many Bills it has introduced, how many Bills that have been passed, and the number of 
questions that have been answered.  Members on this side of the House have a problem with the number of questions 
that are being answered.  At the moment, 260 questions on notice are waiting for answers.  Seventy-three questions are 
outstanding where the 90 days to answer will expire prior to the end of this year - 31 December - 31 of which will 
expire next week, and 43 of which, which is more than half, are questions of the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure.   
As the member for Kingsley has remarked very often in this House, the Attorney General still has the best record for 
answering questions in a timely fashion.  I say a word of thanks to the Attorney General as well because, in all honesty, 
of all the ministers, the Attorney General is the most efficient minister when answering questions.  Members on this 
side of the House appreciate that.  I want to personally thank the Attorney General, because I put a question on notice 
just yesterday - he was aware of it going in - and he said to me that he would do his utmost to get the answer to me 
before Christmas.  I believe him and I think he will.  If he can, he will.  I know that he will get it to me as soon as 
possible. 
There is no reason that ministers cannot answer those questions in a timely fashion.  It is unreasonable to be required to 
wait until we come back in late February to get the answers to questions that we submitted some months ago.  I ask the 
Leader of the House, through you, Mr Speaker, to talk to his ministerial colleagues and to urge them to provide 
members on this side of the House with those answers as soon as possible. 
When in opposition, the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure carried on about ministers not answering questions, 
and she cast all sorts of aspersions on ministers if questions remained unanswered for any length of time.  She also 
made long and loud noises about decisions of the then Minister for Planning and about how things would change when 
she was a minister.  Things have changed.  The minister does not make any decisions.  Even planning appeals that have 
been recommended by investigating staff - nothing contentious - still sit on the minister’s desk awaiting her signature.  
Some have been waiting since February and March this year, and they are only mum-and-dad appeals.  When can these 
people expect some action by the minister?  Very soon, I hope.   

The minister does not answer questions either.  A quick look at the questions on notice list will confirm the minister’s 
reluctance to answer questions.  There are eight questions on notice relating to the Maylands boat yard from 10 
September; one on rail in the central business district from 10 September; one on Carine campus from 11 September; 
and five relating to Port Kennedy from 18 September.  None of these questions is hard or contentious.  A further six 
questions on notice are outstanding from November.  When will the minister get on with her job and answer those 
questions? 

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  Within the specified time.  Do you know how many questions I get in the upper House each day?  
Do you have any idea? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister has just responded, “Within the specified time.”  If we play by the minister’s rules, 
that will not be until we come back in late February.  That is totally unreasonable from a Government that says it is 
open and accountable.  Why will the minister not give us the answers to the questions within the specified time of three 
months?  She should not wait until Christmas and the new year, when there is a long gap, to delay the answers until late 
February.  We earnestly ask the minister to do her job.  I must say that she has a bad record.  I do not like to say that 
today because this is the season of goodwill.  Quite frankly, I like the minister.  I was most concerned earlier tonight 
because she had gone missing.  I was concerned that she might have been under a bush somewhere or been abducted.  
Then I thought no, she would never be abducted.  I was very relieved when the minister came back into the House, after 
quite some time.  I was talking about - 
Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You are a mung bean and a joke!  
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That is a disgraceful thing to say.  I said I wanted to get the contentious bit out of the way first, 
and that had to do with questions.  It was an honest plea, particularly to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, to 
provide the Opposition with answers to questions that we have asked, within the three-month period, and not make us 
wait until late in February, when we come back.  We dearly want those questions answered.  That is all I said, but the 
minister started interjecting and calling me all sorts of names, which degenerated the good feeling in the House, and I 
am very upset about that.   
Mrs C.A. Martin interjected.  
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  There is some rumbling in the House from somewhere.   

Mr D.A. Templeman:  It is my stomach; I have not eaten a thing yet.  
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes, I agree, it must be the stomach of the member for Mandurah.  He did a very good job earlier, 
covering for the minister.   
Now that I have got over the point about the questions, which I hoped would get a positive response, the Leader of the 
House spoke about the questions that the Government had answered, and all I wanted to know was when we would 
have answers to these.  I had to point out that the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure had a bad record, and I was 
urging her to try to lift her game, so that we would receive answers to our questions.  That is all I wanted to do.  If no 
members opposite had interjected on me, the debate would not have degenerated.  
It is Christmas - the season of goodwill - and I have nothing but goodwill for every single member of this House.  I 
want to begin by wishing you, Mr Speaker, and your family and loved ones, a very happy Christmas.  You and I have 
been in this House for quite some time, and I compliment you on the job you have done, in an impartial way.  You have 
been a credit to the job, and I have a great deal of time for you.  I congratulate you on the way you have conducted this 
House.  You have been very fair to both sides of the House, and the Opposition appreciates that.  So, I wish to you and 
your loved ones, a very happy Christmas and a very healthy and peaceful new year.   
I genuinely wish all members opposite a very happy Christmas, each and every one of them.  I hope their loved ones 
and families have not only a very merry Christmas, but also a healthy, happy and peaceful new year.  I wish that from 
the bottom of my heart, to all of them.  I wish all members on this side of the House and their families and loved ones a 
very merry Christmas and a happy, healthy and peaceful new year.  I always look forward to seeing opposition 
members when we come back after the Christmas break.   
Several members interjected. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I do not know what it is, but I seem to engender interjections every time I get to my feet.  I do not 
know why, because I have nothing but love in my heart, for my fellow men and women.  It is genuine.  I have a genuine 
love for humanity.  I digress again, because members opposite just love to interject on me.   
I want to thank also the Clerk, the deputy Clerk, the assistant Clerk, and the Sergeant-at-Arms - Peter, John, Nigel and 
Andrew - for the wonderful job they do and for the assistance they give to all members of this House.  It is invaluable 
and we really appreciate it.  I thank all the Chamber staff, who are really tremendous in what they do for all members in 
this House.  They can come up with things at a moment’s notice if asked, and they assist us in doing the job we are paid 
to do.  I commend each and every one of them.  I thank all the staff in the Bills and Papers Office and the parliamentary 
secretarial staff.  Unfortunately, I am not given a list of their names, so it is difficult to know everybody.  I do not want 
to miss anybody.  I thank all the people connected with this Chamber in particular, who help this Chamber run 
efficiently.  

I thank all the Acting Speakers for the job they do.  I sat in the Chair for many years.  It is not always easy to keep order 
in this House.  No matter who is on this side of the House, they are normally fairly loud and like to have their say and 
get their points across.  Sometimes we may go over the top, but sometimes members on the government side go over the 
top.  Chairing the House is a difficult job.  I commend the Deputy Speaker, the member for Wanneroo, who does an 
extremely good job.  She knows that.  I have said it to her both inside and outside the Chamber.  I wish all the Acting 
Speakers and the Deputy Speaker a very merry Christmas.  I also mention the new Acting Speaker, the member for 
Joondalup.  He has done a sterling job since taking on the mantle of an Acting Speaker.  It will do him good.  It is good 
to be an Acting Speaker in this House because it is one of the quickest ways to learn the standing orders and how to 
control and manage the House.  I wish all the Acting Speakers a very happy Christmas.   

I also thank the library staff for their assistance, and the wonderful ladies who man the telephones.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Members!   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  They are ladies to me.  They are extremely lovely ladies.  I do not believe there are any men in the 
telephone room, so I will refer to them as ladies.  I say that as a compliment.  They are wonderful people.  I need to say 
only one word and they recognise my voice.  Nothing is too much trouble for them.  I thank the ladies in the telephone 
room and wish them and their families a very happy Christmas and a good new year.   

I also thank our security staff, who work under the direction of Ken Craig.  They do a superb job.  I wish them and their 
families and loved ones a very merry Christmas and a very good new year.   

I thank all the Hansard staff.  They do a fantastic job in this place.  The Leader of the House was quite right when he 
said that they correct some pretty dodgy speeches that do not make a lot of sense.  Those speeches look wonderful when 
they appear in the Hansard.  The Hansard staff do not have to make many corrections to my speeches!  The speeches 
that come back to members are much better than what was said.  Many members, particularly new members, are not 
aware that when they leave this place in the evening, Hansard staff do not leave; they are here for another one or two 
hours.  They must do a lot of work before they finish up for the day.  We might go home at one o’clock in the morning 
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but the Hansard staff must stay until unsocial hours.  I have got to know many of the Hansard staff over the years, and I 
want to say -  

Mrs C.A. Martin interjected.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Kimberley is very rude to keep interrupting when I am paying compliments to 
the people in this building.   She should be quiet.  I have wished her a happy Christmas.  She should accept it 
graciously.   

Mrs C.A. Martin interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Members!   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I ask the member to be quiet.  I am trying to say things in good faith.  I honestly believe them.  
This is the season of goodwill.   

I wish everyone a happy Christmas.  I especially thank the Leader of the House and wish him and his family a happy 
Christmas and new year.  We have had our differences of opinions since I have been doing this job on this side of the 
House.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan:  You have an opinion!  There is lots of love in his heart but nothing in his head! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  In the 10 years I have been here, I have never seen members interject in the way they are doing 
tonight.  They are interjecting on speeches when members are wishing everyone a very happy Christmas.  It shows the 
calibre of those members who are interjecting.  I ask members not to interject because I am trying to say the right and 
appropriate thing not only to members, but to members of staff.  I just paid a compliment to the Leader of the House 
because I believe - 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  In the 10 years I have been here, this has never happened. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  Members may wish to respond to what the member for Hillarys said earlier but the 
time has come for this House to wind up - I hope!  The more inappropriate interjections that occur, the longer it will 
take. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  As I said, I was paying a compliment to the Leader of the House.  Things have improved over the 
past six months.  It is probably due to the coaching I have given to the Leader of the House in how to run this place!   

There has been a lot more cooperation.  The Leader of the House will get cooperation provided we are treated in a 
courteous way.  We will delay Bills that we have a philosophical difference on.  That is exactly the way it should be.  
On legislation on which there is no major philosophical difference, the Opposition will scrutinise Bills - which is its 
job - but it will also pass them as expediently as possible.  That is the way we should work and that is the way we will 
continue to do things over the next 12 months. 

Unfortunately, due to the interjections, I have gone astray.  I do not want to miss anyone in wishing people a happy 
Christmas and a good new year.  I want to wish all the dining room staff and chefs - those who prepare and serve us 
food - a happy Christmas.  I also include the bar staff.  They work very long hours and do a wonderful job.  We are so 
fortunate to have incredibly top rate staff who do their jobs very professionally and serve all members equally.  It does 
not matter what side of politics a member is on or whether a member is a minister or a lowly backbencher.  We all 
receive the same courteous treatment from every member of the staff. 

The only groups I have left out are the gardeners and the maintenance staff.  I wish them and their families a very happy 
Christmas and a healthy and peaceful new year.  We have sat later tonight than we anticipated.  We were hoping to get 
through the business of the House more quickly so that people could finish up and enjoy the festive season.  As the 
Leader of the House has said, we may need to come back for one day.  If we do, we do; that is fine.  If we do not, that is 
even better.  Every member of this House has worked very hard this year.  It is appropriate at this time of the year that 
members get time to spend with their families.  I know that many members still have school graduations and senior 
citizens clubs to attend; all the usual things that a member of Parliament has to do in his or her constituency.  Although 
we are leaving this House tonight, and we may not come back for one day unless it is necessary, I suggest that we will 
all be working until Christmas Eve.  We are not exactly having time off between now and Christmas.  We never do.  I 
have received telephone calls on Christmas Day from constituents.  On one occasion, I received a call from a 
constituent who wanted to know why the power was off and he could not cook his turkey!  I offered to let him bring his 
turkey to my house.  I rang Western Power to try to find out how long it would take before the power was restored.  In 
the meantime, I offered to let him cook his turkey in my oven.  That is the sort of thing that any member would do if a 
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constituent had a problem, particularly on Christmas Day.  However, between Christmas and the new year, and 
probably for a couple of weeks after that, members of this House will have an opportunity to have at least two weeks 
off, maybe three weeks.  Even ministers can have two weeks off. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Minister for everything! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, that is the way things work.  That is certainly the way things have happened over the 10 years 
that I have been a member of this place.  Members will get at least two weeks, three weeks if they are lucky, of a good 
break.  After that they will get the odd day off until the end of January and then they will be back in the swing of things 
in February.  That is when people come back from holiday and want to see their local member of Parliament because 
they have problems they want sorted out.  That is our job.  I am not complaining; I am happy to do it. 

I want to finish on these words: on behalf of the Liberal Party I wish every member in this House, every member of 
staff associated with the House and all their families and loved ones a very happy Christmas and a very healthy and 
peaceful new year. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [8.40 pm]:  Mr Speaker, on behalf of the members of 
the National Party, I thank you for your services throughout the year, not only for what you do from the Chair but also 
for what you do around the boundaries of the Chamber.  I congratulate you and your predecessors on the improvements 
to this place.  We appreciate the fact that we get good service from you in the Chair and in the premises.  We also 
appreciate the service from the Clerk and the Acting Clerks, which is always given in good spirit.  I said to the Clerk 
that I do not know how he has beaten the bad habits that I taught Andrew Young over a long period of time, but I 
appreciate the fact that he has.  I appreciate the service from the Clerk and the Acting Clerks, as do all members of the 
National Party. 

The Chamber staff are always outstanding.  Many have been in this place for some time.  The National Party 
appreciates the efforts of the Chamber staff.  They are always level with us, even when we are a bit testy.  They deal 
with us in a very professional and polite manner and we very much appreciate it.  We can never say enough about the 
Hansard staff.  They do some miraculous work on some of my speeches; in fact, about 90 per cent to 100 per cent of 
them - all the time.  We do understand the pain we cause the Hansard staff from time to time when we do not get our 
phrases quite correct.  Again, a fantastic service is provided by the library staff.  The dining room and bar staff are 
exceedingly important persons in this place.  I say that lightheartedly, but we in the National Party give the dining staff 
and bar staff one particularly bad day in the course of the year.  They deal with us in an outstanding manner and we 
have nothing but warm feelings for the fantastic people who service those areas.  The staff on the switchboard, again, do 
not just answer the calls, they get involved and understand the nuances of our relationships.  They recognise our 
partners, our wives and our children. 

Ms S.M. McHale interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I have a fair bit.  Some of us are more lucky than others! 

Ms S.M. McHale:  Yes, I am jealous! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  That is all right.  It is not the time of the year to be jealous.  The staff on the switchboard do 
an outstanding job.  I thank the security staff and police officers who attend the Parliament.  I often feel sorry for the 
police officers.  Lord knows what they are thinking when they are sitting in a corner of Parliament for a day.  I thank the 
Parliamentary Services Department for all the services that are provided in the House.  We are always appreciative of 
the gardeners.  When I want to know what is happening in the Chamber I ask the gardeners; they tend to know what is 
going on. 

I congratulate all members who have served in the Chair; they have done a very good job.  They are even-mannered in 
that job, which is excellent.  There is one other person whom I wish to thank: Helen Day, the parliamentary secretary to 
the secretary of the National Party.  She is an outstanding person who works very diligently for us with a great deal of 
passion.  It would be remiss of me to miss her, Mr Speaker.   

It is always the same this time of the year.  The jacaranda tree flowers and this place goes crazy, but this has been a hard 
year and it is easy for people to get a little depressed.  It is time for all of us to go home and put a bright light on what is 
a great State, a great nation and great people.  We should enjoy that and remind people of what a wonderful place they 
live in and give them a little hope at a time of the year when hope is in short supply.  I wish all members of the 
Chamber the very best.  Even though an occasional hard word bounces across from my left, I appreciate the members of 
the House in general and they treat me and other National Party members well.  I will see all members in the new year. 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  This is an important time of the year for Speakers because we actually get to 
speak.  It amazes me that the title of Speaker does not more accurately describe the position; it probably should be the 
Mute rather than the Speaker! 

I take this opportunity to thank all members for their assistance in the running of the House.  I know that at times people 
do not agree with the decisions of the Chair, but it is important that all members accept a ruling when it is made.  I 
appreciate the support of all  members in this place. 
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I want to thank a number of people, and hopefully I will get through the list relatively quickly.  The first group of 
people I thank are the Clerks.  I especially thank Peter for his outstanding support in the past 12 months.  The advice 
that Peter and his team give is always valuable.  The guidance that he gives to the Chair - me and the Deputy Speaker 
and Acting Speakers - is second to none in Australia, in my view.  The efficient way in which he administers both 
finances and advice leaves everyone in a better position, more efficient and better able to cope with legislation.   

Mr J.L. Bradshaw:  I think he deserves a pay rise. 

The SPEAKER:  There is some suggestion that he should change his title to secretary general.  That can be done at a 
later stage! 

In the past 12 months we have seen a change in the Clerks’ team of Peter, John and Doug.  Doug is still a member of 
the team but he will not be returning to this Chamber.  Nigel and Andrew are also part of the team.  It is very difficult to 
get an adequate replacement for part of the team, but I congratulate Andrew on fitting into the Clerk’s leadership team 
and especially for his work with the committees which has assisted the efficient publication of the report that was tabled 
today.  The amount of work that Andrew had to take on and put into that report has not gone unnoticed, and I 
congratulate him.  Doug, of course, will not be with us next year and I take this opportunity to thank him for his many 
years of service to the Western Australian Parliament.  I will be able to thank him personally at the end of January when 
he will be leaving.  I will thank him on behalf of all members for his years of service.  I will let people know when that 
function will take place. 

The next group of people I want to take some time to thank are the members who assist me in the Chair.  I thank my 
deputy for her fantastic work over the past 12 months, especially when I do not go into the Chair, for example, during 
debates on the estimates.  I know that is a very stressful time and, because I was not contacted at all, the week obviously 
ran exceptionally well.  I thank Di and her team for those efforts.  I also thank the member for Southern River, the 
member for Carine, the member for Bunbury, the member for Riverton and, of course, the newer member for Joondalup 
for taking the pressure off me -  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Yes, and the member for Greenough, whom I did not include on my list.  I apologise to the member 
for Greenough, a fellow traveller of the world.  It was inappropriate for me to miss the member for Greenough.  All 
those members have made it possible not only for the House to function properly but also for me to participate in the 
other duties I need to perform during the working day.  I hope that their contribution is not underestimated by anyone.  I 
am sure that all members who sit in this Chair endeavour to be fair and reasonable.  If members think that that has not 
occurred, it is not because of the efforts of those members, it is because of people’s perception rather than the reality.   

There is a list of people I wish to thank.  I will not go through the entire staff of Parliament, because there are some 
hundred-odd people.  It would take too long and I would be bound to miss someone.  However, I will mention the 
various section heads.  Russell Bremner is the head of our joint house team.  His performance has assisted this House to 
be as efficient as it has been in various areas.  I will also list a number of areas with which members should and would 
have had contact and the heads and staff of those offices.  I hope that the heads of those offices extend my thanks to 
their staff.   

Ken Craig is the head of security.  That area will become more important over the next 12 months as different types of 
processes will need to be put in place.  I thank Ken and his team for their efforts in that area.  I thank Chris Hall from 
Hansard.  Everyone knows how valuable Hansard reporters are and they put in countless hours to make members’ 
speeches sound good.  Believe it or not, when I used to make speeches, I occasionally made a mistake and they would 
fix them.  That was very rare, of course, but they were exceptionally good speeches by the time I saw them!  Quite often 
I did not realise that I was the one who actually said those words.   

I thank Judy Ballantyne from the Parliamentary Library.  A lot of changes are taking place in the library and Judy has 
been asked to manage a lot of change and will be asked to manage future changes in the next 12 months.  Rolf Goff is 
the head of the information technology section.  The parliamentary side of the exchange of our laptops was 
exceptionally good.  However, I do have some criticism of the part the Premier’s office played in the handover of our 
laptops, which I think highlights the need to have a one-stop shop rather than a two or three-stop shop.   

Rob Hunter and his team from human resources go about their business in a very efficient and effective way.  Michel 
Crouche and his team from the finance section are often seen but definitely not heard from.  I am sure that every 
member in this place has dealt efficiently with the finance section in the past 12 months.  Enno Schijf is the catering 
manager, and everyone knows how important it is to feed us and allow us to drink as much as possible at various times 
of the year.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I think you should rephrase that! 

The SPEAKER:  I think I phrased it correctly!  Some of the functions are not always easy, but the staff are always both 
friendly and efficient in assisting people.  Vince Pacecca, the Building Services Manager, has been here probably longer 
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than most people in this place and continues to perform a vital function.  As the extensions to the building continue, we 
will see an even greater role for Vince.   

The Parliamentary Education Office is in the process of expanding its role to outreach work.  I thank Jane Gray for her 
efficient management of that section, and I congratulate her for winning a national award for the program she is putting 
together.  I also thank the switchboard ladies.  Everyone in this place thinks they are sensational, and I support the kind 
words that have been said by many members tonight about the way in which they perform their duties. 

I also thank the Government for seeing the merit in spending some money in this place at long last and for providing 
some significant money for the redevelopment of the Library area and for the northern extension.  I also thank members 
of the Opposition for their bipartisan support for that action, because without bipartisan support those kinds of 
improvements to this place would not be possible because of the adverse reaction that often follows that sort of 
announcement.  The way it has been handled by both the Government and the Opposition is exceptionally pleasing to 
both the President and me.  

Lastly, I thank Siobhan, my personal assistant and secretary, for her support and organisational skills.  I am sure that all 
the people in this place who have dealt with Siobhan share my thanks for her abilities.  Her services and friendship to 
me are very much appreciated.  I also thank, of course, Vince La Galia for the professional way in which he manages 
my dining room.  As I have said this evening, I know nothing about wines, but he always makes me look good, because 
he has forgotten more than I will ever know.  Vince’s efforts are outstanding.  

If I have missed anyone, I apologise.  I thank all the people who are associated with this place.  I wish everyone in this 
Chamber a very merry Christmas and a happy new year.  I hope that none of us or our families is involved in any over-
drinking and driving during the holiday period.  I am sure we are all grown-up and old enough to know better, but I do 
not know whether we are all mature enough to do the right thing.  I hope we all are.  I hope sincerely that we see all 
staff and members of Parliament back here in February to resume this session. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 8.57 pm 

___________  
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

PUBLIC SERVICE FUNCTIONAL REVIEW, REPORT 

170. Hon. C.L. Edwardes to the Premier 

I refer to the Public Service Functional Review headed by Michael Costello and ask - 

(a) when will this Review submit its report; 

(b) what are its terms of reference; 

(c) what are the costs of this Review; 

(d) what is the breakdown of these costs; 

(e) what is the contract price for the services of Michael Costello and Alan Skinner; and 

(f) what facilities and other resources have been provided to the Review team? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

(a) the final report is to be provided to the Expenditure Review Committee of Cabinet by 31 
December 2002. 

(b) the Terms of Reference are: 

1. To examine each agency's programs, functions, activities and services in detail to determine 
the efficiency and effectiveness of each of its programs, functions, activities and services. 

2. To assess each program's consistency with and relevance to the Government's objectives and 
Policy priorities. 

3. To identify more effective and efficient alternative methods of program delivery where 
applicable. 

4. To identify possible cost savings at the program level. 

5. To examine the adequacy of current asset management practices to ensure maximum 
utilisation of Government assets. 

6. To identify areas of expenditure including procurement reform, where a whole-of-
Government approach would produce a more cost effective outcome 

7. To report findings to the Expenditure Review Committee on a monthly basis with a final 
report to be provided by 31 December 2002. 

(c)-(e)  The costs of the review will comprise: 

- Consultancy costs for members of the Taskforce as follows: 

-  Michael Costello: $180,000 (inclusive of GST) plus travel and accommodation 
expenses.  

 -  Allan Skinner: $100,000 (inclusive of GST) plus travel and accommodation outside 
the Perth metropolitan area. 

- Consultancy costs for reviews of asset management, procurement and corporate services: $630,000. 

Other incidental costs to date total $125,000. 

(f) With the exception of administrative support positions, staff supporting the Taskforce are seconded 
from public sector agencies, with those agencies meeting the cost of the staff. 

BUILDING INDUSTRY, REDUCTION OF STANDARD WORKING WEEK 

176. Hon. C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection 

(1) Does the Minister support the CFMEU’s national campaign to cut the industry’s standard working week 
from 38 hours to 36 hours? 

(2) Is the Minister aware of the increased construction costs in Victoria, where the 36-hour working week has been 
in operation since 1999? 

(3) What would be the estimated escalation of costs for public capital works? 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(1)-(3)  A 36 hour week has been agreed by some building and construction employers.  The Minister believes that 
consent agreements between employers and unions are preferable to industrial disputation and arbitrated 
outcomes. 

Where such agreements take account of the genuine interests of both parties and lead to increased productivity, 
that can also benefit the wider community. 

Where additional costs in an agreement outstrip productivity improvements, the potential for real total cost 
increases is of concern. 

POLICE INFORMANTS, NUMBER 

215. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) How many registered police informants were there in each of the following years - 

(a) 1997; 
(b) 1998; 
(c) 1999; 
(d) 2000; and 
(e) 2001? 

(2) How many police informants are currently registered? 

(3) How much money was paid to police informants in – 

(a) 1997; 
(b) 1998; 
(c) 1999; 
(d) 2000; and 
(e) 2001? 

(4) How much money has been paid to police informants so far in 2002? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(1)-(4) Informants are an integral part of policing and to release such confidential information may have the potential 
to compromise their effectiveness and breach stringent confidentiality agreements with them. 

The management of any registered informant and any gratuities paid thereto is strictly controlled within the 
Police Service. 

The release of any information concerning any part of their activities could reasonably give the impression that 
related information is being readily passed to third parties which would almost certainly have a deleterious 
impact on the ability of police to successfully recruit and use informants in the future. 

The Western Australia Police Service advise that due to these reasons the information sought will not be 
released. 

PHYSICAL ACTIVITY TASKFORCE, RECOMMENDATIONS 

243. Mr A.D. Marshall to the Premier 

(1) Will the Minister report on the recommendations made by the Physical Activity Taskforce? 

(2) What recommendations have been put into practice? 

(3) When will the supposed success of these recommendations be evaluated? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

(1)-(3) The Physical Activity Taskforce was formed in 2001 with the aim of increasing the physical activity levels of 
West Australians by 5% over the next ten years.  The Taskforce Secretariat has recently come under the 
auspices of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet and is now located in Subiaco. 

The key government departments that form part of the Taskforce are Premier and Cabinet, Health, Planning 
and Infrastructure, Education and Sport and Recreation.  The Taskforce also has three working groups: 
Communications, Evaluation and Monitoring and Local Government. 

The Physical Activity Taskforce presented a Strategic Directions Report and a First Year Implementation Plan 
for 2002/03.  The Taskforce is currently implementing the First Year Plan and has achieved a significant 
number of outcomes already.  As part of this first year plan the key departments proposed a number of 
initiatives at a total cost $9 978 183.  Some examples of these initiatives include: 
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- Implementation of the Physical Activity Taskforce Advocacy and Communications Strategy; 
- Fundamental Movements Skills teacher resource; 
- Repeat of the 1999 Adults Physical Activity Survey; 
- Physical Activity media campaign- Find Thirty It's not a big exercise; 
- TravelSmart – Local government program; 
- Cycle Instead Program; and 
- Walk There Today. 

In addition to the involvement of the key departments of Premier and Cabinet, Health, Planning and 
Infrastructure, Education and Sport and Recreation, the three working groups support the activities of the 
Taskforce and assist in the implementation of the strategy as follows: 

Communications Working Group 

This group has developed a comprehensive communications strategy, which will serve as the framework for 
the next ten years of the Taskforce program.  The Taskforce has endorsed this strategy and, under the auspices 
of the National Heart Foundation WA Branch and utilising some of the funds from a Lotteries Commission 
grant, a project manager and part-time administrative assistant have been appointed.  A twelve-month business 
plan has also been produced. 

One of the first projects has been the development of a uniform brand to be used by all relevant agencies for 
the physical activity strategy.  Another proposed initiative is a pedometer project for Members of Parliament 
called 'Counting the Steps to Health'. The aim of the project is to raise the awareness of MPs of the need to 
incorporate physical activity into our daily lives.  Health authorities recommend adults ensure half an hour of 
moderate physical activity on all or most days of the week.  This is crucial for good health.  Another 
pedometer project will also be conducted with a range of community leaders following the MP's project.  

Evaluation and Monitoring Working Group 

The group consists of representatives from the University of Western Australia, Edith Cowan University, 
Murdoch University, Curtin University, Departments of Education, Health, Sport and Recreation, and Planning 
and Infrastructure, Healthway and the National Heart Foundation.  

This group presented a report to the Taskforce in February 2002.  The key recommendations, which the group 
is now progressing, are linked to three levels of evaluation – process, impact and outcome measures.  The 
recommendations have all been actioned and will continue to be developed and enhanced.  The outcomes of 
the recommendations will be reported on when the Taskforce presents it's second report in 2003.  A research 
officer has been employed by the Secretariat to progress this aspect of the Taskforce's work. 

Local Government 

This group has recently been formed and membership consists of a number of representatives from local 
government, Departments of Sport and Recreation, Education, Health, and Planning and Infrastructure, 
Healthway, and the WA Local Government Association.  Strategies are being developed to enable greater 
participation by non-metropolitan local government authorities.  

The group will be developing a range of models to assist with supporting the implementation of the strategy at 
a local level and involving a broad range of community stakeholders. 

In addition, there are other important aspects supporting the vision of the Taskforce.  These include the:  

-  'Find Thirty' campaign being conducted by the Health Department; 

-  Walk There Today, TravelSmart, and Cycle Instead projects conducted by the Department of 
Planning and Infrastructure with significant involvement from the Heart Foundation in some 
of these initiatives; 

-  Priority on physical activity placed by Healthway in its recent round of research projects, 
with a number of their new projects focussing on aspects of physical activity. 

-  Active 2002 Conference funded by the Department of Sport and Recreation, which had a 
clear physical activity message; and 

-  New curriculum initiatives within the Department of Education, which promote lifelong 
physical activity across the whole school system, along with a number of cross-departmental 
programs operating within the school system. 

The above are only some of the numerous initiatives supporting the goals of the Physical Activity Taskforce 
and helping to reach the target set of increasing the physical activity levels of all West Australians by 5% over 
ten years.  
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HOSPITAL EMERGENCY DEPARTMENTS, AMBULANCE BYPASS 

269. Mr M.F. Board to the Minister for Health 

I refer the Minister to the State Labor Governments election promise regarding Ambulance by-passes and ask - 

(a) for each Hospital Emergency Department, how many times has the Emergency Department been on 
by-pass for the past - 

(i) 18 months; 
(ii) 12 months; and 
(iii) 6 months; 

(b) for each Hospital Emergency Department, what is the average time the Emergency Department was 
on by-pass; and 

(c) for each Hospital Emergency Department, what is the longest period of time that the emergency was 
on by-pass? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

(a) Armadale Kelmscott Hospital  

(i) 82 
(ii) 39 
(iii) 13 

Fremantle Hospital 

(i) 198 
(ii) 74 
(iii) 29 

Joondalup Health Campus 

(i) 63 
(ii) 14 
(iii) 2 

Peel Health Campus 

(i) 2 
(ii) 0 
(iii) 0 

Rockingham Kwinana Hospital 

(i) 19 
(ii) 11 
(iii) 4 
Royal Perth Hospital 

(i) 425 
(ii) 212 
(iii) 68 
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital 

(i)  238 
(ii) 99 
(iii) 35 
Swan Districts Hospital 

(i) 144 
(ii) 92 
(iii) 45 
St John of God Murdoch 

(i) 494 
(ii) 302 
(iii) 89 

(b) Average Time on Bypass during April 2001 to September 2002 (in hours) 
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Armadale Kelmscott Hospital:  2.42 
Fremantle Hospital:   3.39 
Joondalup Health Campus:  4.40 
Peel Health Campus:   1.38 
Rockingham Kwinana Hospital:  1.66 
Royal Perth Hospital:   3.46 
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital:  5.37 
Swan Districts Hospital:   6.58 
St John of God Murdoch:   5.0 

(c) Longest Time on Bypass during April 2001 to September 2002 (in hours) 

Armadale Kelmscott Hospital:  7.93 
Fremantle Hospital:   19.30 
Joondalup Health Campus:  19.93 
Peel Health Campus:   1.50 
Rockingham Kwinana Hospital:  3.68 
Royal Perth Hospital:   15.45 
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital:  24.92 
Swan Districts Hospital:   38.00 
St John of God Murdoch:   109.60 

Note:  (b) Information for Joondalup and Peel Health Campus unavailable for Average Time on Bypass for April – 
June 2001.  Therefore figure reflects the average past 15 months only. 

NURSES, RETIREMENTS AND RESIGNATIONS 

286. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Health 

(1) How many nurses retired from Government hospitals in 2001? 

(2) How many nurses resigned from Government hospitals in 2001 after - 

(a) one year; 
(b) two years; 
(c) three years; 
(d) four years; 
(e) five years; 
(f) six years; or  
(g) seven years, 

of service? 
Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

1.  The number of permanent and fixed-term nurses who retired from Government hospitals in 2001 and who 
were not re-employed as nurses in another Government hospital on 16 October 2002 is 37. 

2.  The number of permanent and fixed-term nurses who resigned from Government hospitals in 2001 and who 
were not re-employed as nurses in another Government hospital on 16 October 2002, with the requested years 
of service is: 

(a) 164 
(b) 76 
(c) 43 
(d) 32 
(e) 23 
(f) 14 
(g) 74 with seven or more years of service. 

TENNIS STADIUM, LOCATION 

311. Mr A.D. Marshall to the Minister for Sport and Recreation 
Will the Minister supply the recommendations from the Sports and Entertainment Feasibility Study that was put in 
place to investigate whether a dedicated tennis stadium should be built and where it would be placed if the Burswood 
Dome were to be demolished. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
Consultants Syme Marmion & Co recommended that if the Dome were demolished government initiate discussions 
with the owners of the Entertainment Centre as a preferred development option.  
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POLICE, NORTH METROPOLITAN DISTRICT, RADAR MODEL 

332. Mr A.P. O'Gorman to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 
I refer to the North Metropolitan Police District now being trimmed to 260 officers as per the R.A.D.A.R. model and 
ask - 

(a) does the R.A.D.A.R. model make provision for maternity leave; 

(b) does the model make provision for officers extended sick leave, or leave from duty for disciplinary 
reasons; 

(c) does the model make provision for officers training; 

(d) is there provision in the model to replace officers in a district when the operational staff drop more 
that 5% below the R.A.D.A.R. recommended allocation; and 

(e) will the Minister direct the Police Commissioner to include the above provisions in the R.A.D.A.R. 
model if they are not already provided for? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

(a)-(e) RADAR was developed to assist in the equitable allocation of police officers across the state.  It does 
not (nor was it intended to) deal with staff management and deployment issues.   

While the RADAR methodology assists in resource allocation decision-making, the primary 
responsibility for deploying and managing resources rests with Regional Commanders, in conjunction 
with District Superintendents and Officers in Charge of police stations.  This includes the 
management of all leave, training of officers and any other absences from the work place. 

Therefore, it is neither appropriate nor practicable to include the above factors in the resource 
allocation model. 

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT, REVIEW OF TRAVELLING ENTITLEMENTS 

364. Mr L. Graham to the Premier 

(1) Since 1 January 2000, has the department of Premier and Cabinet carried out any review of Members of 
Parliament travelling entitlements? 

(2) If the answer to (1) is yes - 

(a) was the review conducted in association with any other department or body; 

(b) what was the result of the review; and 

(c) from where are the results of the review available? 
Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 
(1)-(2)  The Salaries and Allowances Tribunal and the Department of the Premier and Cabinet commenced a review of 

travel entitlements last year.  Unfortunately, the retirement of the Tribunal's Executive Officer earlier this year 
has delayed finalisation of the report.  It is expected that the review will be completed shortly. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, NORTH WEST, STAFF AND PROGRAMS 

391. Mr L. Graham to the Minister for Community Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth; Disability 
Services; Culture and the Arts 

(1) What departmental staff, in departments under the Minister's control, are located in the following towns - 

(a) Port Hedland;  
(b) South Hedland;  
(c) Tom Price;  
(d) Paraburdoo;  
(e) Telfer;  
(f) Marble Bar;  
(g) Nullagine;  
(h) Karratha;  
(i) Halls Creek;  
(j) Wiluna;  
(k) Dampier;  
(l) Roebourne; and  
(m) Wickham? 

(2) What are the classifications of those staff?  
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(3) What programs are currently being funded in the towns listed in the departments under the Minister's control? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

Community Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth: 

1.  (a)-(h),(k)-(m) The total FTE allocation for these towns in the Pilbara District is 57.605 

(i) Halls Creek is part of the Kimberley District. The District has an allocation of 57.757. 

(j) The Department does not have an office in Wiluna. Services are provided to Wiluna by the Murchison 
District. The District has an allocation of 49.712. 

2.   The classifications of the FTE allocated in the Pilbara, Kimberley and Murchison Districts are: 

Level Pilbara Kimberley Murchison Total 

8 1.000 1.000  2.000 
7   1.000 1.000 
6 6.000 6.000 3.000 15.000 
5 10.500 11.900 9.900 32.300 
2/4 19.105 19.857 14.000 52.962 
4 4.500 2.000 3.000 9.500 
3 1.000 2.000 2.000 5.000 
2 2.000 5.000 2.395 9.395 
1 13.500 10.000 14.417 37.917 

Total 57.605 57.757 49.712 165.074 

Note: FTE is managed across service delivery units within Districts which provides flexibility in meeting 
customer needs. 

3.   See Attached Paper.  [See paper No 609.] 
Department of Culture and the Arts 

(1) None 

(2) N/a 

(3) None 
WA Museum 

(1) None 

(2) N/a 

(3) The Museum Assistance Program provides regular services to all of the above mentioned towns. 
ArtsWA 

(1) None 

(2) N/a 

(3) The following projects were awarded under ArtsWA's grants scheme. They were recommended by a Peer 
Assessment Panel and approved by the Minister. All these projects have taken place during the current year 
and some are still ongoing. 

ArtsWA has also worked in partnership with the Australia Council to employ a Pilbara Development Officer.  
Ms Gabrielle Sullivan will work from Newman Community House commencing October 2002, for a pilot 
period of two years. 

List of approved grants: 

PORT HEDLAND 

Town of Port Hedland  $14,370.00 Nothing Came By Road: professional development  
workshops leading to a collaborative sculpture by Port  
Hedland artists. 

Pilbara Arts Craft & Design $3,680.00 Run a one and a half day workshop on policy 
Aboriginal Corporation    development, information and skills relevant to 

Pilbara artists.  

Pilbara Arts Craft & Design  $10,000.00 Creation of a mosaic sundial in the new town park 
Aboriginal Corporation     situated on the foreshore. 
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Pilbara Arts Craft & Design $1,427.00 Rose Murray to deliver a paper at the Groundswell 
Aboriginal Corporation     conference in Albury-Wodonga. 

SOUTH HEDLAND 

Hedland Arts Council Inc.    $3,000.00 Auspiced project - Rosalind Dann's "Beyond The  
Waves" exhibition 

Bloodwood Tree Association Inc. $20,000.00 Produce the 4th Nindji Nindji Family Cultural Festival to  
showcase Aboriginal cultural arts in the Pilbara. 

KARRATHA 

Shire of Roebourne  $10,000.00 Production of three public art structures. 

Ms Annette Davis  $6,500.00 Curate and tour 'Intervention' exhibition. 

Walkington Theatre  $3,472.00 Artist-in-Residence Errol McMahon to facilitate an  
industrial sculpture program as part of the 2 Hot Youth  
Festival. 

Walkington Theatre  $1,000.00 Travel to Perth for the duo 'Afterglow' to compete in the  
Next Big Thing original music competition (auspiced  
grant). 

Karratha Youth Theatre   $5,000.00 Two emerging artists placement in professional  
theatre/dance companies in Perth. 

HALLS CREEK 

Mindibungu Aboriginal   $5,000.00 Cultural painting workshops. 
Corporation 

ScreenWest 

(1) None 

(2) N/a 

(3) ScreenWest provides production investment, project and industry development support for the screen industry 
in Western Australia. These programs are available to persons resident in the towns listed. Further information 
can be provided on these programs as required and they are included on ScreenWest's website: 
www.screenwest.com.au 

State Library of Western Australia 

(1) None 

(2) N/a 

(3) None 

State Records Office of Western Australia 

(1) None 

(2) N/a 

(3) None 

Art Gallery of Western Australia 

(1) None 

(2) N/a 

(3) None 

Perth Theatre Trust 

(1) None 

(2) N/a 

(3) None 

Disability Services Commission 

1.-2. The Commission has 5.5 FTE operating in the areas covered by these towns.  These include: 
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·  1.0 FTE Level 6 Local Area Co-ordinator Supervisor located in Karratha covering Karratha, Dampier 
and Wickham. 

·  1.0 FTE Level 5 Local Area Co-ordinator located in South Hedland covering South Hedland, Port 
Hedland and Marble Bar. 

·  0.5 FTE Level 4 Local Area Co-ordinator located in Karratha covering parts of Karratha and 
Roebourne 

·  1.0 FTE Level 5 Local Area Co-ordinator located in Newman covering the towns of Tom Price, 
Paraburdoo and Nullagine. 

·  1.0 FTE Level 5 Local Area Co-ordinator located in Kununurra covering the town of Halls Creek.  

·  1.0 FTE Level 5 Local Area Co-ordinator located in Geraldton covering the town of Wiluna. 

3.  Programs funded in the towns of Post Hedland, South Hedland, Tom Price, Paraburdoo, Telfer, Marble Bar, 
Nullagine, Karratha, Halls Creek, Wiluna, Dampier, Roebourne and Wickham include Local Area Co-
ordination (LAC), Community Aids and Equipment Program (CAEP), Therapy partnerships with country 
health authorities, Country Resource & Consultancy (CRC), Country Psychology Strategy, Flexible Family 
Support funding, Individual Family Support (IFS) funding, Accommodation Support funding (ASF) and 
Alternatives to Employment (ATE) funding. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, NORTH WEST, STAFF AND PROGRAMS 

392. Mr L. Graham to the Minister for Health 

(1) What departmental staff, in departments under the Minister's control, are located in the following towns - 

(a) Port Hedland;  
(b) South Hedland;  
(c) Tom Price;  
(d) Paraburdoo;  
(e) Telfer;  
(f) Marble Bar;  
(g) Nullagine;  
(h) Karratha;  
(i) Halls Creek;  
(j) Wiluna;  
(k) Dampier;  
(l) Roebourne; and  
(m) Wickham? 

(2) What are the classifications of those staff?  

(3) What programs are currently being funded in the towns listed in the departments under the Minister's control? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

(1)-(2)  The figures below are provided in FTE numbers. 

(a) Port Hedland: 
Nursing:  96.7 
Administration:  49.6 
Allied Health:  18.2 
Hotel Services:  64 
Stores:   3 
Engineering:  13 
Medical:  12 
Total:   256.5 

(b) South Hedland: 
Nursing:  12.8 
Administration:  15.5 
Allied Health:  0 
Hotel Services:  1 
Stores:   0 
Engineering:  0 
Medical:  1 
Total:   30.3 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 4165 

 

(c) Tom Price: 
Nursing:  14.4 
Administration:  4.57 
Allied Health:  2 
Hotel Services:  3.45 
Stores:   0 
Engineering:  1 
Medical:  0 
Total:   25.42 

(d) Paraburdoo: 
Nursing:  5.34 
Administration:  0 
Allied Health:  0.3 
Hotel Services:  3.37 
Stores:   0 
Engineering:  0 
Medical:  0 
Total:   9.01 

(e) Telfer: 
Nursing:  0 
Administration:  0 
Allied Health:  0 
Hotel Services:  0 
Stores:   0 
Engineering:  0 
Medical:  0 
Total:   0 

(f) Marble Bar: 
Nursing:  1 
Administration:  0 
Allied Health:  0 
Hotel Services:  0.5 
Stores:   0 
Engineering:  0 
Medical:  0 
Total:   1.5 

(g) Nullagine: 
Nursing:  1 
Administration:  0 
Allied Health:  0 
Hotel Services:  0.5 
Stores:   0 
Engineering:  0 
Medical:  0 
Total:   1.5 

(h) Karratha: 
Nursing:  29.62 
Administration:  30 
Allied Health:  12 
Hotel Services:  27.8 
Stores:   0 
Engineering:  3 
Medical:  6 
Total:   108.42 

(i) Halls Creek: 
Nursing:  14 
Administration:  7.5 
Allied Health:  0 
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Hotel Services:  6.65 
Stores:   0 
Engineering:  0 
Medical:  2 
Total:   30.15 

(j) Wiluna: 

This service is funded and staffed by the Aboriginal Medical Service. 

(k) Dampier: 
Nursing:  0 
Administration:  0 
Allied Health:  0 
Hotel Services:  0 
Stores:   0 
Engineering:  0 
Medical:  0 
Total:   0 

(l)-(m)  Roebourne and Wickham: 
Nursing:  28.55 
Administration:  2.63 
Allied Health:  0 
Hotel Services:  13.73 
Stores:   0 
Engineering:  0 
Medical:  0 
Total:   44.91 

(2) The programs being provided are Hospital, Community Health, Public Health and Continuing Care. 

COUNTRY HEALTH SERVICES AND YARLOOP HOSPITAL, MEMBERS OF COMMITTEE 

413. Mr J.L. Bradshaw to the Minister for Health 

(1) Is there a committee currently studying the needs of Country Health Services? 

(2) What then, are the recommendations for the Yarloop Hospital? 

(3) Who are the people making up the committee and what qualifications or special interests do they have to be on 
this committee? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

1.  There is currently a review of country health services being finalised in the new WA Country Health Service.  

2.  The review will not make recommendations about Yarloop Hospital, which is part of the South West Health 
Service. 

There is, however, a community based committee established by the Shire of Harvey which is working in 
consultation and cooperation with the South West Health Service. 

3.  The community based committee includes: 

Cr J Offer – Shire President 
Mr J Bradshaw MLA, Member for Murray–Wellington 
Mr J Morley (former Chairperson Harvey Health Service) 
Mr G Cattach (former Chairperson Yarloop Health Service) 
D L Wu – Harvey General Medical Practitioner 

Ex Officio Members: 
Mr K Leece – CEO, Shire of Harvey 
Mr P Beech – Manager Economic & Development Services, Shire of Harvey 
Mr D Simpson – DON/HSM, Harvey/Yarloop Health Service 
Ms A Whitty – Manager, ALCOA Wagerup 

The Review of WA Country Health Services for all other regions is being undertaken under the auspices of the 
State Health Management Team of the Department of Health.  The Review has not been undertaken by a 
committee but by departmental staff under the auspices of the Executive Director, Country Services. 
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STRATEGIC RESEARCH FUND FOR THE MARINE ENVIRONMENT, NORTH WEST 

439. Mr L. Graham to the Premier 

I refer to the Strategic Research Fund for the Marine Environment announced in August 2001 and ask: - 

(a) how much of the proposed $20 million is to be spent on programs in the North West of the State; 

(b) in which towns and communities will the funds be spent; 

(c) who will be responsible for administering the funds; and 

(d) when will the programs commence operation in each town referred to above? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP replied: 

(a) Following an extensive consultative process between CSIRO and WA State government agencies 
with responsibilities for managing sustainable development and conservation of the State's marine 
environment, the focus for the Strategic Research Fund for the Marine Environment (SRFME) was 
determined to be in the west and south coasts of the State and as such no SRFME funds are likely to 
be allocated to the northwest of the State. It is worth recognising that the $6.1 million North West 
Shelf Joint Environmental Management Study is another marine science initiative jointly funded by 
CSIRO and the State government. The State's contribution to this initiative, which is due for 
completion next year, was $2.7 million. 

(b) Funds from SRFME will be allocated to the CSIRO and other marine scientific research organisations 
in the State and will be deployed on projects in the geographic focus areas mentioned above. No 
specific towns or communities have been identified although projects examining marine environments 
adjacent to areas such as Geraldton, Two Rocks, Bunbury, Busselton and Esperance have been 
contemplated. 

(c) Responsibility for the Strategic Research Fund for the Marine Environment (SRFME) now rests with 
the Office of Science and Innovation at the Department of the Premier and Cabinet who administer 
the funds under arrangements outlined in a Joint Venture Agreement with the CSIRO. 
Recommendations on allocation of funding consistent with the agreed portfolio of research are made 
by a Joint Venture Management Committee comprising representatives from the Departments of 
Fisheries, Conservation and Land Management, Environment, Water and Catchment Protection, 
Minerals and Petroleum Resources and Premier and Cabinet as well as CSIRO. 

(d) SRFME funded research work out of Two Rocks was commenced early in 2002. Research in 
Geographe Bay and Esperance will begin early in 2003. 

ABORIGINAL FAMILY COUNSELLING, FUNDING, NORTH WEST 

461. Mr L. Graham to the Minister for Community Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth 

I refer to the recently announced Yorgum Aboriginal Family Counselling Service funding announcement and ask: - 

(a) how much funding is proposed for similar programs in the North West of the State; 

(b) in which towns and communities will the funds be allocated; 

(c) who will be responsible for administering the funds; and 

(d) when will the funding commence in each town referred to above? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

(a)  $400,000 per annum has also been made available for Aboriginal child sexual abuse counselling and treatment 
services.  Yorgum will receive $100,000 per annum of this funding to provide a service in the metropolitan 
area.  Service models and locations for the remaining $300,000 per annum are currently under consideration.  
The funding has been allocated to rural and remote service provision.   

The Government, in response to the State Homelessness Taskforce and concerns related to children in women's 
refuges, has provided $450,000 per annum for an increase in support for children in country women's refuges.  
Funding of $25,000 per annum has been allocated to 18 country women's refuges, including eleven refuges in 
the Kimberley and Pilbara areas of the State to provide support and activities for accompanying children eg. 
child support workers, playgroups, child care. 

(b)  Refuges in the following communities will receive additional funding: 

Derby 
Fitzroy Crossing 
Kununurra 
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Halls Creek 
Broome 
Wyndham 
Port Hedland 
Karratha 
Roebourne 
Newman 
Onslow 

(c)  The management committee of each refuge. 

(d)  Funding for all services will commence on 1 January 2003 following negotiations regarding the necessary 
amendments to service agreements. 

WOMEN'S REFUGE GROUP FUNDING, NORTH WEST 

465. Mr L. Graham to the Minister for Community Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth 

I refer to the Women’s Refuge Group funding announced in November 2001 and ask: - 

(a) how much of the proposed $90,000 is to be spent on programs in the North West of the State; 

(b) in which towns and communities will the funds be spent; 

(c) who will be responsible for administering the funds; and 

(d) when will the programs commence operation in each town referred to above? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

(a)  The Women's Refuge Group receives $90,000 to provide sector development, community education and policy 
and advocacy services to women's refuges funded by the Department for Community Development, including 
those in the North West of the State.  Of the $90,000, $50,000 is the result of an election commitment and was 
provided with effect from 1 July 2001.  As a result of the additional funding the Women's Refuge Group 
undertook to improve service provision to rural and remote refuges and Indigenous and Culturally and 
Linguistically Diverse services. 

(b)  The Women's Refuge Group supports the eleven women's refuges in the Kimberley and Pilbara areas of the 
State.  Refuges located in the following communities are all members of the Women's Refuge Group: 

Derby 
Fitzroy Crossing 
Kununurra 
Halls Creek 
Broome 
Wyndham 
Port Hedland 
Karratha 
Roebourne 
Newman 
Onslow 

(c)  The management committee of the Women's Refuge Group Inc. 

(d)  The services are already being provided. 

CREATE FOUNDATION FUNDING, NORTH WEST 

466. Mr L. Graham to the Minister for Community Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth 

I refer to the CREATE Foundation funding announced in September 2001 and ask: - 

(a) how much of the proposed $90,000 is to be spent on programs in the North West of the State; 

(b) in which towns and communities will the funds be spent; 

(c) who will be responsible for administering the funds; and 

(d) when will the programs commence operation in each town referred to above? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

(a)  The Department for Community Development provides funding of $92,942 per annum to CREATE 
Foundation for the provision of statewide services.  The services ensure the representation and support of 
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children and young people who have been placed in care by the Department for Community Development.  
Other services include: 

·  CREATE magazine which is published bimonthly 

·  CREATE Live! – community events aimed at building peer and support networks in local and 
regional communities 

·  CREATE Consulting – contributes to improving the care system through training, group facilitation, 
research, project management and the provision of advice to the Department on issues impacting on 
children and young people in care 

·  Mission:be – a personal discovery, self development and leadership program for young people in care. 

(b)  Services are available to all children and young people in care throughout Western Australia. 

(c)  CREATE Foundation Western Australian Service. 

(d)  Services are already being provided. 

VOLUNTEERING WA, STUDENT COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT PROGRAM, NORTH WEST 

467. Mr L. Graham to the Minister for Community Development, Women's Interests, Seniors and Youth 

I refer to the funding announcement for Volunteering WA for the Student Community Involvement Program of 
August 2001 and ask: - 

(a) how much of the proposed $100,000 is to be spent on programs in the North West of the State; 

(b) in which towns and communities will the funds be spent; 

(c) who will be responsible for administering the funds; and 

(d) when will the programs commence operation in each town referred to above? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

(a)  Funding for the Student Community Involvement Program is provided through a statewide network managed 
by Volunteering WA. Volunteering WA have advised the funding is allocated to ensure SCIP is facilitated 
statewide. 

(b)  Volunteering WA have advised they are developing SCIP as a statewide service and work with interested 
schools and member agencies throughout the state to implement the SCIP program. Volunteering WA have 
advised they plan to support their member agencies to develop SCIP in Port Hedland, Kununurra, Newman 
and Broome. 

(c)  Volunteering WA 

(d)  Funding for SCIP commenced on 1 November 2001 and Volunteering WA have advised they will commence 
supporting their member agencies in the above towns in the 2002/2003 financial year. 

DUNCRAIG SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL, SPECIAL EDUCATION UNIT 

520. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Special Education Unit located at the Duncraig Senior High School and specifically that in 2001 the school 
was allocated an addition 0.3 FTE for administration, which was seen as a way to alleviate the immediate problem faced 
by the unit and that the Minister assured me in a letter dated 9 August 2001 that the unit would be upgraded to a centre 
as a matter of priority within the Education Support Capital Works Sub Program in 2002/2003, but that a 
comprehensive Review of Education Services for Students with Disabilities in Government Schools may result in 
changes to services and facilities and ask will the Minister advise - 

(a) what was the result of the above-mentioned review in terms of its impact upon the Duncraig Senior 
High School; 

(b) what specific recommendations have been made to assist the Unit, have these been implemented and 
if so will the Minister provide details; 

(c) how does the Unit’s current staffing allocation compare with the Department of Education’s 
recommended ratios for a Special Education Centre of this kind; 

(d) will the Unit be upgraded to a centre; and 

(e) what plans are in place to improve facilities and staffing levels at the Unit for 2002/2003, and when 
will these be implemented? 
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Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a) The review is in progress and the facilities and services upgrade will continue in the interim. 

(b),(d),(e) 
An amount of $400 000 has been allocated in the Department of Education's 2002/2003 capital works 
program to undertake major improvements to the facilities at the school.  It is anticipated that an 
architect will be appointed for the project this month and that the construction work will be 
undertaken during 2003. 

(c) An education support centre is staffed as a separate school and therefore has a base allocation that 
allows for the appointment of a dedicated principal. However, the FTE allocation for education 
support students is the same regardless of whether they are located at a unit or centre. 

The allocation of teacher, registrar and school office time is calculated according to student numbers. 
The teacher staffing formula gives sufficient staff to run a comprehensive program for all students. 

The prime consideration for the allocation of teacher aide time in education support centres is student 
needs. Education support centres are allocated time according to the needs of all students. Application 
for aide time for individual students with special needs are also considered on a case by case basis. 

LANGUAGE DEVELOPMENT CENTRES, CLOSURE 

535. Mr J.H.D. Day to the Minister for Education 

(1) Is there any intention to phase out or close any Language Development Centres (LCDs) and to integrate 
students with specific speech and language disabilities into mainstream classrooms? 

(2) If so, which LCDs will be affected? 

(3) If so, why is such a change being made? 

(4) Is the Minister aware of concerns expressed by parents of children with such disabilities that they may suffer 
academically  and emotionally if they are integrated into mainstream classrooms? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(1) No 

(2) Not applicable 

(3) Not applicable 

(4) The Western Australian Child Health Survey Vol. 3 (Zubrick 1997) estimated that children with speech and 
language problems were three times more likely to experience school failure.  The Minister has responded to 
these findings and concerns expressed by parents of children with speech and language difficulties and/or 
impairments (including those parents whose children do not attend LDCs).  Government has provided $3m 
over four years and commenced implementation of a comprehensive range of services for students with speech 
language and learning impairment, from mainstream classroom programs through to access to specialised 
services, such as those provided by LDCs.  In 2002 increased resources and services were provided to schools 
and education districts, including LDCs, for professional development and support, speech and language 
outreach service and research and resource development.  The five metropolitan LDCs have focused on early 
intervention and operate through district clusters as centres of excellence. 

ABORIGINAL LANDS TRUST, REVIEW 

537. Hon. C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Indigenous Affairs 

I refer the Minister to the Aboriginal Lands Trust (ALT) and ask: - 

(a) has the Minister for Indigenous Affairs approved a process to review the Aboriginal Lands Trust 
(ALT); 

(b) if so, when did the Minister for Indigenous Affairs approve this ALT review process; 

(c) how much money has been budgeted by the Department of Indigenous Affairs to carry out this ALT 
review; 

(d) has the ALT review process been advertised for open tender; 

(e) if not, why not; 

(f) if not, who has been approached to submit for the tender; 
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(g) were all the members of the ALT consulted over this proposed review; 

(h) have members of the ALT had input into the structure of the review process; and 

(i) which other members of the Aboriginal community in Western Australia have been consulted 
regarding this ALT review process? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a) Yes 

(b) 13 September 2002 

(c) $30,000 to $35,000 range 

(d) No 

(e) Requests for quotation have been called for this requirement as the estimated value is under $50,000 

(f) For contracts over $10,000 it is normal practice to make public the successful supplier and the 
accepted price. The Request for Quotation stipulates this requirement as part of the process.  

(g)-(h)  The brief for the review was prepared by the Department of Indigenous Affairs (DIA) and all 
members were formally advised of the review. A briefing was also provided at the last meeting of the 
Trust on 29 October 2002. 

(i) DIA had discussions with the Western Australian Aboriginal Native Title Working Group on the 
proposed brief for the review. In addition, prospective parties to be consulted in the review process 
have also been advised of the review. 

CONSTRUCTION, FORESTRY, MINING AND ENERGY UNION, LOG OF CLAIMS 

543. Hon. C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection 

I refer the Minister to the recent log of claims by the CFMEU Construction and General Division and dated 14 
October 2002 and ask - 

(a) has the Minister seen a copy of the log of claims or has his attention been drawn to it; and 

(b) if not, will the Minister sight a copy and advise - 

(i) what is the position of the State Government to part 44 of the log of claims entitled 
‘Bargaining Agents Fee’; 

(ii) does the Minister agree that the union can charge an arbitrary fee of $500 to each employee, 
per year, as a bargaining agent’s fee; and 

(iii) how does the Minister reconcile the demands of the CFMEU and the answer given to 
question on notice No. 202 of 2002? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(a) Yes. 

(b) (i)  The State Government is not a party to this application. The employers who have been 
served with the log of claims do not have to agree to the inclusion of the bargaining fee 
clause in the agreement.  

(ii) See above. 

(iii) The issue is whether unions have the right at law to claim and include such fees in enterprise 
agreements negotiated with employers.  This is a matter properly for determination by the 
appropriate Industrial Tribunal. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY OF WA, 
FUNDING 

549. Mr P.W. Andrews to the Minister for the Environment and Heritage 

(1) What funding did the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia receive from all agencies 
under the Minister’s portfolios in the 2000/2001 financial year? 

(2) What was the amount and purpose of each payment? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

(1) The following agencies are under my portfolio:  
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Botanic Gardens and Parks Authority 
Department of Conservation and Land Management 
Conservation Commission of Western Australia 
Heritage Council of Western Australia 
Office of Water Regulation 
Department of Environmental Protection  
The Water and Rivers Commission. 
Keep Australia Beautiful Council 
Swan River Trust 
The Perth Zoological Gardens 

None of them contributed any funding to the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia during 
the 2000/2001 financial year. 

(2) Not applicable. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY OF WA, 
FUNDING 

550. Mr P.W. Andrews to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) What funding did the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia receive from all agencies 
under the Minister’s portfolios in the 2000/2001 financial year? 

(2) What was the amount and purpose of each payment? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

Fire and Emergency Services Authority 
(1) Nil 
(2) N/A 

The Western Australia Police Service 
(1) Nil 
(2) N/A 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY OF WA, 
FUNDING 

553. Mr P.W. Andrews to the Minister for Education; Sport and Recreation; Indigenous Affairs 
(1) What funding did the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia receive from all agencies 

under the Minister’s portfolios in the 2000/2001 financial year? 
(2) What was the amount and purpose of each payment? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

Department of Education Services and Curriculum Council 
(1) Nil 
(2) Not applicable 
Department of Indigenous Affairs 
(1) No 
(2) Not applicable 
Department of Sport and Recreation 
(1) Nil 
(2) Not applicable 
Department of Education and Country High School Hostels Authority 
(1) Nil 
(2)  Not applicable 
Western Australian Institute of Sport 
(1) $3,611 
(2)  

(a) $3,549 Annual Subscription 
(b) $62 copy of Award 
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Western Australian Sport Centre Trust 

(1) Nil 

(2) Not applicable 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY OF WA, 
FUNDING 

555. Mr P.W. Andrews to the Minister for Health 

(1) What funding did the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia receive from all agencies 
under the Minister’s portfolios in the 2000/2001 financial year? 

(2) What was the amount and purpose of each payment? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

Department of Health 

1.  In the 2000/2001 financial year the Department of Health paid the Chamber of Commerce and Industry 
$70 817.86. 

2.  Details of these payments are: 

Royal Perth Hospital made a payment of $382.50 for consultancy work associated with the Review of 
documentation and preparation of advice on the 'foul linen allowance'. 

The Metropolitan Health Service made a payment of $65 000 being the membership fee for the period 
June 2000 to May 2001. 
Graylands Hospital paid $49.50 for an Occupational Safety & Health session for their hospital staff. 
Swan Health Service paid $20.00 for an officer to attend a Nursing shortage forum. 

Armadale Health Service paid $1 948.20 for an employee relations consultancy conducted in March & 
April 2001, and another $1 848.00 for a consultancy on employee relations conducted in February 2001. 
Dental Health Services paid $66.00 for a subscription to a periodical magazine. 
Osborne Park Health Service paid $346.50 for an annual subscription for publication of 'HR Link Service'. 
Boyup Brook Hospital paid $1 157.16 for an annual subscription. 

Office of Health Review 
1.  Nil 
2.  Not Applicable 

Healthway 
1.  Nil 
2.  Not Applicable 

ATRAZINE, USE IN WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

565. Mr B.K. Masters to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 
(1) Recognising that atrazine is now recognised as an endocrine disrupter or artificial hormone-like chemical, is 

the herbicide registered for use in Western Australia? 

(2) If yes, what quantities of atrazine are used in Western Australia and for what purposes? 

(3) If no, is consideration being given for its registration in Western Australia? 

(4) Is the Department of Agriculture aware of recent research showing that even very low concentrations of 
atrazine in waterways causes changes to the sex organs of amphibians? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

(1) The National Registration Authority for Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (NRA) is investigating the 
claims that atrazine is an endocrine disrupter.  The herbicide is registered for use in Western Australia. 

(2) There are no publicly available usage data for agricultural chemicals in Australia.  The chemical is used for 
weed control in canola and lupin crops and plantation forestry. 

(3) Not applicable 

(4) Yes.  Atrazine has been under review by the NRA for a number of years.  The NRA is currently investigating 
the claims of sex change in amphibians. 
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PERTH'S AIR QUALITY PLAN, IMPACT ON HEALTH OF ULTRAFINE PARTICLES 

566. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for the Environment and Heritage 

(1) What evidence exists to suggest that ultrafine airborne particles less than 0.1 micrometres in diameter are at 
least as serious a risk to human health as much larger particles up to PM10 in size? 

(2) Does the Minister agree with the findings of the research report by Wickmann, E. and Peters, A. (2002) 
published in the Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A, volume 358, page 2751+ which states that, 
in the UK, while PM10 levels decreased in the urban environment, levels of ultrafine particles rose? 

(3) Does Perth's Air Quality Plan address the issue of ultrafine particles and their impact on human health? 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS replied: 

(1) The WA Department of Health advises that the assessment of health risks associated with exposure to different 
size fractions of particulate matter is a relatively new area of health research.  There is a growing body of 
evidence in the literature to suggest that exposures to the smaller particle fraction in the ultrafine size range 
(less than 0.1 microns diameter) might be associated with chronic health effects. 

(2) The WA Department of Health advises that the referred paper does not make the statement attributed to it.  
Notwithstanding, the referred paper presents data from Erfurt, Germany showing a seven year trend for mass 
concentration of fine particulate matter (0.01 – 2.5 microns: PM2.5) and compares this with the relative 
number concentration for different size ranges of ultrafine particles.  The authors noted that during the seven 
years of observation the mass concentration of PM2.5 decreased while the number concentration of ultrafine 
particles between 0.01 and 0.03 microns increased steadily. 

These findings are of interest, with this area of particulate research likely to have implications for future 
particulate monitoring and management in Australia as the technology and methodology becomes more widely 
available.  Current Australian ambient air quality guidelines for particles are based on particle mass.  This is 
because most epidemiological evidence linking particles and health outcomes is based on measurements of 
particle mass.  Some Australian researchers have studied other particle properties, including number 
concentration. 

(3) The Perth Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) focuses on Perth's known air quality issues, namely 
photochemical smog (ozone) and particles (haze).  There are 126 actions targeting these pollutants in the 
AQMP, to be implemented over the next 30 years.  Major anthropogenic sources of particles (including 
ultrafine particles) are motor vehicles and wood combustion.  Management of these sources is an important 
component of the AQMP. 

The Department of Environmental  Protection (DEP) does not have capacity for routine monitoring of ultrafine 
particles.  Current particle standards are based on particle mass.  It is important that a watching brief is kept on 
the current research being undertaken in this area, with an assessment of how new findings may be relevant to 
air quality management in Australia. 

Environment Australia is sponsoring a review of available information from Australian and overseas studies on 
the health effects of ultrafine particles, with particular attention on particle emissions from diesel vehicles and 
woodheaters.  The findings of this study are expected to be available in June 2003. 

ENVIRONMENT, IMPACT ON HEALTH OF ULTRAFINE AIRBORNE PARTICLES 

567. Mr B.K. Masters to the Minister for Health 

(1) What evidence exists to suggest that ultrafine airborne particles less than 0.1 micrometres in diameter are at 
least as serious a risk to human health as much larger particles up to PM10 in size? 

(2) Does the Minister agree with the findings of the research report by Wickmann, E. and Peters, A. (2002) 
published in the Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A, volume 358, page 2751+ which states that, 
in the UK, while PM10 levels decreased in the urban environment, levels of ultrafine particles rose? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

1.  The assessment of health risks associated with exposure to different size fractions of particulate matter is a 
relatively new area of health research.  There is a growing body of evidence in the literature to suggest that 
exposures to the smaller particle fraction in the ultrafine size range (less than 0.1 microns diameter) might be 
associated with chronic health effects. 

2.  The reference referred does not make the statement attributed to it. 

The referred paper presents data from Erfurt, Germany showing a seven year trend for mass concentration of 
fine particulate matter (0.01 – 2.5 microns: PM2.5) and compares this with the relative number concentration 
for different size ranges of ultrafine particles.  The authors noted that during the seven years of observation the 
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mass concentration of PM2.5 decreased while the number concentration of ultrafine particles between 0.01 
and 0.03 microns increased steadily. 

These findings are of interest with this area of particulate research likely to have implications for future 
particulate monitoring in Australia as the technology and methodology becomes more widely available.  
Current Australian ambient air quality guidelines for particles are based on particle mass.  This is because 
available epidemiological evidence linking particles and health outcomes is based on measurements of particle 
mass.  Some Australian researchers have studied other particle properties, including number concentration. 

IVF PROGRAMS, FUNDING 

570. Mr P.G. Pendal to the Minister for Health 

(1) What State Government funding is available through the Health department, and agencies such as Healthways, 
for fertility care or promotion programs, including IVF programs, for women having difficulty becoming 
pregnant? 

(2) What, if any, Commonwealth funds are managed or allocated through the Health department or any other State 
agency for this purpose? 

(3) If no specific funds are allocated in grants, what, if any, State/Commonwealth funds are allocated to IVF and 
similar research programs in – 

(a) the current financial year; and 
(b) for each of the previous four financial years? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

1.  Services currently provided by Women's and Children's Health Service, funded through its annual budget from 
the Department of Health are: 

i.   One Fertility Clinic per week run at KEMH  

ii.  Diagnostic tests, investigations and Medical Treatment of Fertility conducted at KEMH  

2.  There are no services currently provided through Women's and Children's Health Service utilising 
Commonwealth funding. 

3.  If there are valuable research projects medical professionals are encouraged to seek funding from the variety of 
research bodies who provide grants based on peer review and competitive process. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN GROUP TRAINING SCHEME, FUNDING 

571. Hon. C.L. Edwardes to the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection 

I refer to the Western Australian Group Training Scheme and ask – 

(a) is the Scheme in financial trouble; 

(b) is the Scheme waiting on a significant amount of funding from the State Government; 

(c) is this amount $50,000; 

(d) has this funding been delayed; 

(e) if so, why; 

(f) when will this funding be provided; 

(g) will the Scheme collapse without this funding; 

(h) does the Government regard the continuation of the Scheme as important; and 

(i) has the Government considered what might happen if the Scheme collapses? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(a) I am advised the Department of Training is closely monitoring the Western Australian Group Training 
Scheme’s (WAGTS) financial position. 

(b) No.  The Department of Training has provided $60,350 to the WAGTS, as the first instalment of 
its 2002-2003 financial year grant.  The Department has also agreed to an advance second payment 
for 2002-2003 of $60,350 on return of a Resource Agreement which has been with WAGTS since 12 
November 2002.  The usual date of this second payment would be February 2003. 

(c)-(g)  Not applicable 

(h) The Government is a strong supporter of group training schemes. 
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(i) In these situations, the Department of Training coordinates the transfer of all apprentices and trainees 
to alternative Group Training Schemes as quickly and as efficiently as possible. 

TELEMEDICINE PROGRAMS, NATURE, LOCATION AND COST 

589. Mr L. Graham to the Minister for Health 

(1) Are any telemedicine programs operating in Western Australia? 

(2) If not, why not? 

(3) If yes - 

(a) what programs are operating; 

(b) in what location are the programs available; 

(c) what is the cost of each program; 

(d) how long has each program been in operation; 

(e) what is the life of each program; and 

(f) from what budget source is each program funded? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

1.  Yes. 

2.  Not applicable. 

3. (a) There are numerous Telemedicine services available throughout the State's 86 Telehealth sites. 
Examples of these include ophthalmology, radiology, psychiatry, renal medicine, neurology, 
emergency medicine, rehabilitation, palliative care, dermatology, paediatric services and allied health 
services such as dietetics, speech pathology and occupational therapy. In addition the system is used 
for: 

· Tele-education (which is an important and complementary service to clinical care); 

· Enhanced management of the health system. 

Telepsychiatry programs provide clinical services to clients and clinical education to all mental health 
professionals in rural and remote regions.  The service is provided between the metropolitan and rural 
sites and within all rural regions.  

Current programs include: 

· Child and Adolescence Mental Health Program which provides rural and remote mental health 
workers with a specialist Child and Adolescence psychiatrist for assessment and therapy for referred 
clients, case conferencing and clinical supervision for mental health workers; 

· Cognitive Behavioural Therapy training program and the Personality Disorder training program. 
Both of these programs provide training in these areas to mental health workers and follow-up 
supervision to help clinicians use these techniques with clients; 

· The Old Age Mental Health program is in the process of being developed and will provide clinical 
services for elderly clients. 

(b) Telehealth services are generally available in accordance with service agreements reached between 
participating health services and the Department of Health. For example, Teleradiology is available at 
a number of country locations including Derby, Broome, Port Hedland, Karratha, Carnarvon, 
Geraldton, Kalgoorlie, Esperance, Albany, Northam, Bunbury and Katanning.  

Some services are available to all equipped sites eg psychiatry, emergency medicine and neurology 
whilst others are specific to sites that are trialing Telehealth arrangements, for example 
ophthalmology between Port Hedland and Perth, renal medicine between Royal Perth Hospital (RPH) 
and Kalgoorlie, dermatology between Exmouth and RPH and speech pathology between Perth and 
Dalwallinu. 

The Telepsychiatry network has some forty sites in the majority of Mental Health service units state-
wide. A list of Telehealth sites with their inception dates is appended. Programs delivered through 
these sites and the Telehealth network are available state-wide. 

(c) Most Telehealth services are or have been supported by the combined DOH WA and Commonwealth 
Government Telehealth pilot project grant funding for a trial period. This total funding is for 
$16 million available between 1999 and 2004. Services are funded for a limited period based on an 
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estimate of the potential service that will be provided. The amount of funds needed and the length of 
the trial varies significantly. Following completion of trials, health providers adopt suitable Telehealth 
services and fund this from within existing resources. Accordingly, in any given year a service may 
have been funded by project  

TELEHEALTH INITIATIVES, BUDGET 

590. Mr L. Graham to the Minister for Health 

(1) Not including infrastructure costs, what was the budget for the delivery of telehealth initiatives in the State for 
the following financial years - 

(a) 1998-99; 
(b) 1999-2000; 
(c) 2000-2001; and 
(d) 2001-2002? 

(2) Not including infrastructure costs, what are the forward estimates for the delivery of telehealth initiatives in the 
State for the following financial years - 

(a) 2002-2003; 
(b) 2003-2004; and 
(c) 2004-2005? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

1.  The following represents expenditure of the joint Commonwealth and State Government funds provided for 
the Telehealth project. The amount shown excludes infrastructure but includes project management. 

1998-99    $ 176 174 
1999-00    $ 641 294 
2000-01    $ 677 181 
2001-02    $ 1 720 696. 

Total  non infrastructure  $3 215 345 
Plus infrastructure   $7 651 746 

Grand total     $10 867 091 

In addition, $300 000 is provided annually for recurrent expenditure for Telepsychiatry from DOH resources. 
Local health services fund their own related videoconference call costs from within their existing budgets. The 
total value of these call costs is not available, as it is not reported separately. 

2.  Forward estimates for expenditure of the balance of the $16 million Telehealth project funds are as follows 
(includes infrastructure as breakdown of costs not available at this stage of the year). 

2002-03    $ 4 285 330 
2003-04    $ 847 579 

The amount for 2004-05 beyond the trial period has not yet been determined but will be considered as part of 
the normal departmental budget process. 

STUDENTS AT EDUCATIONAL RISK PROGRAM, EVALUATION 

591. Mr J.H.D. Day to the Minister for Education 

I refer to the Students at Educational Risk program and ask - 
(a) has an evaluation of the effectiveness and value of the program been undertaken; 
(b) if yes to (a), will the Minister table the report of the evaluation and if not, why not; and 
(c) if no to (a), when will such an evaluation be undertaken? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
(a) Yes.  An evaluation has been carried out by the University of Western Australia led by Dr Marnie 

O'Neill and a research team.  The report is due to the Department of Education in mid December. 
(b) Yes, when the report is received by the Department's Executive. 
(c) Not applicable 

TEACHERS, PLACEMENT PROCESS 

593. Mr J.H.D. Day to the Minister for Education 

With reference to the Employer initiated Placement process for relocation of teaching staff: - 
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(a) how many teachers are currently unplaced from the 2002 round of placements; 

(b) will the unplaced teachers be given priority for placement in schools they have nominated, prior to 
the 2003 placement process; and 

(c) if the placement is not effected within 12 months, what are the consequences for the teacher? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a) 12.  All have restrictive applications. 

(b) All EIPs are given priority for placement in schools they have nominated during the current teacher 
placement process for the start of the 2003 school year. They must also match the listed vacancy with 
their nominated teaching preferences. 

(c) The Department's published teacher transfer policy states : 

Permanent teachers identified by their school as employer initiated placements (EIPs), including those 
who elect to become an EIP, should list a minimum of 4 education districts as their location 
preferences if seeking a metropolitan placement. 

Employer initiated transferees seeking country placements only should list a minimum of 2 country 
districts to ensure placement. 

All schools within the nominated localities must be listed.  EIPs may restrict the localities for which 
they want to be considered on the understanding that should their application be unsuccessful they 
will be placed on leave without pay until such time as they can be placed in a fixed term vacancy in 
one of their nominated schools. 

They are required to submit a further placement application for the following year. 

EIP status applies for one transfer round. 

SCHOOLS, INCLUSIVITY PROGRAM 

594. Mr J.H.D. Day to the Minister for Education 

With reference to the Inclusivity program in schools - 

(a) is the Minister aware of concerns that schools are not being adequately resourced to provide 
appropriate education programs; and 

(b) what additional resources have been provided to ensure appropriate programs can be provided for all 
students? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a)  The Department has not received concerns from schools in relation to inadequacies of resourcing for the 
Inclusion Program.   

(b)  The Inclusion Program is funded under the Government Commitment – Improving Assistance to Children with 
Disabilities. $4.5m has been allocated over the period 2001-2002 to 2004-2005. 

An additional $0.9m was allocated to the program for 2002-2003. With the implementation of the 
recommendations of the Review of Educational Services for Students with Disabilities in Government Schools 
all students with disabilities will be supported on the basis of educational needs. 

MEDICAL ACT 1894, REFORMS 

595. Mr P.G. Pendal to the Minister for Health 

(1) I refer to the October 1999 major review of the Medical Act 1894 and ask does the Minister intend to proceed 
with legislative reforms with respect to the Medical Act 1894? 

(2) If so, when does the Minister intend on initiating such reforms? 

(3) If so, will the review form the basis of any such legislative reforms? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

1.  Yes. 

2.  Once the relationship between new medical practitioner legislation based on the outcome of the Medical Act 
review and the proposed State Administrative Tribunal has been determined. 

3.  Subject to the answer given at (2), yes. 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 5 December 2002] 4179 

 

WORKERS COMPENSATION, ASSESSMENT OF INJURED WORKERS, USE OF AMERICAN GUIDE 

598. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection 

(1) Is it the Government’s policy to use the American Medical Association’s Guide to the Evaluation of 
Permanent Impairment as a means of assessing injured workers under the Workers’ Compensation and 
Rehabilitation Act 1981? 

(2) If yes to (1), why is the American Medical Association’s Guide to the Evaluation of Permanent Impairment 
tables used? 

(3) What is the relationship between the medical assessment of impairment allowed by the American Medical 
Association’s Guide to the Evaluation or Permanent Impairment and the measurement of efficient use of parts 
of the body as defined in the Second Schedule of the Workers’ Compensation and Rehabilitation Act 1981? 

(4) Does the Government have plans to introduce a table that measures disability rather than impairment for the 
purposes of assessing workers under the Workers Compensation and Rehabilitation Act 1981? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(1) The Government is considering the use of the Guide used in NSW which is based on the American Medical 
Association Guide to the Evaluation of Permanent Impairment. 

(2) These Guides or variations thereof are used in most workers’ compensation jurisdictions in Australia and 
provide for consistency in assessment of impairment levels. 

(3) Guides used in NSW and other Australian jurisdictions are to be used to assess an injured worker’s level of 
impairment to determine whether a threshold for accessing common law is met while the 2nd Schedule 
evaluation is for a specific entitlement to statutory benefits. 

(4) No. 

HEALTH PLAN FOR PILBARA, IMPLEMENTATION 

603. Mr L. Graham to the Minister for Health 

(1) What is the name of the current health plan for the Pilbara region? 

(2) At what stage of implementation is the current health plan? 

(3) What is the period of operation for the current health plan? 

(4) What is the cost of full implementation of the current health plan? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

1.  There is no single over-arching health plan specifically treating the Pilbara Region in isolation to the rest of 
rural and regional Western Australia.  There are several health plans covering the Pilbara region being 
progressively implemented by the Government and non-Government agencies. They are: 

- Pilbara Aboriginal Health Plan; 
- Norhealth 2020; and 
- Port Hedland Health Services Planning Study Report 2001. 

The establishment of the WA Country Health Service and the undertaking of the Country Health Services 
Review will lead to a coherent health services plan for the Pilbara region.  This plan will recognise existing 
health service plans and provide a clear way forward for health service development in the region. 

2.  Each of the above plans are being progressively implemented by the relevant Government and non-
Government health agencies. Significant progress has been made on each plan. 

3.  Pilbara Aboriginal Health Plan – planning time frame to 2002.  
Norhealth 2020 – planning time frame to 2020; 
Port Hedland Health Services Planning Study – planning horizon to 2010; 

4.  As there is no over-arching single health plan specifically for the Pilbara Region, not applicable. 

HALLS CREEK HOSPITAL, REPLACEMENT 

606. Mr L. Graham to the Minister for Health 

(1) Has there been any delay in the commencement of the construction of the replacement Hall’s Creek Hospital 
since its inclusion in the State Budget in May 2000? 

(2) If the answer to (1) is no, what was the anticipated commencement date set in May 2000? 

(3) If the answer to (1) is yes, to what are the delays attributable? 
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(4) Has the amount budgeted for been increased to compensate for any delays? 

(5) If the answer to (4) is no, why not? 

(6) If the answer to (4) is yes, what additional amount has been budgeted? 

(7) On what date will construction commence? 

(8) On what date will construction be completed? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

1.  Yes. 

2.  Not applicable. 

3.  As part of the Country Services Review, a review of clinical and service delivery in the Kimberley region has 
been undertaken, and a strategic operational plan for the Kimberley Health Service is currently being finalised.  
Negotiations have also been finalised for the transfer of 6 high-care beds to the current provider in Halls Creek. 

4.  No. 

5.  The latest estimated total cost for this project is within the original budget allowance. 

6.  Not applicable. 

7.  Scheduled construction commencement is December 2003. 

8.  Scheduled completion is January 2005. 

NULLAGINE HEALTH CLINIC, CONSTRUCTION OF REPLACEMENT 

607. Mr L. Graham to the Minister for Health 

(1) Has there been any delay in the commencement of the construction of the replacement Nullagine Health Clinic 
since its inclusion in the State Budget in May 2000? 

(2) If the answer to (1) is no, what was the anticipated commencement date set in May 2000? 

(3) If the answer to (1) is yes, to what are the delays attributable? 

(4) Has the amount budgeted for been increased to compensate for any delays? 

(5) If the answer to (4) is no, why not? 

(6) If the answer to (4) is yes, what additional amount has been budgeted? 

(7) On what date will construction commence? 

(8) On what date will construction be completed? 

Mr R.C. KUCERA replied: 

1.  Yes. 

2.  Not applicable. 

3.  Delays were attributable to Health Service Planning for the West Pilbara Region prior to appointment of 
architects.  Flooding of the existing Health Clinic in February 2002 resulting from cyclone Chris led to a 
decision to acquire a new site on higher ground for the new clinic. 

4.  No. 

5.  The latest estimated total cost for this project is within the original budget allowance. 

6.  Not applicable. 

7.  Scheduled construction commencement is February 2003. 

8.  Scheduled completion is July 2003. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, STAFF, VEHICLES, MOBILE PHONES, PAGERS AND CREDIT CARDS 

637. Hon. C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming; Government 
Enterprises; Goldfields-Esperance 

With respect to the Minister’s Office, as at 31 January 2003, will the Minister indicate for each staff member in that 
office, the following details - 

(a) name, level and type of employment contract; 
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(b) the number of vehicles attached to the office, the names of the staff to which they are allocated and 
under what scheme they are allocated to the staff member; 

(c) how many mobile phones are available at the Minister’s office and to which staff they are allocated; 

(d) how many pagers are available and to which staff they are allocated; and 

(e) how many Government credit cards have been authorised for use by the Minister’s office, to which 
officers they have been allocated and the limit of each card allocated? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

(a)-(e)  I cannot say at this time. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MOBILE PHONES, USE 

651. Hon. C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming; Government 
Enterprises; Goldfields-Esperance 

I refer to the Premier’s Circular 24/01 concerning the use of mobile phones within Ministerial Offices and ask: - 

(a) has any staff member of the Minister’s office allocated with a taxpayer-funded mobile phone 
conducted any private commercial activities, party political or campaigning purposes, or accessing 
fee-incurring information services for unofficial or unnecessary purposes; 

(b) if so, will the Minister list such activities; and 

(c) if not, why not? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

(a) No 

(b) Not applicable 

(c) Not applicable 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, STAFF PRESENTS AND SOCIAL FUNCTIONS, FUNDING 

665. Hon. C.L. Edwardes to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming; Government 
Enterprises; Goldfields-Esperance 

(1) Has the Minister used taxpayer funds to pay for staff presents and/or for staff social functions during the 2001 
or 2002 calendar years? 

(2) If so - 

(a) on what date; 

(b) for what purpose; and 

(c) what was the cost to the taxpayer? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

(1) No 

(2) Not applicable 

(a) Not applicable 

(b) Not applicable 

(c) Not applicable 

__________ 


