
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Wednesday, 8 April 2009 

                 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams) took the chair at 12 noon, and read prayers. 

OPPOSITION SEATING PLAN 

Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams): As a result of a request from the Leader of the Opposition, I have 
approved a new seating plan for the opposition. 

PAPERS TABLED 

Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT AND DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT  
AND LANDS 

Statement by Premier 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [12.02 pm]: I take this opportunity to inform the house that two 
new departments—the Department of Transport, and the Department of Regional Development and Lands—will 
be created with effect from 1 July 2009. 

The new Department of Regional Development and Lands will be created through the restructuring of the 
existing Department of Local Government and Regional Development, which will be renamed the Department of 
Local Government. The Department of Regional Development and Lands will oversee the royalties for regions 
initiative, manage other key projects such as the Ord expansion and East Kimberley infrastructure project, and 
will be responsible for regional development matters, including the state and pastoral lands functions. These land 
functions will transfer to the new department from the Department for Planning and Infrastructure. The 
Department of Regional Development and Lands will be responsible to Hon Brendon Grylls, MLA, consistent 
with his current portfolios of regional development and lands. A new director general’s position will be created 
and advertised for the department.  

A new Department of Transport will be also be created by restructuring the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure. The Department of Transport will have a focus on strategic transport planning and policy across 
the range of public and commercial transport systems that service the state, as well as operational transport 
functions. Improving collaboration and integration between existing public sector agencies within the transport 
portfolio will also be an important role of the Department of Transport. Hon Simon O’Brien, MLC, will be 
responsible for the Department of Transport, consistent with his responsibility for the transport portfolio. 
Mr Menno Henneveld, the Commissioner for Main Roads, will commence in the role of director general of the 
new department in an acting capacity. 

The Department for Planning and Infrastructure will be renamed the Department of Planning. The separation of 
the transport functions will allow the Department of Planning to focus on its core business of integrated land use 
and planning, and to take a lead role in ensuring better collaboration between agencies that have a role in 
planning issues. 

FIREWATCH 

Statement by Minister for Lands 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Central Wheatbelt — Minister for Lands) [12.04 pm]: Landgate operates Australia’s 
most advanced online fire monitoring service called FireWatch. FireWatch uses satellite imagery to provide near 
real-time fire information and provide email alerts on fire hot spot locations, lightning strikes, burnt area 
mapping, vegetation greenness and dryness indexes. It is integrated with the provision of other spatial 
information, including roads and property boundaries over the whole of Western Australia. 

Landgate’s FireWatch system has won multiple awards, including a Premier’s award and a commonwealth 
government Technology Productivity Gold Award, and was recently endorsed by the State Mitigation 
Committee. FireWatch is used operationally by the firefighting agencies in Western Australia, including the Fire 
and Emergency Services Authority and the Department of Environment and Conservation. FireWatch is also 
used by fire agencies in other states and territories because it provides national coverage of fire information. 
During the recent fires in Victoria, the hits on the FireWatch site increased tenfold. Most of the hits came from 
Victoria and New South Wales. 
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The effectiveness of FireWatch’s online service is demonstrated by its popularity with people living in remote 
and regional Western Australia. Members of the public and businesses can register with FireWatch to receive 
automatic email notification of fire activity within a defined radius of their property. FireWatch supplies critical 
information on discovering, tracking and managing prescribed burning and bushfires to Australia’s emergency 
services, land management professionals, farmers, tourism operators, Indigenous communities and pastoralists. 
Armed with this information, they can better protect and manage their property and interests to effectively 
mitigate the incidence and impact of bushfires.  

Landgate is committed to improving FireWatch by investing in research and development programs. Landgate 
will investigate how to integrate FireWatch with the predictive fire modelling system that was developed by the 
University of Western Australia through the Bushfire Cooperative Research Centre. Upgraded in this way, 
FireWatch will provide an early warning system showing the current location of fire hot spots, along with 
predictive modelling of future fire activity. Combined with a short message service and radio broadcast 
capability, this will assist families and organisations in fire-prone areas to make crucial, informed and early 
decisions on whether to stay or go. 
Landgate, with support from AusAID, under the Indonesia-Australia Forest Carbon Partnership, is providing 
FireWatch technology to the Indonesian government to monitor fire activity in the region. 

I commend Landgate for its FireWatch program. Given the tragedy that occurred in Victoria, it is important 
technology. I encourage all members to visit the website to see how FireWatch works. 

ANTISOCIAL BEHAVIOUR SYMPOSIUM 
Statement by Minister for Police 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Minister for Police) [12.07 pm]: Recently I opened the Antisocial 
Behaviour Symposium at the Perth Convention Exhibition Centre, which was organised by the Office of Crime 
Prevention. It was the first time that so many experts had been brought together to specifically explore antisocial 
behaviour in Western Australia. Solutions to this complex problem do not come easily and they require an 
across-government, whole-of-community response. 

About 300 delegates from all over Australia attended the one-day symposium, including WA Police, Australian 
Federal Police, Northern Territory Police, Victoria Police, the Department of Education and Training, the 
Department of Indigenous Affairs, the Drug and Alcohol Office, and a variety of private businesses, schools and 
community groups. A range of sessions was held throughout the day to explore the issues surrounding antisocial 
behaviour, including taking a snapshot of the responses of government agencies to antisocial behaviour. A series 
of case studies were also conducted, each of which focussed on one area of antisocial behaviour. The first 
focussed on alcohol and alcohol-related antisocial behaviour in Halls Creek and Fitzroy Crossing. It is 
interesting to note that alcohol-related antisocial behaviour was the primary concern for most delegates at the 
symposium. The second case study focused on antisocial behaviour on public transport, and the third was 
graffiti-related antisocial behaviour.  

The Liberal-National government is committed to improving the perceptions and the reality of safety in the 
community. A public and effective means of doing this is by cracking down on antisocial behaviour. Every 
person in our community has the right to feel safe and the right to be able to enjoy our public spaces without 
having their good time spoiled by yobbos. Antisocial behaviour can be the thin end of the wedge when it comes 
to crime. Graffiti, foul language, intimidating behaviour and hooning may all seem relatively harmless, but they 
can signal a general disdain for law and order in the community. If we turn a blind eye to antisocial behaviour 
now, we may be inviting bigger problems down the track. 

The symposium was an important step in developing a coordinated approached among all sectors of the 
community to effectively target antisocial behaviour in WA. There has been overwhelming support for hosting a 
second symposium, building on the success of the first one, to develop strategies from a whole-of-government 
perspective. Based on the feedback given at the symposium, the Office of Crime Prevention will prepare a 
position paper, including recommendations, on the best way to deal with this complex issue now and into the 
future.  

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2009 
First Reading 

Bill read a first time, on motion by Mr G.M. Castrilli (Minister for Local Government). 
Explanatory memorandum presented by the minister. 

Second Reading 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury — Minister for Local Government) [12.10 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 
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I am pleased to introduce the Local Government Amendment Bill 2009. This bill is substantially similar to the 
Local Government Amendment Bill 2008, which was introduced to Parliament last year but did not complete its 
passage because of the calling of the state election. The government has added three minor amendments to the 
bill, resulting principally from the recent Corruption and Crime Commission report into the City of Cockburn. 
The bill also incorporates a further amendment concerning the privacy of local government information. 

The bill consists of more than 40 amendments to improve the operation of the Local Government Act 1995. The 
key amendments include provisions for new powers for local governments to enter private land to remove 
graffiti; widening the circumstances in which local government can take gravel and other building materials from 
land for building purposes; stronger powers for the minister and the Department of Local Government and 
Regional Development to obtain information from local governments when carrying out investigations; and 
improving various accountability provisions relating to declaring financial interests and election donations, and 
restricting the types of gifts that council members may receive. The accountability provisions in the bill have 
been extended to cover issues arising from the Cockburn CCC report. These additions include requiring council 
members to disclose the actual value of gifts and travel benefits in their annual financial returns and extending 
the requirement to declare a related financial interest at meetings when a person has provided a travel benefit to a 
council member. 

The bill includes a further matter proposed by the previous government as an amendment to be made in 
committee to the previous government’s bill. The amendment provides for a regulation-making power to be 
added to limit the circumstances in which local governments may provide copies of the rates record and electoral 
roll to people for private marketing purposes. 

The bill incorporates a range of technical amendments to the act. With respect to the rating powers of local 
governments, the bill clarifies the powers of local governments to rate mining tenements on the gross rental 
value system and provides for minor improvements to differential rating. Improvements are being made to the 
provisions relating to the disqualification of council members for the failure to attend meetings and the 
procedures to determine disqualification. A number of the electoral provisions of the act are being amended to 
clarify enrolment arrangements. New provisions are being added to the act to set out the requirements for 
entering into contracts using the local government common seal or other instruments. Various minor drafting 
improvements have also been included.  

There has been extensive consultation with the Western Australian Local Government Association, Local 
Government Managers Australia and relevant private and state organisations on the amendments in this bill. I 
commend the bill to the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr M. McGowan. 

SENTENCE ADMINISTRATION (INTERSTATE TRANSFER OF COMMUNITY BASED 
SENTENCES) BILL 2009 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 17 March. 

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [12.14 pm]: I rise to indicate the opposition’s support for this legislation. The 
Sentence Administration (Interstate Transfer of Community Based Sentences) Bill 2009 is essentially the same 
as legislation introduced by the previous government in 2007.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Don’t you mean 2008? 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I think it was 2007, but I may be wrong. It passed through the Assembly, and the other place 
sent it to the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes Review, and it subsequently lapsed at the 
time of the most recent election.  

The legislation provides for Western Australia’s cross-jurisdiction participation in the formal transfer and 
enforcement of community-based sentences. It also introduces nationally agreed protocols that were determined 
in 2006, after a long process. In 2000, the Australian Capital Territory corrective services department was tasked 
with drafting model legislation to trial in New South Wales and the Australian Capital Territory. The results of 
the subsequent trial were reported in November 2006. To date, NSW and the ACT are the only state and territory 
to have enacted the legislation.  

The sentences covered by this legislation in Western Australia will include community-based work orders, 
intensive supervision orders and conditional suspended imprisonment orders. A key feature of this legislation is 
the provision to deal with breaches by individuals subject to orders from other jurisdictions. If an individual 
currently breaches an order, other than one that will result in a further custodial sentence by way of re-offending, 
it invariably results in the release of a warrant in the individual’s home state. As a consequence of the nature of 
the offences that result in these types of orders, the low priority given to them and the costs associated with 
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extradition, offenders are rarely returned to their home state for further sentencing. This legislation will enable 
Western Australian courts to deal with those individuals who, while in Western Australia, breach sentence orders 
received in another state. I understand that the legislation will apply to only a relatively small number of people. 
I am told that in 2007, 32 such cases came in to Western Australia and 19 left; and in 2008, the numbers were 39 
coming in and 18 leaving.  

As I have said, the Sentence Administration (Interstate Transfer of Community Based Sentences) Bill 2009 is 
essentially the same as the bill introduced by the previous government. It accords with nationally agreed 
protocols and, therefore, the opposition will support the legislation. 

MR C.C. PORTER (Bateman — Attorney General) [12.17 pm] — in reply: I thank the member for Warnbro 
for his lucid and helpful comments. The legislation, as he pointed out, was drafted by the former government. It 
is uncontroversial. It will do some good by way of ensuring that people who breach community-based orders 
will be brought back to court either for a new order or to be re-sentenced pursuant to the original offence. I thank 
the member for his contribution to the debate.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

MR C.C. PORTER (Bateman — Attorney General) [12.18 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time.  

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [12.18 pm]: I want to make only a quick contribution. Although my 
knowledge of the Sentence Administration (Interstate Transfer of Community Based Sentences) Bill 2009 is 
extensive, I do not want to unduly delay the house with my knowledge! 

After listening intently to the member for Warnbro’s extensive contribution to the second reading debate and the 
Attorney General’s reply, I understand that this legislation may go some way to resolving the issue to which the 
Attorney General referred yesterday; that is, the enforceability of community-based orders. The Attorney 
General said yesterday in debate that he was keen to ensure that these orders were properly enforced and 
properly served and that he had unpacked the data and found that some 40 per cent or so had not been adhered 
to. If this legislation goes some way to dealing with those issues and if it is the former government’s initiative, 
that will show that those issues were being addressed by the Carpenter government prior to its defeat at the last 
election. 

Another point I make is that in the course of this week I expect that we will have first read the Local 
Government Amendment Bill, we will have completed the First Home Owner Grant Amendment Bill — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: This has nothing to do with the third reading of this bill. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Please just show a little bit of generosity. I have used one minute so far. 

We will also have concluded the Sentence Administration (Interstate Transfer of Community Based Sentences) 
Bill, I expect we will have concluded all stages of the Prisoners (Interstate Transfer) Amendment Bill and we 
will have gone some way towards properly and fully debating the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill. 
Therefore, in the course of this week three pieces of legislation will have gone through this house, another one 
will have been first read and another one will have been more fully considered than it might otherwise have 
been. That is a pretty good record for the week. I just wanted to put it on record that this shows just how 
cooperative the opposition has been in dealing with legislation. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I want to put that on record. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You draw a long bow, my friend. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: All I am using is a couple of minutes of the debate to ensure that that is properly noted, 
and I note from the positive noises coming from members of the government that the government understands 
and agrees with what I had to say: that we have been positive and agreeable in passing legislation, particularly 
good legislation that was prepared by the former government. We have no problem with that. All of the words 
that have been used by members of the government have indicated that we have held up legislation. Facts speak 
louder than words, and the facts are there for everyone to see that we have been very cooperative. Indeed, it is 
only Wednesday morning and we will be through nearly three pieces of legislation by the end of this day. So, 
well done opposition! 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Thank you. 
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Mr M. McGOWAN: Good job! I am very pleased with Labor members’ contributions to the debate. I am 
particularly pleased with the member for Mindarie, and I congratulate him on his new seat in the chamber and 
the attention he is paying to the debate. It is terrific to see him in his new role. I congratulate all members who 
have had some involvement with this legislation. 

MR C.C. PORTER (Bateman — Minister for Corrective Services) [12.22 pm] — in reply: I will give a brief 
response to the third reading contributions. The member for Rockingham deserves enormous congratulations on 
the speedy application to these bills by members of his side of the house. 

I think he rather mistook my point when he raised the matter of this bill in some way presenting a solution to the 
problem I raised yesterday. This bill will allow us to identify people who have moved into this jurisdiction from 
outside and who are conceivably in breach of a community-based order. The failure I was speaking about 
yesterday was purely administrative, if I can put it that way. There is now an extra tool to identify people who 
breach their orders, but there has been an administrative failure to follow up on past breaches. There is, 
therefore, a bit of a disconnect between that issue and this one, although it was an interesting point that the 
member raised. 
Mr M. McGowan: You understand that I did examine the legislation closely. 
Mr C.C. PORTER: I know. 
Question put and passed. 
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

PRISONERS (INTERSTATE TRANSFER) AMENDMENT BILL 2009 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 31 March. 

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [12.24 pm]: I rise to address this Prisoners (Interstate Transfer) Amendment Bill, 
which, like the previous legislation, was introduced into Parliament by the previous government. It amends the 
Prisoners (Interstate Transfer) Act 1983 by introducing nationally agreed protocols for a range of factors taken 
into account when a transfer of prisoners is requested. I understand that the resolution on these changes passed at 
the national level in 2004. Although there have been some minor amendments due to drafting style changes, it is 
substantially the same legislation that was introduced in the previous Parliament but lapsed at the time of the last 
election. 
Changes proposed by this bill will effectively reduce the emphasis on prisoners’ welfare in a range of factors that 
the minister may have regard to when considering a request for the transfer of a prisoner. It expands the range of 
factors to include the welfare of the prisoner or person concerned, so that is still there. However, the factors also 
include the administration of justice in this or any other state; the security and good order of any prison in this or 
any other state; the safe custody of the prisoner or person concerned; the protection of the community in this or 
any other state; and any other matter the minister considers relevant. I understand that essentially the bill 
provides more guidance regarding not only who is eligible for transfer, but also who can be refused transfer 
under this legislation. Again, the number of prisoners affected is relatively small. I have been told by the 
Department of Corrective Services that in 2007 only one prisoner was transferred in and one was transferred out, 
and in 2008 it was one in and two out. However, currently 22 applications are pending in the system for transfer 
on welfare grounds. I received a briefing from the department, which indicated to me that this bill will have a lot 
of application to Indigenous prisoners who may be incarcerated in the Northern Territory, by giving them the 
ability to move back closer to their country in the north-west of the state. I understand that three such prisoners 
have just been brought back from the Northern Territory recently and possibly two more are waiting. That 
indicates that it is very apt legislation for the house to be passing. Those transfers may have been achieved under 
the previous legislation, but if this bill facilitates them in any way, I and the opposition will be very supportive of 
it. 
In light of the many amendments to the bill that have been made in regard to my concerns and the concerns the 
opposition holds about the disproportionate representation of Indigenous prisoners in our prison system, any 
effort that can be made to move prisoners back to their country, in accordance with the recommendations of the 
Mahoney review and also the review of the Inspector of Custodial Services of the same time, will be welcome. 
Those reviews identified the need to house Indigenous and non-Indigenous prisoners as close as possible to their 
support mechanisms. In the case of Indigenous prisoners, the importance of being close to country and being in 
country was clearly identified as an essential component of any hope that we have of achieving good outcomes 
for Indigenous prisoners and of possibly targeting the outrageous disproportionate representation in prisons of 
Indigenous prisoners.  

I understand that, unfortunately, we have lagged a little in enacting this change to the legislation, and that all 
other states and territories, with the exception of the Northern Territory—ironically where these prisoners have 
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recently come from—have already enacted this agreed legislation. Nevertheless, it is better that we do it as fast 
as possible now. I urge the minister to ensure that the bill passes through the other place as quickly as possible; 
the opposition will certainly support that. As I said, this is essentially the same legislation that we introduced in 
2007 and we are fully supportive of any measure that the government can undertake to facilitate some measure 
to tackle the disproportionate representation of Aboriginal prisoners in prisons. This issue is not the only 
measure the bill deals with but it may in some small way assist, and I therefore urge the government to pass the 
bill through the other place as quickly as possible. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading. 

Third Reading 

MR C.C. PORTER (Bateman — Minister for Corrective Services) [12.29 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [12.29 pm]: Mr Speaker, I do not have — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: The member never had much to say on the previous one! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I had a lot to say on the previous bill. I can talk at length, if the member would like! 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: If I could be heard in silence, it would be appreciated. 

The SPEAKER: That is an interesting question, member for Rockingham. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I simply want to make a straightforward procedural point; that is, to point out to the 
Minister for Corrective Services that in summing up the second reading stage of a bill, it is traditional for the 
relevant minister to address the comments made in relation to the legislation. I did not hear the minister do so, 
and I hope that he will use the third reading stage to address the comments made, as is the tradition. It is not 
simply a matter of politeness; I think what the relevant minister has to say about the commentary provided is a 
matter of record. I realise that the member for Warnbro did not have a lot to say and I realise that I probably have 
even less to say about the Prisoners (Interstate Transfer) Amendment Bill 2009, but it is still appropriate for the 
minister to comment on it, given that the first minister to deal with this legislation was, I assume, the recently 
departed member for Fremantle or — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No, it was the member for Girrawheen. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The member for Girrawheen—in any event, I am sure that the minister will no doubt have 
a few words to say about the bill and I offer him that opportunity. 

MR C.C. PORTER (Bateman — Minister for Corrective Services) [12.30 pm] — in reply: I thank the 
member for Rockingham for his acute interest in procedure and for his swiftness in correcting me when I fail in 
that regard. This was a failing; it certainly was not intentional. I am still coming to grips with some of the finer 
points of procedure. I also thank the member for Rockingham for contributing to the third reading debate on the 
Prisoners (Interstate Transfer) Amendment Bill 2009 so that I could have the opportunity to speak briefly to a 
few points raised by the member for Warnbro. 

I agree with the member for Warnbro that this is good legislation. My observation, in the very short time that I 
have been considering those matters in my position as minister, is that it is quite remarkable that as a government 
and as a minister we have limited the decision-making process to the word “welfare” and welfare of the prisoner. 
As the member pointed out, it seems to me in my observation that there are two types of transfer that occur. They 
are largely, for want of a better word, “rudimentary” transfers and the member mentioned many involving 
Indigenous prisoners who have committed an offence across the border, in the Northern Territory for instance, 
when they might usually have been domiciled in Western Australia. In those circumstances, at times it seems to 
me that the decision-making process involves some stretch, expansion or strain on the interpretation of “welfare” 
to ensure that the right outcome occurs because it may be that there is some convenient, procedural or other 
reason for doing this. However, strictly speaking, on a balance of probabilities, it is a very difficult thing to 
categorise many of those transfers as welfare transfers. I think some of those rudimentary transfers will be able 
to be more clearly delineated under some of the other heads of discretion that are now being added into the act.  

It seems to me that there are also, though I have not necessarily yet encountered them, some very complicated 
matters that will arise, whereby people will seek to transfer their sentence to another jurisdiction for reasons that 
are complicated. The considerations that a minister may wish to take into account will also be complicated. I 
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think that in those circumstances, again, it might be a tendency of relevant ministers to stretch the definition of 
“welfare” so that a greater relevance in this area can be brought to bear to make a decision in many cases not to 
allow transfer. It seems to me that this at least promotes detail and honesty in the decision-making process, rather 
than creating a situation in which there is a tendency, if a minister wants to do something that might not 
necessarily be justifiable on welfare grounds or refuses to do something that might not be justifiably refused on 
welfare grounds, to stretch the definition of “welfare”. Therefore, I think in that sense it is very good legislation, 
and it surprises me, in fact, that prior to this time, welfare was only ever a limiting criteria. I thank the member 
for his contribution to the debate. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and passed. 

FIRST HOME OWNER GRANT AMENDMENT BILL 2009 
Third Reading 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [12.34 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [12.34 pm]: Hello, Mr Speaker. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Good afternoon, member for Rockingham. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is very pleasant to see you, Mr Speaker. I must say the Speaker’s new haircut looks very 
nice. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, member. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No reflections upon the Chair! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is a lovely haircut, Mr Speaker. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Because it looks like the member’s haircut! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is very similar; people might say that we look very alike. 

I rise to contribute to the third reading of the First Home Owner Grant Amendment Bill 2009. The reason we are 
conducting the third reading today is that the government agreed to amend the legislation yesterday and, 
accordingly, it meant that we could not proceed to the third reading stage yesterday even though the opposition 
would have supported the legislation at that point. Procedurally, of course, we were required to wait until today 
to deal with it. 

The bill is something that came out of a national agreement between the commonwealth and all the states. I 
assume it has been replicated in all the states. It is designed to formalise and provide a legal basis, if we like, to 
the first home owner grant scheme around Australia. Naturally, our federal colleagues have played a role in the 
construction of the particular boost arrangements to that grant. Therefore, accordingly, we are supportive of the 
legislation as it has been brought forward and naturally we would like to see it pass through Parliament as soon 
as possible.  

In the consideration in detail stage of the bill, we moved an amendment. I moved that amendment on the basis of 
advice given to me by the member for North West and the member for Pilbara who both said that they thought 
the cap on the value of a home eligible for the first home buyer grant was unfair. Under the bill, people could 
only buy a house up to a certain value, which was $750 000, but they said, of course, in some of the areas that 
they represent, a $750 000 house was not of the same quality that people could purchase for the same amount in 
the south west of the state, hence we identified an innate unfairness in the legislation for people who live in the 
northern parts of the state. Therefore, we put a properly drafted amendment on the notice paper and, as I 
indicated, the Treasurer agreed to the amendment. It has been a bit of an unusual process in that I cannot recall 
another occasion on which legislation has been amended by an opposition amendment during the past seven 
months of this government. This is the first time it has happened. I thank the Treasurer and Minister for Housing 
and Works for his acceptance of our amendment and for giving it proper consideration and not simply dealing 
with it as an opposition amendment that would therefore not be worthy of consideration. The Treasurer treated 
our amendment on its merits and I would like to thank him for doing so.  

It was somewhat enlightening during the debate that members on this side of the house put forward arguments 
for the amendment and the Treasurer responded by way of interjection to say that the government would support 
it. However, the member for Riverton made a number of contributions in which he disagreed with the 
proposition that was being put forward, and this was subsequent to the Treasurer’s agreement to the amendment 
we had moved. The member for Riverton ran arguments based around a central philosophical disagreement with 
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the first home owner grant. I think we could say that because we cannot draw a huge distinction between 
$750 000 and $1 million, he simply had a central philosophical objection based upon the view that the first home 
buyer grant just lifts property values by that amount and therefore it is a waste of money. That was the member 
for Riverton’s argument. Of course, the empirical and practical evidence of the housing market in Western 
Australia today and, indeed, the housing market around Australia, is that the first home buyers grant and today’s 
interest rates are what is keeping the housing market in its current buoyant condition. One only needs to speak to 
the Real Estate Institute of WA or the Property Council of Australia to realise that. Without first home buyers in 
the marketplace, our housing industry would be in a lot of trouble. I take the view that supporting first home 
buyers is a way forward for the government and a way to ensure that we retain some buoyancy in the 
marketplace. It not only helps those people trying to get their first home, but also keeps people in the industry; 
and many thousands of people in Western Australia are employed in the housing industry.  

That is the opposition’s view on this bill, but the member for Riverton takes a contrary view and says that it 
would be better if the government retained that money and did not provide it to first home buyers because it is a 
waste of government money. I note that the member for Riverton did not vote against the clause during the 
consideration in detail stage, even though he ran arguments against it during debate. He could, of course, have 
objected and, as I understand standing orders, called a division and voted against the clause, but he did not do 
that. That was the most exciting aspect of the entire debate on this bill. Opposition members were pleased to see 
that the government saw reason and agreed with our proposition.  

We broadly agreed on the other components of the bill. There are some nuances when a person acquires a 
property, when a person lays a slab, and all of those things that will create heartache for some people who fall 
just outside the zone. To draw an analogy, numerous people came to me when the baby bonus was implemented 
to explain that their baby was born a day or two before the scheme was introduced and they had missed out. 
However, a line drawn has to be drawn. Under the first home owner scheme, in the end, the line is when 
agreement is reached on the purchase or construction of a property.  

I recall some debate on the stamp duty exemption for the first home owner scheme, which the former 
government introduced, and which creates some buoyancy for that part of the marketplace and allows people—
predominantly young people and people without a lot of money—easier access to owning a house. The Labor 
government introduced a complete exemption for properties up to $500 000, with the grant phasing out at 
$600 000, after which the full stamp duty would be applied to the purchase price. The arguments that were run in 
relation to properties in the north of the state could easily be run in this instance as well. I can see a logical 
consistency between those two points of view. That is not something we could consider as part of the bill that we 
are dealing with today, but I think there is an argument in its favour. I am very proud to have put in place the 
most generous stamp duty exemptions applying across Australia to help people into the marketplace.  

As I may have said before, the cost to government is that the stamp duty it forgoes could be spent on public 
housing for people in need, but the Labor government took the view that it would be better for people to own 
their own houses rather than join the public housing waiting list. Of course, the stamp duty exemption allows 
people to get into the marketplace.  

This country, particularly Western Australia, has not suffered from the extreme levels of mortgage stress 
experienced by people in the United States in particular and in other countries around the world. We do not seem 
to have people who indebted themselves to the extreme degree that they did in the United States. Accordingly, 
when the downturn came in the US—it generated the downturn, if you like—people were unable to service their 
debt. That caused a huge amount of stress not just for them but also for the financial institutions that supported 
them. There is a range of reasons that that has not happened in this country. I think the evidence shows that the 
assistance that the government provided through the first home owner grant and stamp duty exemptions has not 
encouraged people to take out loans that they are unable to manage to anywhere near the degree that occurred in 
other countries. The assistance provided in Australia has not exacerbated the problem in the way that events have 
transpired in the United States of America.  

The Labor government had the mix right. The first home owner scheme and generous stamp duty concessions 
for first home buyers in Western Australia has been a good mix. I suggested earlier this year that we should look 
at lifting the threshold for the first home owner grant so that it might be phased out at $700 000 or $800 000, 
considering what has happened with home values in this state in recent years. That is an option that has yet to be 
considered. Perhaps we could make it consistent with this legislation and make it $750 000, so that people would 
have the capacity to purchase homes of higher value. What we have seen throughout Western Australia is that 
the people who have suffered with the housing market flattening have been people who have taken out 
mortgages on second properties often valued above the $500 000 threshold; therefore, they have not necessarily 
been the beneficiaries of the huge activity among first home buyers. That would have been a way to deal with 
that particular issue. There are many ways the government can cut taxes and assist people, but that is one way we 
could assist the housing market and also people who have taken out mortgages. It could also help first home 
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buyers, particularly those in the more expensive communities—not necessarily in the city, because there are a 
range of places one can live in close proximity to the city—that are a long way from the city where people must 
live to be near work or to be near their families. That would have been one way to deal with that problem. A 
range of things could be done. The first home buyer scheme is one opportunity.  

The other point I want to make—and I made this point last week—is that the commonwealth should extend the 
boost component of the scheme beyond 30 June, unless it wants to see a decline in building activity and in the 
housing market. That program commenced in October last year and will finish on 30 June. If the government 
wants to continue that program, it needs to make the announcement now. If the commonwealth makes the 
announcement closer to 30 June, it will distort building activity. If the announcement were made now, people 
would not rush to sign up prior to 30 June, and it would not distort prices. If the commonwealth government 
makes the announcement now, it will not necessarily have that rush, but if it waits closer to the day, it might 
actually distort market activity and prices for first home buyers.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: The member is right. If they are going to extend it, an early announcement is better, but the 
advice I have is that that sort of pull-forward effect is already evident in the market. That is not necessarily a bad 
thing; that is what it was designed to do. It is just an interesting point.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I had the briefing as well, and the pull-forward effect is there. I think if the commonwealth 
is going to extend the scheme, it should do it soon. Obviously, they are busy people, but I assume it is on their 
agenda, and I would expect them to do it. Naturally, the effect of the global financial economy and the impact on 
the Australian economy with a corporate recession will not have abated by 30 June. In the current economic 
conditions it would be a good thing if the commonwealth government kept the scheme running for longer. When 
economic conditions improve, I can understand how the commonwealth might remove the boost component and 
go back to the old scheme. Of course, we all have to pay for the debt that the commonwealth accrues.  

However, the judgement that the commonwealth has made is that it is better to do that than to go through the 
hardship now. In any event, I encourage the commonwealth to do it. I think it is a fair enough thing to do, and we 
support it. Indeed, as we did last week, we encourage the commonwealth to do so. I did not write to the 
commonwealth minister—perhaps I should have—but I assume that the commonwealth is getting enough 
pressure from around the country to know the views of the various states and the various state oppositions on this 
matter. 

In any event, we support the legislation. We are pleased that the government has supported the amendment that 
we put forward. Hopefully, it will make life better for those families—there will not be many; probably in the 
dozens—who want to take up the opportunity in the north of the state above the twenty-sixth parallel. It is a good 
reform. 

MR V.A. CATANIA (North West) [12.50 pm]: I want to echo what the member for Rockingham has said. The 
member for Rockingham has shown his commitment to regional WA with his support for these amendments to 
the First Home Owner Grant Amendment Bill 2009. He has a very good track record in regional WA. When he 
was education minister, he announced the $103 million education precinct in Karratha. That shows the 
commitment that the member for Rockingham has to regional WA, unlike, unfortunately, the member for 
Riverton, who I think wants to work in the opposite direction.  

I am glad that the Treasurer has supported these amendments, because it is obviously important to try to give 
regional WA as much assistance as possible, particularly in the north of this state, an area that has gone through 
a very tough period as a result of the growth there. A lot of pressure has obviously been put on the housing 
market in that area. However, I should say that during our time in government, we released quite a bit of land, 
particularly in Karratha. I believe that one of our releases in Baynton West is soon to go to ballot—it may have 
even gone to ballot. Some 400 lots will be released. The property market is changing rapidly in places such as 
Karratha. The government has recognised this through its support for our amendments to ensure that the first 
home buyers’ cap in the north will be much more than it is below the twenty-sixth parallel; that is, it will be 
$750 000 for homes south of the twenty-sixth parallel and $1 million for homes north of the twenty-sixth 
parallel. 

I thank the Treasurer and I thank the government, in particular, for their support for these amendments. They 
recognise somewhat what is happening in regional WA. With this recognition and this support for these 
amendments, I hope that when the Treasurer prepares to hand down his budget, he will also look at some of the 
projects that the former government had in its former estimates. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Don’t worry. We’ll look after you so well. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I hope the Premier does. When the budget is handed down, I hope it will show that the 
Premier and the Treasurer have remembered projects such as the Karratha Senior High School and the Karratha 
Primary School, the Carnarvon police station and courthouse, the Carnarvon power station and the second stage 
of the Carnarvon hospital—all those projects that were — 
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Mr C.J. Barnett: Such a long list of things you didn’t do. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I am glad that the Premier is in the chamber, because I want to tell him that just before my 
opponent and former member of this chamber, Rod Sweetman, left this place in 2005, he commented that Labor 
had done more in four years in government than the Court government had done in eight years. How is that? Can 
members recall that? I do not have the clipping with me. However, he said something about the Premier, but I 
want to keep that for another day. I do not want to talk about the past, because I want to move forward. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Save it for when you will really, really need it. That day will come. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: He is a very smart and wise man, and he made some very interesting comments about the 
Premier. I am sure he has probably made some interesting comments about the Treasurer too, because the time 
when the Treasurer went to Carnarvon was interesting. A lot of things happened there. Perhaps the Treasurer 
could enlighten the house about what happened when he went to the Port Hotel. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Who are you talking about—the Treasurer? 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: The Treasurer. At the time he was the opposition leader. However, we will not go into 
that. 

I appreciate the government’s support for these amendments. I hope that that support will continue for all those 
other projects, such as the education precinct, which the member for Rockingham started when he was education 
minister. These projects are very important. Being a regional member, it is hard trying to convince metropolitan 
members of how important regional WA and the projects that make a town grow and become vibrant are. This 
legislation now has the cap at $1 million. There will not be a lot of people who will access a first home buyers’ 
grant over the $750 000 mark, but if it is one or two people or a family who go to the north west to live, that is 
what we are talking about. We are trying to make these areas family-friendly places in which to live and work. I 
believe that the amendments to this legislation will help ease the burden that people in the north west, in 
particular, are facing. People in regional WA will always face tough challenges, because that is part of living in 
regional WA. These people do not expect to have all the amenities that a place such as Perth has, but they want 
to have the ability to access basic services that they rightly deserve. I am glad that the Treasurer has recognised 
that. The next test for the Treasurer will obviously be when he hands down the budget on 14 May. I hope that his 
acceptance of our amendments to make this a good piece of legislation will be reflected in, for example, the very 
important pieces of infrastructure in my electorate that currently have a question mark over them. 

There is another thing that I must note and that members in the chamber should also note. Given that we are 
talking about policy changes in regional WA, I am somewhat concerned and very disappointed that not one 
National Party member has stood to speak on this legislation and on the amendments. Given that we are trying, 
through this legislation, to attract people to and retain them in areas above the twenty-sixth parallel, I thought 
that the Nationals would have made a contribution to the debate. This is probably the third or fourth piece of 
legislation on which they have not participated in the debate. If the Speaker had a chance to speak, I am sure that 
he would support what I am saying. 

The SPEAKER: I might say that we are talking about a particular piece of legislation in this place, the First 
Home Owner Grant Amendment Bill. That is all I will say. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: I am thankful that we have some National Party representation in the chamber today to 
hear this debate. However, as I said, I am disappointed that the National Party members have not made a 
contribution to the debate and supported the amendments, because it is important to attract people to and retain 
them in regional WA so that we can make it a family-friendly environment. In future debates when we move 
amendments to reflect what is happening in the north west, I hope that the National Party members will make a 
contribution and also assist me, as a regional member, to make some good changes that will help people who are 
moving to regional WA, so that they will want to stay in regional WA, have a family, grow old and — 

An opposition member interjected. 

Mr V.A. CATANIA: Yes, and die there. That involves another industry. However, we want people to spend the 
rest of their lives in regional WA. I thank the Treasurer. Hopefully, he can entice his National Party cabinet 
colleagues to participate in and make a contribution to these very important debates to ensure that regional WA 
gets its fair share.  

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [12.59 pm]: As a regional member of this chamber — 

Dr K.D. Hames: Absolutely! 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Connected to the metropolitan rail system! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I have been mocked by the Premier. I am very disappointed that the Premier does not 
recognise the Peel region, and the City of Mandurah as the pivotal city in the Peel region, but I will leave that for 
another day!  
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The First Home Owner Grant Amendment Bill is obviously a very important bill, and there was some very good 
debate during the second reading stage. The third reading stage provides an opportunity to review some of the 
key elements of the bill, and I particularly pay tribute to the members for North West and Pilbara for their 
foresight in bringing an amendment to the attention of the house, and ultimately of the Treasurer. We 
acknowledge and applaud that the Treasurer and the government have supported the increase in the cap for those 
living north of the twenty-sixth parallel. Of course, I could have tried to move an amendment of my own, related 
to those living below the twenty-sixth parallel—particularly in the regional area of Peel—but I am sure I would 
have been laughed out of this place! 

The amendment is an important one. It reinforces that we, in this place, recognise regional Western Australia and 
the special circumstances of people living in remote communities, particularly those north of the twenty-sixth 
parallel in the regions of the Pilbara and the Kimberley. We need to acknowledge their specific needs and the 
specific circumstances they face, having chosen to relocate their family to live and work in those regions. We 
should be doing everything possible to support them to live in the region. As the member for North West 
mentioned in his contribution to the third reading debate, this cap will be available to probably a small number of 
people, but it is additional support for those who make that ultimate decision to relocate their families and live in 
the beautiful regions of the Pilbara and the Kimberley.  

I thank the two members I have mentioned in particular, and I also thank the Treasurer for his wise 
understanding of the opposition’s plea in this amendment. It was very interesting to watch the debate when the 
member for Riverton made his points. He has every right to do that, but it was interesting to watch a member of 
the government make comments that are ultimately opposite in view to that of his parliamentary government 
colleagues, and then, of course, when it came to the vote, he did not go through with it — 

Mr V.A. Catania interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: This bill is an important one. I am pleased the amendment was supported, and that 
this place, through its support of that amendment, recognises the importance of supporting regional communities, 
particularly those above the twenty-sixth parallel. I think it sends a very good signal to people who choose to live 
in those regions that this Parliament understands their circumstances and is willing to frame legislation to 
support them in the way that we have.  

I endorse the bill and endorse its swift passage through this place into the other place, so that the contentions — 

Mr V.A. Catania: Not if the member for Riverton had his way! 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: That is right! Hopefully it will pass through the other place quickly so that the 
benefits provided by the bill will be received as quickly as possible by people who need them. 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [1.04 pm] — in reply: I will make a couple of comments to 
conclude the debate.  

I thank members on both sides of the house for their comments on this bill. There has been a lot of discussion 
about the amendment, but the bill in itself is a significant bill because it imposes a cap on the provision of the 
first home owner grant in Western Australia. That cap will be for houses up to a value of $750 000 south of the 
twenty-sixth parallel, and up to $1 million for houses north of the twenty-sixth parallel. That amendment is a 
significant shift in public policy related to the application of the first home owner grant in Western Australia, 
which has previously been uncapped.  

The number of people who purchase properties above $750 000 or $1 million is not statistically large, but it is 
important that we, as a Parliament, say, in effect, that if people can afford to buy a home worth more than 
$750 000—or $1 million in the north of the state—on the balance of probabilities we do not think they need a 
$7 000 handout from the state to assist them. That is the fundamental public policy issue, and that is why I 
support the cap. When I was in opposition, that was the position of the then government, and I know the then 
Treasurer had the same view. The capacity to make the policy change has been brought about by a relaxing of 
the commonwealth’s insistence that no cap could be applied, on the proviso that the cap is not introduced until 
after the expiry of the federal boost package. That is scheduled to expire on 30 June. We hope it will be 
extended, although it has to be understood that the commonwealth’s decision will be made in the context of a 
fairly tight budgetary framework. I do not know what the outcome will be but, notwithstanding that decision, 
that is the policy issue.  

The government supported the amendment. As I outlined in consideration in detail yesterday, the amendment 
will not impact on a lot of people. I do not see it as being an issue. It is just a fact—there is a broader principle. I 
also pointed out that no argument was raised by members of the then government about the amendment to the 
extension of the first home owner stamp duty exemption, and I imagine the same principles would apply. I 
would not encourage members opposite to bring that consideration to the house, because I doubt we would 
support that because it starts to get a little complicated. I should just highlight to members the government’s 
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commitment—if commitment is measured by differentials in grants and accesses—to housing. Earlier this year 
Keystart came to me with a proposal to change some of the Keystart funding criteria. Keystart, rather than 
becoming a lender of last resort, was becoming the default lender. That was not the original purpose of Keystart. 
At that time, Keystart had a property value limit set at under $500 000; Keystart sought to change that limit to 
reduce the demand. In the metropolitan area the limit was recast at the then Perth median house price of 
$412 000. However, in the north west area—above the twenty-sixth parallel—it remained at $500 000. This 
amendment to this bill is entirely consistent with the approach taken by the board of Keystart. I share that with 
members opposite to highlight the inconsistency between the treatment by Keystart and the original treatment in 
this bill of people who live above the twenty-sixth parallel. I am pleased that it was brought to the attention of 
the house and I am happy we have dealt with it. I should also mention that, at the same time, the maximum 
income for a standard Keystart loan was reduced from $170 000 to $120 000, and some other changes were 
made to requirements regarding personal debt levels. That was part of a package of changes introduced by 
Keystart, designed to more effectively define Keystart’s role not as a default lender, but more as a lender of last 
resort. 

The government supports the amended bill. I thank all members for their participation in the debate and 
commend the bill to the house. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL PROTECTION BILL 2008 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 7 April. 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [1.09 pm]: This is one of those very short bills that come before the house 
and seem to be the result of an election promise. I first became aware of the movement to save Royal Perth 
Hospital when I visited the hospital and saw the little auxiliary shop where they sell flowers, get-well cards and 
all that sort of thing, and they had a petition to save Royal Perth Hospital. At the time I thought, “Why would 
you want to save this place?” At the time I really wondered at the motivation behind these people. I rapidly came 
to the conclusion that they had an attachment to the place; it is a building with an incredible sense of history and 
it means a lot to this city. I can understand that attachment and understand why these people want to preserve it. 
At a very simple level, one can say that makes a lot of sense. However, at a practical level, one must ask oneself 
whether Royal Perth Hospital really serves our needs very well. I am sure that many members have availed 
themselves of its services over the years and have their own stories about times when the hospital has been of 
great benefit, and times when the hospital has nearly killed them. I certainly hear those stories, and there are 
stories within my own family about some terrible things that have happened at that hospital. Terrible things 
happen at all hospitals; I am not saying it is Royal Perth Hospital in particular that has caused these problems, 
but one has to ask: if members were today debating what a hospital of the year 2200 should look like, what 
exactly could we contribute to that debate? I think the answer is very little, because we have technological 
knowledge the equivalent of banging rocks together. We probably do not understand the needs and demands of a 
twenty-third century hospital. In fact, everyone here would quite rightfully say that it would be ridiculous for us 
to talk about something so far in the future and to try to second guess what the future will be like. Unfortunately, 
in Royal Perth Hospital we are stuck with an institution that was created at a time when medical science as we 
know it today simply did not exist. The designs and functions of the hospital reflect that fact, and 
unfortunately — 

Dr K.D. Hames: Have you actually read the policy document that says we will build a new replacement for the 
old part of the hospital? 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Yes, and I have also read the bill. 

Dr K.D. Hames: The old part of the hospital will not be there anymore. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: The government would have an interesting heritage problem if it tried to knock down the 
old part. 

Dr K.D. Hames: No, we wouldn’t. There are heritage buildings, but that doesn’t include the old A block. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: The point I am making is that if one were to sit down and design a modern hospital—
such as Fiona Stanley Hospital—one would design it very differently to the way that Royal Perth Hospital is 
designed. 

Dr K.D. Hames: That’s exactly what we plan to do across the road. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I am glad; across the road—right. 
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I understand why the Liberal Party went to the election with a policy to save Royal Perth Hospital. It was not for 
good medical reasons or for the good of the community; it was just a really good political issue and something it 
could hang its hat on. Frankly, I am sure that the Liberal Party was as surprised as we were when it actually won 
the election. Government members probably woke up the next day with a celebratory hangover and said, “Oh, 
my God, look what we promised; now we have to do that.” That must have been an awful feeling in some 
respects because it meant that it would have to actually deliver on some of these ridiculous opposition stunts. I 
am no stranger to those sorts of things. I once ran a campaign at Curtin University back in my old student 
politics days — 

Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: No, I was not a stranger to stupid stunts. I ran an entire campaign on whether the name of 
the student newspaper should be changed. I did that for what I considered to be good reasons at the time, but 
when I reflect back on it, I probably could have spent my time a little better. I think the house could today be 
spending its time a little better than to be worrying about preserving an institution that is well past its use-by 
date. 

I have spoken before about my interest in technology and I would like to draw that interest into this debate to 
some extent. When one is involved with computer software and technology, every so often one reaches a point at 
which one says, “This is not worth it anymore; it is easier to throw out the old and bring in the new than it is to 
try to retrofit the old system.” There have been some good examples of that in recent times in the software 
world. It happened to Microsoft; it kept trying to improve Windows until eventually it could improve it no 
further, and had to throw it out and start again, which delayed Windows Vista by several years. I must admit that 
Windows Vista was not a huge improvement after it was finally redesigned, but the point is that every so often 
one needs to sit back and ask, “Is it worth retrofitting this thing?” If one applies that question to hospitals, one 
needs to go back to the principle of best practice and ask, “Does the structure of that place actually meet the 
needs of a twenty-first century hospital?” Again, the answer is no. It is never more apparent than when one looks 
at the information technology infrastructure in Royal Perth Hospital, which is bolted on or strapped on, and there 
are all sorts of problems. Anyone who knows anyone who has worked at Royal Perth Hospital will have heard 
stories about the hospital’s inability to put certain equipment in certain places and how staff cannot do their job 
in an efficient way. 

The Minister for Health has made several assertions during this debate that he will try his damnedest to ensure 
that the Midland hospital is built in time, and several other such things. He has also talked about the budget 
shortfalls he is currently faced with. 

Dr K.D. Hames: PMH and Shenton Park. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Exactly, yes. 
He has talked about the budget shortfalls he is faced with, and how he has to generate an income stream from 
somewhere to be able to deal with that. Obviously I am concerned that projects such as the Midland hospital can 
be delivered on time, because it will make a huge impact in my electorate of Forrestfield; it will be the major 
medical facility for those people. I would hate to see anything that could potentially detract from such projects, 
but I am afraid that the movement to preserve Royal Perth Hospital will do exactly that, because it is essentially 
as though we are trying to divide the pie into ever smaller pieces. 

Once when I was campaigning someone said to me, “I don’t understand what the problem is with the health 
system. They keep saying that there are not enough beds, but beds are cheap—why don’t you go and buy some?” 
We all know that that is ridiculous and that the bed is just the item used as a sort of basic count, and that really 
we are talking about all the facilities and services that go into a hospital. We have heard much debate about how 
there are not enough nurses and doctors, that doctors are ageing and that we cannot attract the right people to the 
medical profession. The government, through this bill, will create a hospital surplus to what was recommended 
by the Reid review. Where will these people come from? Where are the nurses? Where are the doctors? If they 
are going to be at Royal Perth Hospital, they cannot be at Fiona Stanley Hospital or Joondalup Health Campus. 
They will not appear out of thin air. 

Mr P. Abetz interjected. 
Mr A.J. WADDELL: The government is going to grow nurses, is it? It is going to grow nurses and doctors? 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
Mr A.J. WADDELL: Perhaps he can pray for it! 

It means that there will be fewer resources at the other facilities, which means that there will be cutbacks. My 
fear, and the fear of many members on this side of the chamber, is that those cutbacks will be made to the 
essential twenty-first century medical facilities that we need for our constituents, as opposed to a historical 
edifice that the government for some reason wants to preserve to keep the ladies at the auxiliary happy. 
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Dr K.D. Hames: These comments are good, because when we run the next election campaign, our members for 
Morley and Mt Lawley will use all of them with great pleasure.  

Mr R.H. Cook: What lies will you tell about our position then, minister? 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Mr Deputy Speaker, I think the member for Kwinana just accused me of telling lies. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Will the member please withdraw that comment. 

Mr R.H. COOK: I withdraw unreservedly, Mr Deputy Speaker. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: The minister raised a point of order on his own interjection; that is impressive! 

I will let all the people in my electorate know that I was out there arguing for a modern facility which serves 
their needs, which can properly service Forrestfield, High Wycombe and Maida Vale and which they will have 
access to, rather than an ageing facility in the city which is frankly nearly impossible to get to. I guarantee Royal 
Perth Hospital will not serve patients as well as the proposed Midland facility, if it is completed on time.  

Dr K.D. Hames: It is easier to get to Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital than to Royal Perth Hospital from your area.  

Mr A.J. WADDELL: My point is that it is easier to get to Midland. Clause 6 refers to “maintaining Royal Perth 
Hospital as a tertiary hospital”. That indicates it will be a hospital with the full gamut of facilities and will be one 
of the state’s top hospitals. I hear arguments that the government will redesign this, cut back on that and 
redevelop this, yet when the minister spoke yesterday I think he said it would cost $10 million. 

Dr K.D. Hames: I didn’t say that at all. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: He said that over the next four years the government would spend $10 million and that it 
would not do anything.  

Dr K.D. Hames: We are not building it over the next four years. We are building it in the second term of 
government. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: This government will never have a second term of government. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Member for Nollamara, are you in your seat?  

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Clause 5 calls on each house of Parliament, if necessary, to pass a resolution approving 
the closure of the hospital. It is quite extraordinary that this government feels that it does not trust its Minister for 
Health to such an extent that it needs to take away his discretion to control the health system and hand it over to 
the Parliament.  

Mr R.H. Cook: It is all controlled by the Premier and it is run by the Premier. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Quite possibly. Perhaps we should include the Premier and exclude “each house of 
Parliament” in clause 5. Clause 8 provides that the name will not be changed unless there is a resolution by each 
house of Parliament. I think we should change the name of the hospital to St Jude’s, after the patron saint for 
hopeless causes. 

When the population is increasingly moving to the outer suburbs, why do we want one of the major health 
campuses right in the centre of the metropolitan area? When I first started working in the city, I noticed a strange 
phenomenon. Once a month it was easier to get into the city. It took me a time to work out why that was. It was 
the result of a low activity day at Royal Perth Hospital when 5 000 people did not go to work. It had a huge 
impact on people’s ability to get in and out of the city. It reduced traffic flow and so forth. As we concentrate 
facilities in the centre of the city, there must be the corresponding infrastructure because of the demands on roads 
and on a range of other facilities that we are not considering here. I commend the government for wanting to 
keep its election promises, but how about taking this promise off the table because it is a bit silly? Then we 
would not make fun of the government.  

MR F. ALBAN (Swan Hills) [1.23 pm]: I have been sitting on the back bench quietly minding my own 
business and listening to drivel for hours. The member for Forrestfield managed to rouse some passion. Only 
yesterday the member for Rockingham, a senior member of the Labor opposition, said that the Labor 
government would have kept the hospital anyway, yet the member for Forrestfield wants to get rid of it. I have 
some expertise in this area so I might help the opposition understand something. I live in a building that was 
built in 1869, and it is more relevant now than when it was built. I live opposite the oldest operating hotel in 
Western Australia, which was built in 1841. It functions better and is more successful today than when it was 
first built. I know that opposition members are good at heckling. They should go for it because it makes my day. 
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I will give them a modern-day example. Have any of them been to the Duxton Hotel? It was the old premises of 
the Australian Taxation Office. It was not demolished. The Labor Party’s attitude is that we must get rid of the 
old and rebuild. However, some time ago a group of Singaporeans bought that building for a song. I do not think 
that we Australians were quite bright enough. I believe they bought it for $6 million. I was a member of the 
demolition crew that stripped it out.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Who was it? 

Mr F. ALBAN: It does not matter who it was. The Duxton Hotel rates among Perth’s better hotels. The 
opposition members would have said that it could not be done, in the same way as they say that Royal Perth 
Hospital should be knocked over because it is only an election promise. I am really proud that we Liberals 
remember our election promises and stand by them. The Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill is in this chamber 
because opposition members would have knocked it over. What would they do with all the patients in the 
hospital? Does it not make more sense to do what has happened a hundred times before? Opposition members 
may want to learn some lessons because they do not seem to have the experience. They should look at the 
Duxton Hotel and learn of other examples. It will happen with Royal Perth Hospital, and I am firmly behind the 
Minister for Health and the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill. I have not heard so much drivel as I have heard 
from the opposition, because opposition members are way out of their depth. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [1.28 pm]: I am very pleased to follow the member for Swan Hills. 
Rarely do I get a greater honour than to follow such a contribution. I was going to make the point that no Liberal 
member had spoken on the bill, apart from a couple of interjections of varying quality. The minister had spoken 
but none of the government backbenchers had. I can now see why the minister does not want his backbenchers 
participating in the debate. The member for Swan Hills gave such an incredible contribution that we will 
circulate it to demonstrate the depth of understanding on the back bench of the Liberal government on these 
matters.  

The Labor Party says that the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill is a political bill that has been brought to the 
house to deal with an election promise. That is a reasonable thing for the government to do. Of course, we are 
disappointed that the government has not met so many of its other commitments, but we are interested to see that 
it is meeting this commitment. There are many things not contained in this bill. It makes no provision for extra 
nurses, for more patients being treated or for more surgery being conducted. I wonder whether any more Liberal 
members will be speaking to this bill, because the bill is simply about politics. It does not provide additional 
services or set out what services are to be protected. All we are doing is protecting infrastructure in the form of a 
building, bricks and mortar and a location on a map. The Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill does not 
demonstrate any commitment to additional services or an increased number of nurses. There is also absent any 
commitment to protect other health institutions in the state—for example, Bentley Hospital, which is 100 metres 
outside the Cannington electorate. Could we achieve the retention of Royal Perth Hospital by a decision of the 
minister? If the minister is so committed to retaining Royal Perth Hospital, the minister could simply have 
retained it, because it would be his decision. We are happy to have Parliament account for the minister’s words, 
and I am happy to make sure that the minister’s words are enshrined in law. It is interesting that the Premier was 
not prepared to have — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Kimberley and the Minister for Health — 

Mrs C.A. Martin: He started it! 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Kimberley, I do not want you apportioning blame. The member for 
Cannington will continue. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am happy for Parliament to hold the Minister for Health accountable for his words 
through this bill, but I wonder why the Premier did not want the Parliament to hold the Treasurer to account 
through the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 2009. The Premier tried to shut down debate on that bill. He 
wandered into the house late at night and said that he was not interested in parliamentary scrutiny of the TAA. 
However, the Minister for Health is obviously in a different category. The Parliament is to hold him to account 
for his words. That is a demonstration of the arrogance of the government. This is a political bill, and we 
understand that. The only reason this bill has been introduced is that the Liberal Party promised to do it before 
the election. It has nothing to do with providing health care to Western Australians, and everybody in this 
chamber knows that. Nobody from the Liberal back bench has spoken on the bill, apart from the member for 
Swan Hills, who made a contribution that we will make sure everybody knows about, because it was of such 
high quality. 

We look forward to answers from the minister. Why has no extra funding been allocated? The government 
brings $1.2 billion of additional spending to the chamber, but it includes no money for Royal Perth Hospital. 
There is no money in the current financial year for Royal Perth Hospital. Page 92 of the 2008-09 Government 
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Mid-year Financial Projections Statement shows no money in the current financial year for Royal Perth 
Hospital. 

Dr K.D. Hames: We didn’t do the last budget. It was your budget. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: What was the Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill? The Treasurer asked the house 
for $1.2 billion, and not one cent of that amount is allocated to Royal Perth Hospital. In 2009-10, no money is 
allocated to Royal Perth Hospital. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Yes, there is. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I refer to page 92 of the midyear financial statement. Can the minister get the midyear 
financial statement and show me? Page 92 sets out the future additional expenditure. 

Dr K.D. Hames: One of your other colleagues just read that out. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: As it happens, minister, I have it here. Under the line item “Purchase of non-financial 
assets” the amount for this year is shown as nothing — 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If the minister does not understand his own accounting, that is not my problem. This is 
the government’s accounts. The performance of the Premier last Tuesday night demonstrates that he does not 
understand the midyear financial statement, and he does not understand how to read it. I, on the other hand, am 
very happy to read it to the house, and now I am doing that. I can see why the government would be 
embarrassed. It brought in a bill for $1.2 billion worth of expenditure and not one cent is allocated to Royal Perth 
Hospital. The government tells the people of Western Australia that it does not intend to spend any additional 
money in 2008-09 and 2009-10. It has allocated $10 million for 2010-11 and the same for 2011-12. That is what 
the government says it will do. Why is there no guarantee in this bill that will ensure future funding of the 
hospital? The government says that it is such an important piece of infrastructure that it cannot trust the word of 
its own health minister, yet it does not say in this bill that funding needs to be retained at the current level. If the 
government is so worried about the services being provided by the hospital, why does it not put a provision in 
the bill saying that the funding must not be less than the amount in the current forward estimates? That would be 
an easy provision to include if the government was genuine and was actually interested in the facilities of the 
hospital rather than in meeting its own political agenda. 

There is also no prohibition in this bill on contracting out. Every aspect of the operations of the hospital can be 
given away to the private sector without any reference back to the Parliament. If the minister is so keen to retain 
the current services of Royal Perth Hospital, why is a provision not included that would prevent the private 
sector from delivering those services, rather than the public sector? Indeed, there is no prohibition on 
privatisation. We note the government’s views on finances. On page 3 of the midyear financial statement the 
government revealed its position on that. It reads — 

The forward estimates presented in this mid-year review require significant corrective action to ensure 
the State remains in a financially sustainable position. 

We know that the government intends to take major corrective action to bring its uncontrolled spending back 
under some semblance of control. It needs to cut services to the people of Western Australia to end the 
$3.7 billion spending binge outlined in the midyear financial projections. What is the corrective action? What 
staff reductions will take place to meet the demands of the government for significant corrective action to ensure 
that the state’s finances remain in a sustainable position? What service cuts will take place? What privatisation? 
None of these things is dealt with in this bill. If the government were genuine, it would be saying that it was 
going to keep not only the bricks and mortar but also the services and the staff, and would allocate funding to the 
needs of the hospital. None of these things has been done by this bill because it is just a piece of political theatre. 
The only reason the government has introduced this bill is that it made an election commitment to do so. There is 
no policy agenda or thought process involved, and nothing is contained in this bill other than the political 
agenda. 

Another issue that is not addressed by this bill is that of car parking for staff at the hospital. Much comment has 
been made by way of interjection from the minister and others about how accessible Royal Perth Hospital is. 
One of the inevitable consequences of the decision by the government to rebuild the whole hospital on the 
existing site is that it will have to knock over the car park for the staff at the site. If that is wrong, the minister 
should make a commitment in his reply to the second reading debate that the car parking facilities will be 
retained for staff not only at the end of the process, but during the process of reconstruction. There is no 
commitment to the staff of the hospital in this bill. There is no commitment to the standards of employment 
arrangements for the staff of the hospital in this bill. The bill talks only about the bricks and mortar, and not the 
services and the staff. 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The bill has only to do with whatever the minister wrote in it; it is the minister’s bill. If 
he had any genuine commitment to the staff at the hospital, it would be contained in this bill. If there were any 
genuine commitment to the services of the hospital, it would be contained in this bill. If the government had any 
genuine commitment to preventing the services of the hospital from being contracted out, it would be contained 
in this bill. It is the minister’s bill and he should tell us what he wants. The bill does not include protection for 
staff, nurses or the resources of the hospital. If the minister chose, these issues could easily be contained in the 
bill, but the minister has chosen not to do so. I am happy to hold the minister to account for his words. The 
Premier obviously does not trust him, otherwise this legislation would not be necessary. Any future government 
could repeal this bill. There is a possibility that if a future Liberal government wanted to repeal the bill — 
Mr C.J. Barnett: So now you say it: a future Labor government will repeal the bill and knock down the 
hospital. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: This is exactly what I say: when a future Liberal government wants to sell this facility 
off, it will simply repeal the bill and sell it off. Previous Liberal governments have sold hospitals, and I am sure 
that future Liberal governments will do the same. The Liberal Party has a pathological dislike for the public 
sector. That can be seen from the commentary in this place from the Treasurer over the past four years. There is 
no commitment to delivery of services through the public sector by the Liberal Party. We know that the Premier 
sold off Alinta after promising not to do so in the 1996 election campaign. He sold off the pipeline. We know 
that he likes to sell things. This legislation does not guarantee that the Premier will not sell Royal Perth Hospital 
in the future. He was a member of a government that sold the former Wanneroo Hospital and the state’s rail 
network. The bill does not guarantee the delivery of health services. Why does the bill not provide guaranteed 
services and guaranteed standards? This bill guarantees bricks and dirt, but it does not provide guarantees to the 
staff of the hospital, it does not guarantee the delivery of health services for the community, and it does not 
guarantee honesty from the Liberal Party. 

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [1.40 pm]: Last night and today I have listened to opposition members 
accuse the government of seeking to water down the Reid report by saving Royal Perth Hospital and risking the 
delivery of health services at other hospitals in the northern, southern, and eastern corridors of the metropolitan 
area. I have listened to their speeches and I guess that I can understand the right of opposition members to fight 
for the provision of health services in their electorates. However, this bill is about saving a hospital that has been 
an icon in Western Australia for more years than any of us can remember. 

The reason that the Liberal Party went to the last election with a clear promise to save Royal Perth Hospital was 
twofold. The community of Perth told us in overwhelming numbers that they wanted Royal Perth Hospital 
saved. They knew that the former Minister for Health and Attorney General—the former member for 
Fremantle—had the demolition ball ready to bowl over Royal Perth Hospital. The people of Perth told the 
Liberal Party that they wanted us to save Royal Perth Hospital. Like a lot of other people in Perth, I carry on my 
car the “Save Royal Perth Hospital” sticker. I have not taken off the sticker, even though the Liberal Party and 
National Party have formed a coalition government. I am waiting for the word from the Minister for Health 
about when I should peel off that sticker. Ever since I was elected, whenever I have talked to the people in my 
electorate about the issues that affect their lives, they have told me that the word was out that the Labor 
government was looking to close Royal Perth Hospital. I have heard the member for Rockingham say in a couple 
of speeches that the Labor government was not going to close Royal Perth Hospital. If that was the case, the 
government of the day certainly kept that message very well hidden. Most people in Perth thought that Royal 
Perth Hospital would disappear. 

Members on the other side who have been carrying on for the past few hours and last night seem to have 
forgotten that the government was not elected just on the platform of saving Royal Perth Hospital; it was elected 
on the platform of putting proper funding into health and education. They are the two areas that were seen by the 
people of Western Australia as having been ignored, to some extent, by the previous government. The people of 
Western Australia said that they would prefer us to put money into health and education rather than build a 
sports stadium, which is a matter that is very close to my heart. I would love to see the project at Subiaco Oval 
go ahead. The Western Australian community told us that it was more important to them to get a bed in an 
emergency ward in a hospital and for their children to get a decent education in a public school than it was to 
build a new stadium. The Liberal Party went to the election on that platform. Unlike members opposite, I have 
great confidence that the ministers in both those areas will deliver on those promises. For several years when we 
were in opposition, the now Minister for Health told us in the Liberal party room that we should save Royal 
Perth Hospital. He said that of all the policies that we would take to the election, the one that the people of Perth 
were really concerned about was the one on Royal Perth Hospital. 
The reason people want Royal Perth Hospital to be saved—this matter has been raised by members on the other 
side—is that there are areas of Perth from which it will be difficult to get to Fiona Stanley Hospital. I do not 
know how the people who live south of Cannington on the Armadale railway line would get to Murdoch. They 
would probably have to go into the city by train, past Royal Perth Hospital, change trains at Perth station, and 
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then go to Murdoch. For many years the people of Perth have become used to Royal Perth Hospital being the 
central hospital. They can travel to it easily by train or bus from the western and eastern suburbs. The people 
from Armadale can catch a train there. Royal Perth Hospital has been a great central tertiary hospital. 

Some of us saw the television footage of the bombing of the London Underground. The victims of those 
shocking atrocities were taken by trolley to a hospital in central London. That made some of us wonder what 
would happen here if we were faced with a similar situation. Some opposition members ridiculed the notion of a 
terrorism attack in Perth and said that the hospital would probably be targeted too, but that is not necessarily the 
case. If, for instance, the Perth train station or another part of the central city were attacked, Royal Perth Hospital 
would be very accessible. I am not so sure whether it would be easy to get victims to Fiona Stanley Hospital at 
Murdoch. We saw what happened when Perth was totally gridlocked a couple of years ago when a water main 
burst in South Perth, in my electorate. An opposition member mentioned Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, but even 
that hospital can be very difficult to get to. There are a lot of areas around Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital that are 
sometimes gridlocked. There has been some talk about providing a better public transport route or a light rail 
system to link Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital to the city. 

On 13 April 2007, the reporter Leonie Harris interviewed on radio Geoff Dobb, the then president of the 
Australian Medical Association. According to my notes, the reporter said — 

The Australian Medical Association agrees a CBD hospital is vital. It points to examples like the 
London bombings, where the wounded could walk to hospital. And it says the Government should learn 
from mistakes made elsewhere, like Calgary in Canada, which closed its city hospital and was then 
forced to reopen it. 

Geoff Dobb said — 

They moved the services about ten kilometers out of the city centre, this it turns out has caused 
significant problems. It certainly doesn’t appear to have worked elsewhere and there have to be some 
concerns about repeating that experiment in Perth. 

That is a comment from the former president of the Australian Medical Association. Members on the other side 
ask why the Liberal Party went to the election with a policy of saving Royal Perth Hospital. My personal view is 
that Royal Perth Hospital has taken many decades to develop the reputation and respect that it has built up 
internationally. It would be totally irresponsible and a shame to take all that away by an unjustified closure. 

Yesterday in her speech, the member for Armadale said that the Reid report was commissioned to look into the 
provision of medical services to service the City of Perth and the surrounding suburbs in the future. She also said 
that there was a great need for hospitals in the burgeoning northern and southern suburbs and, to a lesser extent, 
in the eastern districts of the city. I agree with that. There has been massive development to the north and south 
of the city. I point out to the member for Armadale that I asked the Deputy Speaker, the member for Mount 
Lawley, a former Deputy Mayor of Perth, how many workers are in the city on any given day, and he estimated 
it was about 90 000. If 90 000 people go to the city to work—and that number will only increase—the city will 
need a centrally — 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman: We need that in the regions, too. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: I understand that, member for Joondalup. However, we need a centrally located hospital. 
All the great cities of the world have a centrally located emergency hospital and I believe that is another reason 
the people of Perth supported the Liberal Party when it promised to retain Royal Perth Hospital. I heard what the 
member for Joondalup said about the hospital in his electorate. I have no argument; that service is needed. We 
need more hospitals and this government would be derelict in its duty if, in retaining Royal Perth Hospital, it 
allowed the services provided at the Joondalup hospital to be diminished. I think the arguments have been made 
about why this hospital has to stay. 
I note a reference in the bill to the provision of prescribed medical and support services at the hospital. Clause 6 
states that those services are to be provided by “the entity for the time being having management and control of 
Royal Perth Hospital”. 
The management and control of public hospitals is an issue that needs to be addressed. I have strong reservations 
about the current system and about whether having the health department run hospitals is the right way to go 
forward. I would be interested to hear the minister’s comments in his reply to the second reading debate.  
Mr A.P. O’Gorman interjected. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: No; I am informed that at the time the Royal Perth Hospital multi-building was opened in 
the 1950s, the management board appointed an educated hospital management professional from the United 
Kingdom as hospital administrator. He had a lengthy tenure in the position of administrator at Royal Perth 
Hospital; and he was followed by a similar appointment from overseas. We have a similar situation in South 
Perth. Once known as the South Perth Community Hospital, the now South Perth Hospital has a board and an 
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administrator. The system of non-medical professionals managing hospitals under the direction of a board has 
been successful in other places. I wonder whether the size of the health department bureaucracy lends itself to 
the day-to-day management of individual hospitals or even to a public perception of proper accountability for the 
operation of particular hospitals. I believe that each public hospital should revert to an appointed board of 
management, which board can be held responsible and accountable for the management and control of the 
hospital—if a hospital is not meeting the performance expectations, the buck stops with the board. I would be 
interested to hear the minister’s comments on that, because I think all hospitals are different despite being linked 
to the same system under the Department of Health. All hospitals have their own characteristics and patient 
demographic. As a rule, hospitals service a specific region. I wonder whether we should look to again trialling a 
board system in which a board is made responsible for each hospital and its performance.  

The role of the health department in the operation of hospitals would be to issue operating licences to the board 
of management and, thereafter, to monitor the provision of medical and support services by the board under the 
terms of the board’s licence. The South Perth Hospital operates under a like system and provides a very effective 
and efficient service to the community. I commend the idea to the minister. I know it is a quite radical idea, but I 
think it is worth considering, especially as we look to improve our health system. The Western Australian health 
system needs a lot of attention. The health portfolio is probably the most important of all government ministerial 
portfolios because so many people are dependent on the health system.  

The Liberal Party went to the last election with a promise to save Royal Perth Hospital. The Royal Perth 
Hospital Protection Bill 2008 is important because we promised the people of Perth that we would not step aside 
and let the Labor Party bowl over an iconic hospital that has served the people well for many years. To do that, 
the Liberal Party promised the people of Perth statutory protection for Royal Perth Hospital. That was a good 
decision. People have said it was a political decision, but, if that is the case, it was a smart political decision. 
Having made that decision, the challenge for the minister—I am sure he is up to meeting the challenge—is to 
maintain Royal Perth Hospital as a fine emergency and tertiary hospital. I think it totally unreasonable for 
opposition members to expect the minister to put in the bill details about job certainty and nursing numbers and 
the size of the hospital. This bill is about protecting Royal Perth Hospital from the sledgehammer of Jim 
McGinty and the former Labor government. Some action had to be taken. The Minister for Health, in his 
previous role as the shadow minister, spent hours at Royal Perth Hospital talking to the professionals—that is, 
the doctors, the nurses and other staff—and to the people who have attended Royal Perth Hospital and its 
emergency wards. At the end of all those discussions, the now Minister for Health knew—as did those of us who 
campaigned in electorates close to the centre of Perth, such as the member for Mount Lawley and the member 
for Morley—that if we did nothing else for the people of Perth, we must save Royal Perth Hospital. That 
resounding message was heard right through the Liberal Party campaign. If Labor Party members want to 
complain about that, they have to understand that they probably did the wrong thing. The former Labor 
government thought it was following the Reid report. I believe that report was written in good faith and that, 
obviously, Professor Reid had the vision to create a health system in Perth that would serve the community for 
many years to come. However, I think Professor Reid lost sight of the link that has been forged between Royal 
Perth Hospital and the people of Perth over many years. For many years now, the people of Perth have attended 
Royal Perth Hospital and people from the country regions have been flown in by the Royal Flying Doctor 
Service and by helicopter. I think to remove a major emergency hospital of international standing from Perth 
would be to leave our city without a facility that is the envy of other parts of the world.  

Dr J.M. Woollard: Fiona Stanley Hospital is in the city. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: I understand that, but it is not in the city centre. The point I made before, member for 
Alfred Cove—who I hope will support this bill—is that hospitals have been moved out of the central business 
district in other parts of the world and I think there is evidence to suggest that where that has happened it has not 
been to the benefit of the community or the people who live and work in the CBD. Perth will possibly be the 
second biggest city in Australia one day and we can only imagine what the traffic will be like. If we do not keep 
that hospital, we will let down the people of Perth. I urge all members, including members on the other side who 
have electorates like mine close to the city, to vote for this bill. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: Does that include people in the Joondalup area? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: No; the people in Joondalup are well looked after. The member for Joondalup has a 
hospital in his electorate yet he wants to close down Royal Perth Hospital. He wants a hospital in Joondalup but 
he does not care about the people who live in the city. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: The member for Armadale, the former Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, had a 
vision called Network City. Do members know what that was? It was a scheme to get people to live in the city. 
Now members opposite want to get rid of the hospital in the city. Even though they had a minister who wanted 
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people to live in the city, they had another policy to take away the hospital, so that when people got hurt or 
needed emergency treatment, they would have to go to Murdoch. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3006.] 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
SCHOOL PRIDE PROGRAM 

307. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Minister for Education: 
I refer to the multimillion-dollar, first-round allocation given to the Western Australian government by the 
federal government under the national School Pride program. 

(1) Will the minister confirm that her department is responsible for selecting the schools that will receive 
first-round funding moneys for the School Pride program? 

(2) Will the minister explain the formula that she has used in the selection of those schools in the allocation 
of this funding? 

(3) Will the minister explain how this formula resulted in 10 schools in Cottesloe, including some of 
Perth’s most elite private schools, receiving more than $1.6 million while only one school in the 
electorate of Pilbara has received funding, and that of only $124 360? 

(4) How does the minister explain the fact that in the Treasurer’s seat of Vasse a total of 14 schools have 
received funding worth more than $2 million while in the seat of Forrestfield only four schools have 
been allocated $500 000? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 
(1)-(4) The School Pride program is open to all schools in Western Australia, public and private. There are 

very tight time lines for this program. It was announced in January and the first time line for the first of 
three rounds was 13 March, if I recall correctly. All schools had the opportunity to put in for that 
funding. I understand that the applications went to Canberra for final decisions and the decisions were 
made in Minister Gillard’s office, not in Western Australia, and announced by her the other day. There 
is no formula, and the state department does not make decisions on non-government schools, as far as I 
am aware. There are three rounds and all schools will have an opportunity to apply for funding. Not all 
schools got their applications in by that date because of the very tight time lines. All schools will have 
the opportunity to receive that funding, which is very welcome by the state. 

SCHOOL PRIDE PROGRAM 

308. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Minister for Education: 
I have a supplementary question. Does the minister deny that she and her department had a role in the selection 
of those schools in Cottesloe and Vasse to receive that funding? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 
I certainly had no role whatsoever in selecting those schools. 

HOUSING STIMULUS PACKAGE 

309. Mrs L.M. HARVEY to the Treasurer: 
Will the Treasurer please outline how my electorate of Scarborough will benefit from the first stage of the 
federal housing stimulus package? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied: 
I thank the member for Scarborough very much. The electors in her electorate of Scarborough will benefit in 
many ways, as will every resident of Western Australia, from the spending of moneys under—I had better get 
this right—the commonwealth’s Nation Building Economic Stimulus Plan, which the Parliamentary Secretary 
for Government Service Delivery, Senator Mark Arbib, and I announced earlier this morning. It was a really 
important announcement not only for people in the member for Scarborough’s electorate, but also for everybody, 
firstly because it will help address some of the social housing issues and, secondly, significantly in the current 
economic climate, it will help protect Western Australian jobs. That is why we have been working so very hard 
to fulfil our obligations to the commonwealth, both under the housing stimulus package and under the education 
stimulus package that the Minister for Education just touched on. It has been an enormous job of work by 
officials from Western Australia and federal officials. I acknowledge and thank every single one of those 
officials for the effort they have put into this process. 
Mr E.S. Ripper: Hang on! The other minister says the state officials weren’t involved. 
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The SPEAKER: Order, Leader of the Opposition! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: We will talk about the Leader of the Opposition in a minute. 

I will quickly tell the house, for the benefit of members opposite, the package that we have announced. This 
morning we announced a $70 million package. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The $70 million package will result in the construction in Western Australia of 286 new 
housing units, effectively starting immediately and finishing, hopefully, by July next year. The state is 
contributing approximately $40 million worth of land to that package, bringing the first wave of stimulus to 
$109 million. For the benefit of members, in this particular package that will be around 55 per cent spent in the 
metropolitan area and around 45 per cent in regional areas. I suspect that more will be spent in the metropolitan 
area next time. This package is largely reflective of where land is available for us to build on. 

It should also be understood that this package is part of a broader housing stimulus package. Another 
$530 million will be provided to Western Australia by the commonwealth, which will result in approximately 
1 700 new homes under construction during 2009 and 2010. I also acknowledge on behalf of the member for 
Murray-Wellington the arrival in the house—I have been waiting patiently for them to arrive—of members of 
the Pinjarra ratepayers’ association from the member for Murray-Wellington’s electorate, no doubt many of 
whom will have the opportunity to benefit, or their family members will benefit, from this stimulus package. 

On top of that the state has recently had approval to spend $40 million to upgrade homes in our existing 
Homeswest stock. On top of that the state has contributed $316 million, which will result in the construction of a 
further 1 000 homes—approximately 600 social housing dwellings and approximately 400 Government Regional 
Officers’ Housing dwellings—across regional Western Australia. This is a massive and unprecedented economic 
boost for this state and it is a massive boost to the 20 000 people waiting on the social housing waiting list in 
Western Australia. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: The more you claim credit, the more the Minister for Education has to accept blame. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I am not claiming credit. I said that it is part of the federal stimulus package. Was the 
Leader of the Opposition not listening? Has the Leader of the Opposition got his ears on today? It is part of the 
federal stimulus package. It will have a significant economic benefit and it will protect Western Australian jobs 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The Australian Bureau of Statistics has estimated that the multiplier impact is about 
$2.8 billion. Therefore, with the state and federal packages together—$640 million from the commonwealth and 
$316 million from the state, around $1 billion—it will produce around $2 billion worth of extra economic 
activity in Western Australia. According to commonwealth estimates, it will maintain up to 1 500 additional 
Western Australian workers in their jobs. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member for Warnbro may say that we have not done anything. I will compare the 
package with a historical examination of what happened to social housing stocks from 2001 to June 2008. Does 
the member for Warnbro know that every single year during those desolate eight years in Western Australia the 
social housing stock went up by 256 houses! In 18 months members opposite will get from us, in partnership 
with the commonwealth, the equivalent of 10 years’ worth of effort under the regime of members opposite. The 
package will benefit not only residents of Scarborough, but also residents right across Western Australia. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I want to say one other thing. The delivery of these reform packages in terms of education 
and housing would not have been possible without the hard work of a lot of officials at state and commonwealth 
levels; that must be acknowledged and I am happy to do so again. However, also it would not have been possible 
if we had not sorted out a fundamental reform of the way the state government builds infrastructure, including 
housing and education, and of the former Department of Housing and Works, and increased the capacity of that 
Department of Housing to build public housing in Western Australia. All of a sudden the department is going out 
and engaging with the private sector—heaven forbid!—which it was not allowed to do for eight years. All of a 
sudden we are investing building capacity into the works functions of government. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Let us have a look at the previous government’s track record. I will not go on for too 
long, Mr Speaker. Under the old regime, if a construction came in at under 50 per cent over budget and it was 



2998 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 8 April 2009] 

 

completed within six months of the estimated completion date, the former Department of Housing and Works 
got a gold star! It does not work like that any more. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Warnbro! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: These reforms, combined with the hard work of these people and the guidance of the 
relevant state and federal ministers, have delivered this fantastic economic stimulus package that will protect 
Western Australian jobs.  

SCHOOL VOLUNTEER PROGRAM 

310. Ms L.L. BAKER to the Minister for Education: 
I firstly welcome Christine Gray and some of the 1 800 volunteers from the School Volunteer Program who are 
with us in the gallery today. 

I refer to the long-running School Volunteer Program, which puts hundreds of senior citizens into Western 
Australian classrooms as part of its highly successful mentoring program. 

(1) Can the minister please confirm that the School Volunteer Program has been advised that its funding is 
guaranteed for only 12 months? 

(2) Can the minister confirm that the government has cut the seconded teacher who was formerly attached 
to the program and responsible for liaising with schools across Western Australia? 

(3) Why will the minister not support this program that enables volunteers, including people who have 
recently lost their jobs, to remain engaged in the wider community and at the same time also support 
our vulnerable young people? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 
(1)-(3) Of course, this government does support this program wholeheartedly. In fact, it began — 

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, Leader of the Opposition! 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: — in 1997 when the current Premier was the Minister for Education. The program has 
been supported through all those years, initially with $30 000 a year, which was increased to $60 000 a year, and 
more recently by the former government to $270 000 a year. That funding has been increased to $280 000 for the 
coming financial year. Therefore, of course, this government does support this program. We value very much 
those people who are involved in the program and it is a great opportunity both for the schools and for the 
volunteers involved in it. 

Mr P. Papalia: The person who asked the question sits over there. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Warnbro!  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I direct my remarks through the Speaker, actually. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You’re just a new boy; that’s the trouble! 

The SPEAKER: Order, Leader of the House!  
Dr E. CONSTABLE: The teacher who was part of this program was there for only a limited period until she 
was ready to return to the classroom — 
Mr A.J. Carpenter interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Order, member for Willagee!  
Dr E. CONSTABLE: At the end of this financial year, she will return to the classroom, as the organisation 
knew from the beginning. 

SCHOOL VOLUNTEER PROGRAM 

311. Ms L.L. BAKER to the Minister for Education: 
I have a supplementary question. Given that 250 schools are involved in the program, will the minister write to 
tell them if she is not going to support the continued involvement of the program in schools? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 
The organisation is to receive $280 000 in the coming financial year to continue the program. I think that 
answers the member’s question. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: The seconded teacher is a critical part of the program! 
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The SPEAKER: Order, member for Mandurah! 
Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 
The SPEAKER: I know the member for Mandurah has some enthusiasm for the subject; perhaps it might be 
better expressed through asking a question in another session of Parliament. I call the member for Mandurah 
formally for the first time. 

SIR CHARLES COURT — COMMEMORATION 

312. Mr A. KRSTICEVIC to the Premier: 
Can the Premier please inform the house of the government’s progress with the plans to commemorate Sir 
Charles Court and the lasting contribution he made to Western Australia? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  
I thank the member for Carine for the question. 
Indeed, as members would be aware, in February last year the former Premier, the member for Willagee, to his 
great credit announced that there would be a statue to commemorate the life and achievements of Sir Charles 
Court. I think all members, in spite of their politics, would agree that, more than any other person, Sir Charles 
Court was the architect of modern Western Australia through the development of the Pilbara iron ore industry, 
the North West Shelf and other projects.  

A committee has been in operation for some time that is chaired by Alastair Bryant, the former chief executive 
officer of the Department of Culture and the Arts, and includes Richard Court, amongst others, as its members. 
The committee has now determined the criteria for the statue and, indeed, the location. It will be located at the 
western end of the City of Perth in what is referred to generally as the resources industry area. It will be on St 
Georges Terrace near the historic St George’s House and it will be positioned so that it is in the eye line of 
Parliament House. Tenders are about to be called for the design and construction of that statue and every 
encouragement is being given to Western Australian artists and the use of Western Australian materials. I think, 
as I said, that it is to the credit of the former Premier that that initiative was taken, and, hopefully, it will proceed 
smoothly. I would say, and I hope others would agree, that if we look at the history of the state, James Stirling, 
John Forrest, Sir Charles Court and John Curtin would be four outstanding Western Australians in political 
office. 

An opposition member: Colin Barnett! 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: No, nowhere near it. 
It is quite appropriate that Sir Charles Court be properly recorded in his place in history. 

COLLIE RIVER REVITALISATION PLAN 

313. Mr F.M. LOGAN to the Minister for Water: 
I draw the minister’s attention to his failure to date to proceed with the Collie River revitalisation plan, which 
includes the construction of a critically needed desalination plant. 

(1) Will the minister commit to proceeding with this vital program? 
(2) Can the minister guarantee that the full funding allocation from both the state and federal governments 

is still available for this project? 
(3) If the minister has chosen not to proceed with this project, when will he tell the public, in particular, the 

residents of the south west and, most importantly, the industry players who hope to use this water? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 
I thank the member for Cockburn for his question.  
(1)-(3) As the Minister for Water for the past six months, one thing that I acquired was the difficulty of a 

process that did not think ahead. The Eastern Creek Collie diversion, for members’ benefit, is to do with 
desalination, and the water in Wellington Dam is increasingly saline. We have this problem that not 
only involves the Collie catchment but also many other catchments in Western Australia. As the 
Minister for Water, the ever-increasing salinity of our catchments, and in this case, Wellington Dam, is 
a major challenge. 
There was a pilot project to divert the saline flush, the early flush of the upper Collie, away from the 
main stream that was running into Wellington Dam. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: What about the Minister for Planning? 
Dr G.G. JACOBS: If the member will just listen for a while, she might learn something because what she tends 
to do is run over it very quickly—go quickly over the surface—but does not actually understand. 
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Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Girrawheen!  

Dr G.G. JACOBS: It is important to understand that this pilot project was to divert that saline flush away from 
the main run-off into the Wellington Dam. However, all the water was put into an old coal void called the 
Chicken Creek coal void. This government and I, as minister, have the question: what do we do now? There has 
been a challenge in what we do from here. I will tell the member for Cockburn, if he will listen, that I have asked 
the Department of Water to prove up an expansion of that pilot project. There are two issues. What will we do 
with the water in the coal void because—this is very interesting—Premier Coal, which is just next door, wants to 
expand its operation. Therefore, we have a coal void next door to what Premier Coal wants to do that we must 
remove. Instead of simply saying, “Oh, we’ll just remove the water somehow and that will overcome the 
problem”, we need to go through a process to determine the best way to deal with that water. Is it to treat the 
water, push the saline into the ocean and then empty the void and allow some more water to go into the Western 
5H project? The whole issue in the long term is to have a plan to desalinate that water and use fresh water for 
industry or put fresh water back into the Wellington Dam. The pilot study has shown a decrease in the salinity of 
Wellington Dam, which suggests there are some positive results from this process. 

In answer to the other question, the commonwealth government is very happy and comfortable with our time line 
in getting the project right. We will not simply have a knee-jerk reaction that we have a coal void that is full of 
water and we have to get rid of it; we will work through the phases of the expansion of this project. The 
commonwealth is comfortable with the time lines that we have. I have asked the Department of Water to prove 
up a plan to do the best for not only Wellington Dam but also the dam users and the industries in the Collie 
basin. 

COLLIE RIVER REVITALISATION PLAN 

314. Mr F.M. LOGAN to the Minister for Mental Health: 
The pilot project that the minister has been referring to was completed well over six months ago. The minister’s 
dithering and lack of decision making will lose the commonwealth $17 million.  

The SPEAKER: That is not a supplementary question.  

ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL — REDEVELOPMENT OR REFURBISHMENT 

315. Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND to the Minister for Health:  

Now that the Liberal-National government has moved to save Royal Perth Hospital as a trauma centre in the 
Perth central business district by introducing the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill 2008, which is currently on 
the notice paper, can the minister inform the house whether it has been decided to redevelop or merely refurbish 
Royal Perth Hospital?  

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

I thank the member for the question. I was keen to answer this question during question time because although I 
can and will cover it during the debate on the bill, sadly, only about three or four members of the opposition have 
been present in the house during debate. Other opposition members have been missing out on hearing about what 
we plan to do with Royal Perth Hospital. I am more than keen to answer the question and thank the member who 
asked the question for — 

Mr M. McGowan: Hurry up.  

The SPEAKER: Minister, I urge you to get to the answer.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: We have planned to do one of two things with Royal Perth. When we went to the election, 
we committed to build a new west wing to replace the old structure of Royal Perth Hospital. We would retain the 
newest component of tertiary hospitals in Western Australia—that is, the north block, with approximately 
200-odd beds, and build to the west of that a replacement for the beds on the other side to the order of about 170 
beds, making in total a 400-bed tertiary hospital. Obviously, we need to significantly downsize the hospital as a 
result of the construction of Royal Perth Hospital. While that was my commitment and still remains very 
strongly my preferred option, the committee that I put in place to oversee a study of what happens to that whole 
block of Royal Perth and the land it owns over about five city blocks has come to me with an alternative 
proposal. The Lord Mayor of Perth, Lisa Scaffidi, planning people from Royal Perth, the member for Ocean 
Reef and the former chief executive of Royal Perth Hospital are on that committee. One of the suggestions that 
the committee has come back to me with is that it might be possible to totally refurbish the old hospital. There is 
a hospital in the east that was totally refurbished to make a modern apartment development. The committee 
members are saying to me that by starting one floor at a time—we would need only four of the 11 floors of 
Royal Perth to do this—we could totally gut a floor and rebuild the inside. They are saying that there could be 



 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 8 April 2009] 3001 

 

single rooms with ensuites—the latest and the best development that could be expected in a hospital. The basic 
structure of that component of Royal Perth Hospital is still excellent, and a very high quality redevelopment 
could be built on those top floors. The floors underneath would still retain the mortuary. A significant amount of 
money was spent by the previous government on a major upgrade of the emergency department. What is in some 
of those other buildings could be brought into the lower floors of that building to free up land to allow for 
development that would then fund the project. I will talk more about that later. I have given the committee the 
okay to look at and continue to study those two options. 

I heard some interjections from the other side. I want to refer to a comment that was made during the debate 
about Royal Perth Hospital’s budget. The member for West Swan said that the budget figures show that when 
the Labor Party came to government in 2000-01—I think she said this; I have not seen the Hansard to confirm 
it—there was a 1.5 per cent increase. That is the figure she quoted. I happened to get out the budget figures. The 
member for West Swan said that there was a 1.5 per cent increase in budget. 

Ms R. Saffioti: Recurrent. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: This may be recurrent. I have before me the budget for 2000-01, which actually shows a 
4.55 per cent increase in budget. The actual increase in budget from the year before was 7.4 per cent. That year it 
was 7.6 per cent. The subsequent year it was 9.4 per cent. It got down to 5.2 per cent in 2003-04 when the Labor 
Party was in office. The reality is that the member was wrong and she misled the house on the budget figures.  

FRESH START PROGRAM 

316. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Mental Health: 
I refer to a letter sent to George O’Neil on 1 April 2009 in which the minister failed to honour his commitment to 
provide additional funds to the Fresh Start recovery program. 

(1) When will the minister come good on his promise to provide the full funding request to George O’Neil? 

(2) Why is the minister advocating in his letter the movement of patients from the Fresh Start program to 
the methadone program?  

(3) Has the minister refused to fund George O’Neil’s program because it is cheaper for the government to 
treat drug addicts on methadone rather than have them get off opiates for good?  

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 
I thank the Deputy Leader of the Opposition for the question and his interest in this area. It is not the first time 
that he has asked questions about the good Dr George O’Neil and the very compassionate work that he does in 
heroin addiction.  

(1)-(3) It is important to say from the very outset that the letter that the deputy leader is referring to in no way 
negates the assurances that the government and I gave to the house of assistance for Dr O’Neil and his 
very good work. That assurance and that offer still stand. The letter that the deputy leader refers to was 
in response to Dr O’Neil’s premise that all other programs treating heroin addiction do not work and 
that all funds should be directed to his Fresh Start recovery program. The world is not like that. There 
are all sorts of ways of treating the unfortunate situation of people in addiction. Some of it is the next 
step program, some of it is methadone, some of it is butyrophenone, some of it is counselling and some 
of it could be very effective and, as I said in this place previously, naltrexone implants might end up as 
the gold standard for treatment for heroin addiction in this country and the world. The letter that the 
deputy leader is referring to just points out that it is not a perfect world, not all treatments are naltrexone 
implant treatments, and such implants are not the only treatment. I believe that. I believe that the people 
on this side of the house believe that. We are realistic enough to believe that there are all sorts of ways 
of treating heroin addiction, depending on the patient’s situation. One size does not fit all. That is what I 
was referring to in the letter referred to by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.  

I will make an announcement in good time. We have given those assurances to Dr O’Neil. It is 
interesting to note that in the past couple of weeks, George O’Neil has not been in the country. It really 
behoves me, after we have made a decision about the purpose and magnitude of moneys, to go to 
George O’Neil and make him aware of what we are offering and then in good time make the formal 
announcement.  

ROYAL FLYING DOCTOR SERVICE — EASTER CAMPAIGN 

317. Mr I.C. BLAYNEY to the Minister for Regional Development:  
In December last year the government committed $68.5 million to the Royal Flying Doctor Service of which 
$29.9 million was from royalties for regions funding. Can the minister report to the house on how the Liberal-
National government is helping the RFDS to prepare for the Easter holiday period?  
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Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 
I thank the member for Geraldton for the question and for his strong advocacy of the RFDS sector. I am sure that 
all members of the house are concerned about the proper funding of the Royal Flying Doctor Service, and that is 
now occurring.  

Through the invitation of the Minister for Health, yesterday I attended the launch of the RFDS Easter Keep Safe 
campaign. The RFDS expects one of its busiest Easters on record as people travel throughout the state. Many 
people will be leaving their homes tomorrow night to travel across the length and breadth of WA over the 
weekend. It may be of interest to members to know that Easter is the busiest period of activity for the RFDS 
compared with any other time of the year.  

Last Easter the RFDS transferred 76 patients from across WA to medical care. Sixty-seven patients were 
transported on the RFDS’s fixed-wing Pilatus aircraft and nine were airlifted to Perth under the care of an RFDS 
doctor on the Fire and Emergency Services Authority of Western Australia’s helicopter. Good Friday last year 
was the RFDS’s busiest day on record with 24 patients transferred to hospital. The new Liberal-National 
government recognises the value and role of the RFDS and the essential services that it provides. Unlike the 
former government, it has moved very quickly under the new arrangements to ensure that they are adequately 
funded.  

One of the signs that the previous Minister for Health, and now retired member for Fremantle, was beginning to 
reach the end of his time as a minister was when he labelled the RFDS as just another interest group. All 
members would be aware the RFDS is an absolutely vital service not only to regional Western Australia, but to 
all Western Australians. Many people who live in the metropolitan area will this weekend be travelling to rural 
communities and they need to know that, should there be an accident and should they need that sort of care, it is 
available. That will be the case. 

As the member for Geraldton rightly pointed out, extra funding of $68.5 million was provided in December by 
the Minister for Health to ensure that the RFDS could upgrade its fleet and provide a timely response should 
there be an accident. An amount of $29.9 million of that funding was from the royalties for regions program. It is 
another example of ensuring that royalties for regions funding goes to the most important programs in WA.  

The total funding to the RFDS will be $170 million over the next five years. An example of how that new 
funding is working is that in Port Hedland an additional pilot, nurse and doctor have been employed, as well as a 
new Pilatus PC 12 aircraft that is notionally based out of Port Hedland. Already the RFDS has bought two new 
houses for those staff and is looking to purchase a third. Yesterday at the RFDS hangar at Jandakot the finishing 
touches were being put on the second new aircraft so that it can come into service as well.  

The government, and I think the opposition as well, would support the call by the RFDS for people to act safely 
this Easter and during the school holiday period that follows. The focus is on the roads and the safety of the 
roads. However, it was reported to me yesterday by the RFDS doctors that many accidents occur in the home, on 
the farm, out camping and swimming. People from all walks need to look not only at road safety, but also their 
family, especially over a busy weekend, like the Easter weekend, and the school holidays.  

I am sure members hope that, even though the RFDS is at last adequately resourced, it has a quiet weekend and 
school holiday period. However, people need to know that should they need the services of the RFDS, it is 
resourced to be able to respond in a quick and timely manner. I am sure that members would join me in thanking 
the dedicated crew and staff of the RFDS. It has 12 aircraft covering 2.5 million square kilometres. Once again, I 
hope it has a quiet Easter. I wish everybody in the house an enjoyable break.  

COMMUNITY POLICE STATIONS 

318. Ms R. SAFFIOTI to the Minister for Police:  
I refer to the minister’s response to a question in the Legislative Council and recent newspaper reports relating to 
community police stations.  

(1) Will the minister guarantee priority funding to build a new police station at Ballajura?  

(2) In the meantime, will the minister guarantee that the Ballajura Police Station will not be closed?  

(3) Will the minister confirm that the proposed $10 million Secret Harbour police station project has been 
cancelled?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 
I thank the member for the question.  

(1)-(3) At the outset I advise the member that at budget time she will find out exactly what will happen with 
the police budget.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Will you not guarantee the future of the Ballajura Police Station?  



 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 8 April 2009] 3003 

 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, I will not guarantee that. What I will say to the Leader of the Opposition is “Wait and 
see.”  

Mr P. Papalia: What about Secret Harbour?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will talk about Secret Harbour police station for a minute. It was the famous police 
station that was announced during the by-election that I believe saw the now member for Warnbro come into this 
place. The police did not ask for the Secret Harbour police station. It was a big secret to them! What happened 
when the by-election took place and we saw the new member come in —  

Mr M. McGowan: You would not know the first thing about it. You would not have a clue.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It was a secret plan. I assure the house that — 

Mr P. Papalia: Have you been to Rockingham?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Of course I have been to Rockingham. 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: While I urge the Minister for Police to be direct in his response to the question asked by the 
member for West Swan, I also urge the other members on my left to cease their interjecting for the time being.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The Secret Harbour police station proposal was raised in the question and I am responding 
to that part of the question.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Talk about Ballajura.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Midland should wake up. She has not asked a question for a month. She 
is the shadow Minister for Education and there has not been one question from her—wakey, wakey.  

I come back to the answer and I will give a response to that part of the question pertaining to the proposed Secret 
Harbour police station. I can tell members that my information is that it came as a shock to the police when they 
found that the Labor Party had announced during the by-election, which saw my colleague, the member for 
Warnbro, come into this place, that there would be a new police station. They thought they would get lots of 
votes for him. Out of the blue, without any justification for or analysis on whether a police station was needed 
there, they thought it would be good for the Labor candidate. That is what they announced. A police station is 
not needed at Secret Harbour. It was dreamed up. Members opposite can nod their heads, but I advise them that 
at budget time we will announce exactly what is happening with police stations. I would prefer to put a police 
station in my colleague’s electorate in Carnarvon. 

Mrs C.A. Martin interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, not the member for Kimberley’s electorate. She is a very good friend of mine and I do 
everything that I can for her.  

Mrs C.A. Martin: I gave up smoking. Do you want to come with me?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Hang on a minute: I am a married man, Betty. 

About the police stations the member for West Swan mentioned—Ballajura and Secret Harbour—and the other 
police stations in which members might have a genuine interest, I can assure them that they will know what is 
happening at budget time. I will not leak anything.  

Mr F.M. Logan: You have in the past.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We have not been in government for eight years; the opposition was. They leaked the bad 
news a few months ahead to soften the public before they were given the bad news. We will give the public the 
good news at budget time. I will answer all those questions then. Everything will become clear at budget time.  

COMMUNITY POLICE STATIONS 

319. Ms R. SAFFIOTI to the Minister for Police:  
I have a supplementary question. Given that the Minister for Police has in this place guaranteed the future of 
other police stations, why can he not guarantee the future of the Ballajura Police Station?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 
As I understand it, there are some concerns about maintaining the Ballajura Police Station. That is the reason that 
I do not want to make any adverse comments now.  

Ms R. Saffioti: You’re going to kill it off.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I did not say that.  

Ms R. Saffioti: You are going to kill it off. 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member wants to answer the question for me, and I am happy for her to answer for 
me. The member did not need to ask a supplementary question. She could have asked me outside this place. I 
will give the member all the information she needs at the time of the budget, because obviously the police 
portfolio has a huge budget allocation for police stations and every area — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Just guarantee it will stay open and then the issue is over.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Whether a police station stays open or is closed is basically an operational matter for the 
commissioner.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It is! And that is why the commissioner was astounded when he suddenly heard about the 
new police station being opened at Secret Harbour. The former Minister for Police and Emergency Services 
knows what I am talking about.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke: What you are saying is totally false. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, it is not.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke: The commissioner was approached and he said it would be a great idea, so he did it.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, he did not. The member for Balcatta should have a chat to the police commissioner 
and some of the senior officers there. It was simply put forward —  

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Members should let me answer the supplementary question. I am not prepared to 
guarantee that it will stay open. I am not prepared to say it will close. What I am saying is that members opposite 
should wait and watch until the budget appears, and then they will know.  

Ms R. Saffioti: It is a disgrace.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for West Swan thinks it is a disgrace; I think it is an honest answer to her 
question.  

WA VOLUNTEER FIRE AND RESCUE SERVICES ASSOCIATION — EASTER CHAMPIONSHIPS 

320. Mr M.J. COWPER to the Minister for Emergency Services: 
Before I ask this question, I want to congratulate all the volunteers at the upcoming WA Volunteer Fire and 
Rescue Services Association Easter Championships, particularly the volunteers from Harvey in my electorate 
who will be there once again doing a very good job.  

Yesterday the Minister for Emergency Services was asked whether he was aware that bureaucratic red tape was 
threatening the future of the fire and rescue volunteers’ Easter championships. Can the minister shed any light on 
what this alleged bureaucratic red tape may be?  

Ms M.M. Quirk: So the minister has caught up with the rest of us now, has he?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 
What a pearler! When the member for Girrawheen asked me this Machiavellian question yesterday, she did not 
highlight who she was talking about. She made the assertion that some bureaucrats—obviously within FESA, 
because I assume that must be the organisation—were interfering and causing problems with this special 
championship function in North Fremantle over the weekend.  

When I asked the member for Girrawheen yesterday to give me the name of one bureaucrat who was interfering, 
she sat—as she is now—and would not say a word to me.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: Have you spoken to any volunteers about it?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am getting to the member’s question! The member for Girrawheen sent out a press 
release this morning, once again making these assertions about bureaucrats—obviously one has to assume they 
are within FESA, a very, very professional organisation that she is supposed to be supportive of as the shadow 
minister. She is asserting that some dreadful things are happening there, and that they are interfering with the 
good running of the championships at North Fremantle. However, the member does not say how they are 
interfering. She will not say! Who is doing it? She will not say.  

I had a job sleeping last night, because I kept asking myself whether there was something she knew that I did 
not. The worst thing in the world is for a shadow minister to know something that the minister does not know. 
Even in the member’s press release today, she did not know. FESA has been working very, very hard trying to 
find out exactly what the member for Girrawheen was referring to in her question yesterday, and they are 
absolutely baffled over her comments. I called the member for Girrawheen a name once before, and the manager 
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of opposition business did not like it, but some people have said the member for Girrawheen is like Rip Van 
Winkle because she dreams these things up.  

I have confirmation also from the — 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman: You cannot read your notes can you? You need your glasses.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, I cannot; I need to put my glasses on! The president of the volunteer association has 
said that what the member for Girrawheen said is a nonsense. It is a nonsense to suggest that bureaucratic red 
tape is threatening the games—a nonsense! That was the comment.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Who was the person who said that?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The Leader of the Opposition can ask the person behind him. The member for Girrawheen 
knows!  

Mr E.S. Ripper: You are the one quoting. Who is it?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The volunteer association president.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Who is that? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not going to name that person because I am not going to criticise that person. I do not 
want to bring that person’s name into this place. The member for Girrawheen is making all these assertions, but 
she has not got the guts to name the person making the complaint. That is because there is no person making that 
complaint. The Leader of the Opposition’s colleague is making the assertions, not me, my friend. I ask the 
member for Girrawheen to have the guts to name the person who she says —  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You are quoting the president and you do not know who the president is.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland!  

Mr M.J. Cowper: Do you know who the president is?  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Why should we tell you?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Why should we say? I am not going to bandy names around this place. If that is the person 
whom the member for Girrawheen is alluding to, I do not think it would be fair to mention that person’s name. If 
the member for Girrawheen has something to say and has anything to substantiate her allegations, she should 
come out and have the guts to say it. The member should not just make ambiguous comments that some people 
find very offensive because they think she is alluding to them.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Who?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The Leader of the Opposition should ask his colleague the member for Girrawheen to 
have the guts to name the person she is alluding to.  

It is shameful what the member for Girrawheen has done. It is absolutely shameful—against a great 
organisation—in a situation in which FESA and the organisers have some concerns over safety, because there 
have been quite a few accidents over the years.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: So there are concerns!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Is that what members opposite call “bureaucratic red tape,” when someone takes an 
interest to ensure that safety issues are covered and is concerned that money has been paid to volunteers when 
they have been involved in accidents over the past few years? Is that interference? Is that bureaucratic red tape? 
That shows the concern members opposite have for those volunteers! We support those volunteers, but from the 
comments made by members opposite, they do not.  

BUNBURY TO ALBANY GAS PIPELINE — PROPOSAL 

321. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 

I refer to the Premier’s election promise to build a gas pipeline between Bunbury and Albany and his stated 
preference for that pipeline to be built within existing road reserves. 

(1) Can the Premier guarantee that this proposal does not pose increased risks for the travelling public?  

(2) Is there any precedent in Western Australia for the construction of a gas pipeline within existing road 
reserves?  

(3) Is the Premier aware that the Department for Planning and Infrastructure has stated that “from a safety 
and risk mitigation perspective” it would be “extremely unwise” to run a pipeline on a road reserve?  
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Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  
(1)-(3) Natural gas is a great advantage for Western Australia. Unfortunately, the previous government seemed 

to lose sight of that. During the 1990s, the then Liberal-National government developed the gas 
infrastructure of this state: the goldfields gas pipeline, the mid-west gas pipeline, the Pilbara gas 
pipeline, the Tubridgi gas pipeline and the Busselton gas pipeline. Since then, about the only thing that 
has happened was the final leg of the goldfields gas pipeline to Esperance.  

It is one thing to have the gas reserves off the Western Australian coast, but to take advantage of it we 
need to connect those reserves to industry and to where people live. This government is committed to 
restart the expansion of the gas pipeline infrastructure in this state, including a commitment to build a 
gas pipeline to the southern part of the state—to Manjimup, Pemberton, possibly Collie, and ultimately 
reaching Albany.  

I do not know why the Labor Party is so against this proposal. We talked about doing this when we 
were in government in the late 1990s. When the Labor Party came to power, it basically dropped the 
ball and did not do it. In making the announcement, yes, we did talk about the use of reserves—more 
than likely the use of disused rail reserves that run throughout the south west. I assured the public that if 
reserves that run alongside roads were used, wherever they might be, in no way would there be 
constructed — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Your policy said “road reserves”. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am talking about reserves. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: The pipeline will take advantage of existing road reserves—that is what your policy said. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The reality is that the pipeline will be built where the customer base is found. Clearly, that 
is townships and other industry. However, there are road and rail reserves throughout the southern part of 
Western Australia. Why would we not make use of them? If that is the limit of the opposition’s nitpicking about 
which particular reserve is built upon, I can understand why it could not expand the gas infrastructure of Western 
Australia during its eight years in government. It gives us a bit of a hint. Let me ask the rhetorical question: does 
the opposition support a pipeline in the southern part of the state? 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Answer the question. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: This might come as an absolute shock to the house, but during the election campaign we 
did not sit down and say, “The pipeline will go here, here and here.” We showed schematically roughly where 
the pipeline would go. It would obviously go through a major area such as Manjimup, and it would obviously 
end up in Albany. The exact route of the pipeline would be according to demand. It is not rocket science to put a 
pipeline through an area—much of the area is freehold land, but there is a lot of crown land there—and there are 
many different ways in which a pipeline could be built. The point is that this government will see the pipeline 
built, probably in conjunction with private enterprise. The previous government basically did nothing with 
pipelines. 

BUNBURY TO ALBANY GAS PIPELINE — PROPOSAL 

322. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Premier: 

I have a supplementary question. Do I have to give the Premier a written copy of the question for him to attempt 
to answer any of the three points that I raised? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

No, he does not. I will make sure that the Leader of the Opposition is invited to the opening of the south west 
pipeline when it is completed. 

ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL PROTECTION BILL 2008 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR P. ABETZ (Southern River) [2.52 pm]: To refresh people’s memories, this debate is about the Royal Perth 
Hospital Protection Bill 2008. When considering the value of this bill, it ought to be kept in mind that Royal 
Perth Hospital is in fact the hospital that is accessed by the poorest of the poor, as well as others, obviously, 
within the community. In a city that has a significant number of homeless people and drug addicts living on the 
streets, it is absolutely essential that we maintain an inner-city hospital presence. Having visited many people in 
hospitals since 1991 when I came to Perth—people from all levels of the socioeconomic strata—I have probably 
seen more of the inside of hospitals than have most other people, other than, of course, nurses or doctors. The 
fact is that Royal Perth Hospital services people in the very low socioeconomic group who live in the inner-city 
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area. If that facility were to be removed, it would be much more difficult for those people to access health care. 
The other aspect that ought to be kept in mind, as the member for South Perth mentioned, is that with the 
growing population in the inner city, with people living in high-rise apartments and so on, a change in 
demographics is happening—not to mention the hundreds of thousands of people who work in the city. Having a 
hospital in very close proximity to those people certainly has great value. 

Another thing I can say, with the benefit of a few years’ hindsight, is that when the Reid report was produced, it 
did not take proper account of the growth in population that is anticipated, and also the ageing of the population. 
Within 13 years, I think, more than half of Western Australia’s population will be over 65 years of age. 
Therefore, it is absolutely imperative that we increase the capacity of our hospital system to cope with that. I 
speak very much in favour of the bill, and I remind members that we should not forget the little people of the city 
of Perth. Often they are voiceless; nonetheless, they are people who really depend on Royal Perth Hospital for 
their hospital care. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [2.55 pm]: I rise to speak on the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill 2008. I 
think it is of more than passing interest that, in a parliamentary session in which this house will sit for only some 
17 weeks this year, this legislation is given priority. Essentially, when one looks at it, this legislation is little 
more than a stunt. The fact of the matter is that the government was elected on a promise to retain Royal Perth 
Hospital, and that it will do and the public should expect that. That time should be allocated to the artifice of 
putting a bill through Parliament to essentially maintain the hospital for all time is nothing more than a stunt and, 
I believe, a waste of parliamentary time in this house and in the upper house, especially when one contemplates 
that there are — 

The SPEAKER: There are several conversations going on in this place. I would respect members’ silence, as 
would the member for Midland, I am sure, so that not only Hansard, but also members who might be interested 
in this debate can hear what is being said. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Thank you, Mr Speaker. Members of this house and, indeed, the public will be aware 
that numerous pieces of legislation have been promised by the government, particularly in the area of policing 
and in areas for which the Attorney General is responsible. The Parliament and the public are waiting to see 
those pieces of legislation and to see them acted upon. The Minister for Police, for example, has promised 
numerous pieces of legislation on a range of policing and safety issues which we are yet to see and which are yet 
to be presented to Parliament some six months down the track. Indeed, only recently the minister was quoted in 
the media as saying that he was having difficulty getting some of his legislation drafted, yet this legislation, 
which is essentially useless, has been drafted and is taking up the time of the Parliament. 

When one looks through the bill, one sees that it is basically to maintain the existing hospital as a hospital. A 
clause towards the end states that it shall always be known as Royal Perth Hospital, unless the change is 
approved by both houses of Parliament. Essentially, any government should be the master of its own destiny on 
behalf of the people. Various governments are elected from time to time to represent the people and to represent 
the interests of the community at that time. This bill seeks to preserve for all time, or for as close to that as 
possible, the will of a particular government in Western Australia in 2009. I do not think that is a right or proper 
thing to do. It is especially not right or proper when we continue to have a gerrymander in our upper house in 
this state, so that irrespective—this is what this bill is about—of the popular choice of the electorate of Western 
Australia at any election, so long as it is a Labor government in this house that has been popularly chosen by the 
people of Western Australia, we will not be able to have the purpose of this site or the name of the building or 
any of those matters changed without the agreement of conservative members of the upper house. I believe quite 
firmly that this is an improper use of Parliament, and it is an improper use of the gerrymander.  

What also draws me to talk about this issue, of course, is my very major concern about the Midland Health 
Campus and the delays occurring there. These are concerns I have raised through the media. Members are aware 
that the former Labor government allowed for a $350 million budget to complete the Midland Health Campus by 
2013. 

Dr K.D. Hames: No, it didn’t. There was $180 million —  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: That was Labor’s commitment, whether the Minister for Health likes it or not.  

Dr K.D. Hames: That is what the cost was!  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: Each year 20 000 people turn up at Swan District Hospital emergency department. For 
members who are not aware, Swan District Hospital is not located centrally in Midland; it is located on Eveline 
Road near Great Northern Highway, and is not at all easy to reach by public transport. That is essentially why it 
is called Swan District Hospital. For the record, some people refer to it as “Swan Districts”; and I always clarify 
for them that Swan Districts is actually the football club, not the hospital. It was built as a district, country 
hospital when it was first established. It has grown like Topsy over the years, as it has been added on to and as 
the urbanisation of the metropolitan area has encroached. What we find now, though, is a thriving urban area 
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encompassing major urban centres like Stratton, Jane Brook and Ellenbrook, and the neighbouring town of 
Bullsbrook, which are all growing at a huge rate. The hospital is servicing a growing number of people.  

The Swan District Hospital services a much wider area than just that component of the east metropolitan area. It 
is the hospital of choice—as are many of the services available in Midland—for people from the agricultural 
region, such as the people of York, Northam, Toodyay and Merredin—people who live further along Great 
Eastern Highway. Indeed, communities that live further along Great Northern Highway access Midland for their 
principal services, such as lawyers, accountants, major shopping trips and also for their healthcare needs. All of 
those factors make the Midland Health Campus such an important campus, and make its placement exceptionally 
strategic. They are also why it needs to be appropriately resourced. In 2008, it saw 20 000 emergency patients; 
that is a lot of patients. The prediction is that by 2015 there could be as many as 50 000 people attempting to 
have emergency treatment at Swan District Hospital, or Midland Health Campus, as it should be renamed by 
then. That is a lot of demand. Should all those people be going to Royal Perth Hospital? Should they be waiting 
until 2015 for a local hospital? My argument is, no, they should not. Whether the hospital receives the 
$350 million that the former Labor government promised, or the $180 million that the minister says is in the 
budget, I want an assurance that the money will be spent on that site as soon as possible and there will not be a 
delay. The minister is quoted in an article dated 28 March in the Midland Echo, a community newspaper in my 
electorate.  

Dr K.D. Hames: A very fine newspaper it is, too! 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It is a very popular newspaper. It published a very generous cartoon of me, the present 
Minister for Health, and the former health minister. 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Mr R.H. Cook: They gave you more hair, I think.  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I have got hair; it was the other two I was worried about! 

The article states — 

Dr Hames said that the Opposition’s claims that money had been reallocated to Royal Perth and 
Princess Margaret Hospitals were incorrect.  

During question time today it was revealed that additional money has been allocated to Royal Perth Hospital, 
and it has been allocated presumably in this budget round. 

Dr K.D. Hames: For what? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The minister answered a question during question time about the kind of refurbishment 
that he intended to put in place. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Not now! Not now! There is no money in the budget  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I want an assurance that the Midland Health Campus will proceed at the earliest 
opportunity. The ideology that there must always be a central Perth hospital must not impact on the very strong 
needs of the Midland Health Campus, a campus that will service the Midland region and eastern region, as well 
as many country regions.  

Dr K.D. Hames: Royal Perth is a tertiary hospital. Where do you want the tertiary patients to go?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: People admitted for tertiary care generally spend a little more time in hospital. My issue 
is that of the emergency department and the immediate need people have when they have an accident or when 
they have some illness that requires immediate attention. 

The Minister for Health has canvassed another option for funding; namely, considering seeking a public-private 
partnership. I would caution against this. I do not think that is the appropriate way for it to be funded. Under the 
former Labor government’s plan, this would have been fully funded—as it rightfully should—by the public. 
Why should the citizens of Midland and beyond be treated as second-class citizens or get a second-class result? 
Why is the minister not considering having a public-private partnership for Royal Perth Hospital?  

Dr K.D. Hames: We are for Princess Margaret Hospital. Who says we won’t for Royal Perth?  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: The minister may decide to. 

Dr K.D. Hames: It is a funding mechanism. It would still be a public hospital. That is how Royal Melbourne 
Children’s Hospital was built by the Labor government in Melbourne  

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: I would be grateful to receive an assurance about this if the minister would give me one. 
When does the minister anticipate the Midland Health Campus will be completed?  

Dr K.D. Hames: I’ll talk about it when I do my speech. Yes is the answer.  
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It will be completed, and the minister is going to tell us when; I look forward to that. 

Some interesting arguments have been mounted during the course of this debate around terrorism and so forth. 
They seem to hinge on the fact that it is suggested that central cities are often the targets of bombings, and 
therefore the hospital could be bombed. That may well be the case. None of us would care to speculate on that. 
Having been the Minister for Emergency Services of this state for five years, I was privy to quite a lot of 
information about planning in an emergency situation. Indeed, I was Minister for Emergency Services when the 
Bali bombings took place, and I attended many national meetings on the subject of counter-terrorism over a 
period of years. The two key areas following any terrorist event are, of course, communications and transport. 
One issue that arose out of the New York terrorist attack was the failure of communications as the system went 
into meltdown; a second issue arose in the area of transport. Many members of this place have quoted their own 
expertise about how they think the city would function and operate a transport system in an emergency. I tell 
members that Perth is a vulnerable city in terms of its transport and its people’s ability to get in and out of it. The 
member for South Perth referred to the burst water main and its impact on South Perth. The access from south of 
the river to the city, and vice versa, is very constrained by bridges. The moment Narrows Bridge is out of use, let 
alone Canning Bridge, there are major transport and logistics issues.  

From a counter-terrorism point of view, there must be redundancy sites and alternatives. It makes a lot of sense 
to have more than one location at which casualties of any major catastrophe can be dealt with, be it a terrorist 
incident or some form of natural incident in the form of earthquake, fire or whatever. Along with that argument, 
it is interesting to note that the facilities at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital are of course in very close proximity to 
the CBD, although they are not in the CBD. It makes sense to have a number of redundancy centres to ensure we 
are able to cope with major trauma situations. Indeed, the small number of main routes into the city area—the 
fact that the river is on one side of the city and the railway on the other—means that Perth is a city that is quite 
easy to cut off so that people cannot access it or get out of it. That is probably a matter for other people. There 
would be experts on both sides of the argument; people who would have opinions either way.  

The member for South Perth quoted the head of the Australian Medical Association who said that this would be 
a concern. Whichever strategy we embrace, there will be concerns. However, on balance, those people who are 
truly expert in the area of counter-terrorism and major disasters will certainly have a view on a preferred option. 
As I understand it, the worldwide view is tending towards not having all major facilities located in the CBD. 
That is not just because they can be easy targets for bombing—that is a more traditional idea of it—but because 
of the needs that arise out of communications and transport networks.  

I look forward to the minister’s assurances regarding Midland Health Campus. I cannot stress enough how 
important this is to a very much growing region of Perth. The City of Swan is growing at a phenomenal rate, and 
this hospital will service areas well outside the City of Swan. The decision by the former government to relocate 
Swan District Hospital was indeed a very wise one. It will mean that an appropriate metropolitan facility is 
placed at a location where public transport is available and easily accessible. It is not just a matter of public 
transport access not being readily available at Swan District Hospital; it is also about the strategic location of 
Midland and its conjunction with Reid and Roe Highways. When many of the arguments came forward in my 
discussions with people from the foothills about what was occurring at Kalamunda District Community Hospital, 
it seemed that those people were not so much inclined to see Swan District Hospital as their major hospital but 
more indeed to see Royal Perth Hospital as their major hospital. The hospitals that they were utilising, 
anecdotally, appeared to be Kalamunda hospital and Royal Perth Hospital. When I spoke to people in High 
Wycombe—which used to be part of my electorate but currently is not—they wondered where Swan District 
Hospital was because it was not a hospital that they were familiar with. The moment one talks to those same 
people in the foothills of Kalamunda about Midland Health Campus, it is obvious that they regard it very much 
as their regional health campus and a hospital that they will be able to easily access, particularly via Roe 
Highway.  

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee) [3.13 pm]: It is almost inconceivable that we have this piece of legislation 
before us that we are expected to take seriously. It is really a substitute for a health policy. There was no health 
policy properly enunciated by the then opposition during the election campaign. There were a couple of stunts 
and a continued attack on the then health minister, the recently retired Hon Jim McGinty from Fremantle. That 
constituted the then opposition’s health policy—it attacked the minister and ran a couple of stunts during the 
campaign and repeated them. This was one of the stunts run during the campaign and it is now being repeated. 
Here we are, six months later, with a vacuous, meaningless piece of legislation which is countered in good 
policy. Ultimately, it is bad politics as well as bad policy.  

If we are to have an act of Parliament that maintains forever and a day Royal Perth Hospital, why do we not have 
one to maintain Fremantle Hospital? Why do we not have an act of Parliament to maintain Joondalup Health 
Campus, Albany Regional Hospital, Geraldton Regional Hospital and every other hospital one can possibly think 
of? It is absolutely ridiculous to pass legislation of this nature and hold it up as good health policy.  
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Royal Perth Hospital badly needs a considerable amount of money spent on it for it to be a facility of an 
adequate nature for the twenty-first century. It is no longer held up as the prime health facility in Western 
Australia—it has not been for a long time. When we were in government, we enunciated our intention to 
maintain a health facility on the Royal Perth Hospital site; a hospital would remain in operation on the Royal 
Perth Hospital site. However, what we wanted to do was to make our health system sustainable and to put in 
place a health system which was cost effective and which delivered the services that the people of the great 
metropolitan area of Perth and, more broadly, Western Australia, required. We had to make some significant 
decisions to pursue that end. Our guidance for making those decisions came from the Reid review of the health 
system. I really have not heard anybody provide or present a critique of the Reid report that demonstrates that it 
is significantly defective—in fact quite the contrary. First of all the health system has to be sustainable. It has to 
provide the services that are required and that technology can deliver in the twenty-first century. But it also has 
to be accessible and as close as is feasible to where people live; hence the recommendation for a major tertiary 
facility in the southern suburbs to service those southern suburbs, and another major tertiary facility to service 
the northern suburbs. The southern suburbs’ tertiary facility ultimately manifested itself as the Fiona Stanley 
Hospital site. The northern tertiary site was to be QEII Medical Centre at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. We 
would also have had a major redevelopment and relocation of King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women and 
Princess Margaret Hospital for Children co-located on that site. It was extremely good policy planning and 
provided the capacity to maintain and sustain the system to the level that is required by not only a growing 
population, but also a growing demand by that population for health services, and to deliver primary and 
secondary health services close to where people live by making use of the secondary health hospitals around 
suburbs of the metropolitan area.  

It was the first time—at least for a very, very long time—that we actually had a proper planning process for 
health delivery in Western Australia. It was the first time in the state’s history that we had a blueprint laid out for 
the development and provision of first-class health facilities to people across the state. It was to be applauded. 
We diligently went about implementing that plan. It required a lot of money. It required, in fact, billions of 
dollars to be spent on health facilities as well as a reordering of the services provided through those facilities. 
That was the task that we undertook in our first term of government and proceeded with in our second term of 
government. I think there was a $5 billion health capital works program outlined in our second term of 
government. Over a 12-year period, that capital works program was prospectively $10 billion-worth of works to 
deliver top-class health facilities for Western Australia. There has never been, and I would proffer that there will 
never be again, a roll-out of health facilities to match that which occurred—and is still occurring, actually—
during our two terms of government.  

I will give just one example: the Kimberley. Recently in the political debate there has been a lot of focus on the 
delivery of health services and other services to regional Western Australia. In the Kimberley about $100 million 
was expended on improvements to health facilities in just that one region of the state of Western Australia. 
Nothing remotely like that had ever been undertaken previously. I do not think it had even been conceived of 
previously. Those improvements included $53 million for the upgrade of Broome District Hospital, $14 million 
for the upgrade of Derby Regional Hospital, $6.8 million for the upgrade of Kununurra District Hospital, 
$8.7 million for a new hospital at Halls Creek, $2 million for a high-grade aged care facility in Kununurra, 
$4.5 million for an upgrade of health services in Wyndham and $3.7 for a healthcare clinic in Kalumburu. That 
is not to mention $10 million—this is not in the Kimberley—for the Morawa health facility, which we 
announced last year or the year before. There has never been anything like that in the history of this state. That is 
the proper approach to the delivery of health services. We need to actually sit down and do the hard work. We 
need to understand what are the health requirements of the present population and the population going forward, 
with the changing demographics and the changing nature of the community, and set about providing those 
facilities.  

All we have in this bill is a process that will allow some time delay. I was disturbed, I think it would be fair to 
say, when I heard the Minister for Health in question time today give a rough outline of a new proposal that has 
been put to him for Royal Perth Hospital. That says to me that the minister has no idea about what he is going to 
do with Royal Perth Hospital, and he is quite open to repeating the latest good idea that someone has suggested 
to him for the future of that hospital.  

One of the problems is the Minister for Health himself. I do not believe the minister works hard enough. That 
was the minister’s track record as Minister for Indigenous Affairs, and I think it is his track record again as 
Minister for Health. The minister does not work hard enough. The minister does not know what is required, and 
he does not put in the effort to find out what is required and then go through the process of delivering what is 
required. Had the minister done that work, we would not now be dealing with this piece of nonsense that has 
come before this chamber in the form of this bill. Why would anybody seriously want to legislate to maintain the 
name of a hospital? Why would anybody want to take up the time of this Parliament to legislate to maintain the 
name of a hospital? The previous government, of which I was a part, spent its time delivering improved facilities 
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and services. The demand for those facilities and services is insatiable. That demand cannot be fully met. There 
will always be the challenge of unmet demands. The minister should be applying his energy and his time to 
meeting those unmet demands that will be forever confronting—in constantly changing form—the health system 
in this state.  

One of those demands is the demand for an adequate number of professional staff. Off the top of my head, I 
think our government provided a 25 per cent increase in the number of trained nurses in our public hospitals 
between 2001 and 2008—the number increased from about 8 000 to in excess of 10 000. We did that during a 
period in which it was very difficult to attract people into those positions because of the nature of the economy. 
That process of trying to attract additional nurses to our health system was continuing right up until the election. 
Off the top of my head, our government employed an additional 900 doctors in the public health system. We 
went from a public health system that had about 1 800 doctors to one that had 2 700 doctors. There was actually 
a 50 per cent increase in the number of full-time equivalents. There was a massive transformation. There was a 
significant application of resources, effort and thinking to provide better facilities and services to people with 
mental health issues. That was unprecedented, I think, certainly in the modern history of this state. That is the 
way to go about delivering health outcomes for the people of Western Australia. That is what is expected and 
required of a responsible government. The Minister for Health should not come into this place and just recount to 
the Parliament the latest good idea that someone has suggested to him for the future of the Royal Perth Hospital 
site. The Minister for Health should be working to overcome the issues that confront the health system and the 
provision of health services to the people of Western Australia. The minister is not doing his job properly. That 
is the fact of the matter.  

What services will this “forever maintained” Royal Perth Hospital actually provide? The bill does not tell us 
anything about that. I take it from my reading of clause 6 that Royal Perth Hospital will remain a tertiary 
hospital. What services will be provided at that hospital, and what impact will the cost of providing those 
services, let alone the refurbishment and ongoing maintenance and running costs, have on the capacity of this 
government to deliver the required health services where they are needed—that is, where the people live?  

Our government had some discussions with Treasury officials about the development of Fiona Stanley Hospital, 
and about our $521 million planned redevelopment of Queen Elizabeth II Medical Centre, along with the 
Princess Margaret and King Edward hospital redevelopments. During those discussions, one of the issues that 
the Treasury officials raised was the need for governments to have the political will to deliver. When 
governments embark upon extraordinarily ambitious developments, such as the ones that this government is 
embarking upon, they need to have the political will to deliver. Part of that delivery is deciding what we are not 
going to be doing in the future. We cannot just keep adding incrementally to the system that already exists. That 
is exactly what Mick Reid warned against in his review. However, that is exactly where this government has 
landed. In this government’s first six months in office, it has landed back in that space again. This government is 
too weak to make a decision that might upset a few people. This government is too weak to announce what 
services it is and is not going to provide at Royal Perth Hospital, and it thereby leaves in doubt its capacity to 
deliver the reforms that are needed across the wider health system. Governments need to have the political will 
to deliver. However, there is no sign of that from this government.  

This bill is a reaction to a populist push that stems from a sentimental attachment to an outdated facility. That is 
what this bill is all about. As the previous Minister for Health has explained to this Parliament over and over 
again, Perth is no longer the city that it was when our health system was designed along the Swan River, with 
Royal Perth and Sir Charles Gairdner Hospitals as the key central points, and Fremantle Hospital as the third 
tertiary hospital in Perth. Perth is now very, very different. It was that difference that we were cognisant of—for 
want of a better phrase—when we embarked upon our health reform system.  

We had this stunt by this government—which was repeated a couple of times during the election campaign—of 
announcing that it would legislate to maintain Royal Perth Hospital. The government has not provided any detail 
about that, and it now seems to be prevaricating about the nature of what “maintain” actually means. The other 
major announcement that was made by this government in the area of health provision was that it would 
establish a public-private partnership for the development of a new children’s hospital to replace Princess 
Margaret Hospital for Children. What has happened to that? It disappeared within a couple of weeks of the 
election. It is gone; disappeared. It was too hard. 

Dr K.D. Hames: We had meetings about it today. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: Good. The Minister for Health has to understand the enormity of the task. It is not the 
sort of job that can be done part-time, which is the way the minister tried to approach his ministerial 
responsibilities last time he was in government. He needs to get his head around the budget for a start. I listened 
to the minister during question time as he limp-wristedly castigated the member for West Swan over the figures 
she provided for the budget projections of 2001. The minister needs to have another look. He clearly did not look 
at those numbers. 
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Dr K.D. Hames: I’ve looked again. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: He did not look at them. I have the figures in front of me and they show exactly the 
progression described by the member for West Swan in the 2001 budget. Recurrent services were going to grow 
by 1.9 per cent, 1.5 per cent and 2.7 per cent. The problem confronting the previous government when it came to 
power in 2001 was that the health budget was a mess. The entire health system under the previous Liberal 
government was an unguided vessel, drifting around, with all the people in the system thinking they were the 
captain. There was no real budgeting—none. The minister’s little cameo performance during question time leads 
me to fear that we might be returning to the days before 2001-02, when nobody knew what the budget for health 
really was, and there was no budgetary discipline whatsoever. There was certainly no planning. There was no 
concept of how the needs of the Western Australian community, going into the first and second decades of the 
twenty-first century, would be met. I think the minister spent four years—he missed the first term—in opposition 
failing to get to grips with what he wanted to do if he gained control of the tiller again. I think—and fear, for the 
sake of the people of Western Australia—that we are going back to the days of weak leadership — 

Dr K.D. Hames: You weren’t so nasty in opposition the first time. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: The minister was not here during our first term in government. I fear we are going 
back to the days of weak leadership at the top in health—no budget control, no strategy for going forward, no 
planning, and no understanding of how to deliver a sustainable health system. We are back where we were, and 
the danger that confronts us is that the very worthwhile reforms outlined for the benefit of Western Australians 
by Mick Reid may well be lost because of the minister’s reactive approach to the health issues of Western 
Australia. I hope that that is not the case, but I do not see any signs of it not being the case—in fact, quite the 
contrary. 

The previous government embraced the biggest changes in the delivery of health services ever undertaken in the 
state, spent more money on health than had ever been conceived of, and was delivering a system that was 
designed to be sustainable. The previous government was delivering world-class—to use the old cliché—health 
services to the people of this state, no matter where they lived, in a way that was sustainable. We were not 
playing political games with the delivery of health services. That is where the minister is. This bill is just part of 
a political game. The opposition will play the game in this chamber. Parliament will get the chance to decide 
whether Fremantle Hospital, and every other hospital, should be legislatively maintained forever and a day. We 
will give the government the chance to outline in detail what services will be delivered in the government’s 
Royal Perth Hospital. The minister will get the opportunity to do that, and I look forward to his response. 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta) [3.34 pm]: The bill before the house causes me great concern. That is not to 
say that there are not some elements that clearly give some assistance to people, but the real concern for me is 
that it reveals a government that has taken its eye off the ball; a government that is more interested in political 
spin than dealing with the very important health issues that face the state. As I said, that causes me great concern, 
because if I am right, I predict the collapse of the proper economic management of our state’s health system. 
This is not being too extreme. When the Labor Party came to power in 2001, this was the health situation that 
confronted the incoming Labor government. We had a health system, the management and bureaucracy of which 
were in total disarray. It simply was not able to deliver better health outcomes, regardless of how much money 
was put into it. In a moment I will go through some of the things we confronted when we inherited government 
from the Liberal Party in 2001. 

I will speak about some of the broader issues in health. The approach taken by the previous government over the 
past eight years, following the recommendations of the Reid report, was to put in place a plan to ensure there 
was a foundation from which we could improve our health services. This government, through this legislation, is 
pushing that foundation aside and replacing it with an ad hoc approach—a bit here, a bit there. Some good 
people want to see improvements in health, and I think the minister has the very best of intentions, but if he does 
not do the hard work and does not have the necessary policies and plans, all his urgings and good intentions will 
simply not deliver the outcomes we want. We know that health is something that continues to demand more and 
more resources; with an ageing population, improvements in health technologies, and the various interest groups 
that are involved, it devours huge amounts of taxpayers’ money. I have no problem with that. My problem is that 
the government needs to have in place a plan to get the best possible outcomes for the huge amounts of money 
that taxpayers put into health in Western Australia. 

The opposition is cognisant of the increased demand for health expenditure, and it is aware of the limitations 
imposed on the state to continue to increase the rate of health expenditure at the same rate of the past eight years. 
It is clear that the current government cannot match that rate of expenditure increase, because the economic 
cycle has turned. The huge increases in health expenditure put in place by the previous government can no 
longer be matched—at least not for the next few years. We need to ensure that we are targeting where the money 
goes to deliver the best outcomes, and that we have an efficient system so that the money is spent on delivering 
those outcomes. We have thousands of dedicated, caring health professionals and support staff working in our 
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hospitals and our health services. They are dedicated to delivering the best possible outcomes, but it is a huge 
bureaucracy and we need to have a blueprint for senior health officials to follow—from the minister down 
through the senior officials in the Department of Health—so that we know that the decisions made at the top 
actually reflect patient care practices in hospitals across the state and in many other health services. This 
legislation is an ad hoc approach—a bit of this and a bit of that—for a system with a budget of $3.9 billion; that 
is, nearly $4 billion. If the government takes the approach that is clearly epitomised by this legislation, it will 
waste a lot of money and it will not have the coordination or efficiency to really deliver better health services. 

The tragedy of this legislation is that it reflects a government that has taken its eye off the ball. The government 
simply wants to play political games with health instead of really getting in and doing the hard work that is 
involved. If I may give an indication of that, the previous speaker, the member for Willagee, touched on some of 
these figures. The minister indicated that a bigger percentage of the budget had been spent on health under a 
Liberal conservative government than under Labor. He certainly had to distort the figures to say that, because I 
went back and dragged out the budget figures for 2000-01 and the for current year, 2008-09. I found that over 
those eight years the expenditure—taking the grand total, which is both recurrent and capital expenditure—went 
from $1 890 million to $4 089 million. In those eight years, that represents a 116 per cent increase in expenditure 
on health in this state; that is, expenditure well over doubled in eight years. As I said earlier, the current 
government, with its priorities and the current economic circumstances, will not go anywhere near that. That is 
why proper planning and efficient services are needed. This bill is about undermining proper planning to deliver 
proper services. That causes me grave concern.  

The minister also indicated the percentage. Based on those numbers straight out of the budget papers, in 
2000-01, the last year of the Liberal-National Party government under Premier Richard Court, expenditure on 
health was 22.9 per cent of the total budget. For the current financial year, the budget brought down last May 
showed that the expenditure on health as a total of the whole budget was 23.9 per cent. It therefore more than 
doubled and increased as a percentage of the total expenditure. 

Dr K.D. Hames: I put a question on notice to the previous Treasurer. The answer he gave me was 22 per cent 
under us and 19 per cent under you. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: For what year? 

Dr K.D. Hames: I wrote the question last year. I could find it on the record of Parliament, and that will be the 
response from the previous Treasurer.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: These figures are straight out of the budget papers. 

Dr K.D. Hames: I am telling you what the Treasurer answered. 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I have a colleague who knows the budget papers and who checked the figures for me. I 
thank the minister for his interjection, because I know I am right. He has compounded my concerns that we have 
a minister who does not know the numbers, is not doing the hard work and is getting it wrong. In fact, to show 
how wrong he is getting it, last night he took issue with the member for West Swan, who was absolutely right. 
He came into the house today and had a dorothy dixer to point out that she was wrong. Who is wrong? It is the 
Minister for Health—game, set and match he is wrong. It is indicative of a minister who is not on top of his 
portfolio. He did not listen to what the member for West Swan said. This relates to the point I started on a minute 
ago on the total mess in the administration of health that was left in 2001 when we came to government. Part of 
that mess, which the member for West Swan was alluding to, was that when the Liberal-National Parties lost 
government in 2001, we inherited a set of books, which is what the member for West Swan was talking about, 
that showed that the forward estimates reflected very low increases. In 2001-02, the increase was 1.9 per cent; 
the next year, 1.5 per cent; and the next year, 2.7 per cent. That was the expected increased expenditure on 
recurrent services in the out years when the Liberal-National Parties lost government at the start of 2001.  

These are not just numbers; this is a gaping hole in health expenditure, because there is absolutely no way we 
could continue to supply the same level of health and medical services and maintain hospitals in 2001-02, 
2002-03 and 2003-04 if we were allowing in the budget between only 1.5 and two per cent of increased 
expenditure. Expenditure ranged from about five to eight per cent each year. That is exactly what I said earlier. 
The management of health was a total mess because year after year major components of the health system did 
not know their budgets halfway through the year. They did not have budgets. Their budgets were overspent time 
after time, which meant there was not the discipline to deliver the outcomes with the budgets they were given. If 
there is not that discipline and there is not that management, the situation soon dissolves into chaos and the 
efficiency and effectiveness of the health service begin to be lost. That is what the Liberal-National Parties left 
us when they left government.  

I will give a few more examples of that real mess. We found budget overruns in health. Of course, in the eight 
years of the last Liberal-National Party government, it ran five deficit budgets out of eight. Its budget 
management was sick—much sicker than the people in the hospitals. It had a lack of control of expenditure, no 
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meaningful forward estimates, and a nurses’ enterprise bargaining agreement that was brought down by the 
Liberal-National government towards the end of its term in which, to save money and to quieten down the 
nurses’ industrial action, it did a smart little deal relating to whether nurses got a big increase or a little increase 
depending on how many hours they worked. That drove more nurses to move out of full-time employment. 
Trying to fix a little financial problem with the cost of paying nurses caused a major reduction in the number of 
nursing hours available, and that created all sorts of problems for the health system. It was a total disaster. I was 
the minister responsible for industrial relations in 2001 and oversaw negotiations for EBAs with government 
employees, so I had some involvement in the negotiations then with Bob Kucera as the Minister for Health. I 
think we met on a Sunday morning with all the health bureaucrats. It was one of numerous meetings to try to sort 
out the chaos in health finance and to settle the EBA with nurses. Week after week after week we asked the 
senior bureaucrats in the Department of Health how many nurses they employed. We would ask the same 
question the next week. They did not know and they could not tell us. That was the chaos in health 
administration under the Liberal-National government. No wonder the health system was going backwards.  

This bill is likely to return us to the same situation, because it deals in political spin and not the real issues of 
health, which are about putting in place a plan and discipline and having a minister and senior bureaucrats who 
will get the confidence of the tens of thousands of workers and drive that process, so that everyone working 
together will know they have a clear mission statement of what they will achieve, a method of achieving it and 
the professional competence to deliver on it. However, when we have such things as this bill, it clearly shows 
that have a government that is not interested in getting on with the hard work of improving the health system. I 
therefore come back to why this bill is counterproductive to producing improved health outcomes in this state. 
Having started the recovery from the chronic mess we were left in 2001 by the Liberal-National government, we 
looked to see how we could improve the health system. We put a huge amount of extra money into the health 
system. As I said, in eight years we increased the amount from $1 890 million to $4 089 million, which more 
than doubled it. However, we needed to make sure that the money was spent well. A key plank in that whole 
reform process was the Professor Reid review and what flowed from it. Obviously, a whole range of complex 
issues needed to be integrated, so I am not suggesting it was simple.  

A key part of that Reid review and that reform agenda was to put in place major improvements to capital 
infrastructure, which meant hospitals predominantly. Some of it included moving people out of hospital sites into 
community-based care and so on, getting the capital infrastructure in place and making sure it was really well 
planned—not just the quality of each facility, but clearly designating the expected outcomes of the various 
components of the plan and making sure that they all complemented each other. They should not overlap, 
duplicate or waste money. There is a major heart surgery centre at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and another at 
Royal Perth Hospital. Each has all the expensive equipment, expertise and backup staff, and they are right next 
to each other. It is clearly not the most efficient use of funds. The Reid review and the previous government’s 
program taken from it were designed to make sure that the renewal and upgrade of facilities was as efficient as 
possible. The perhaps too idealistic aim was that if the infrastructure of hospitals was really improved, the 
skyrocketing increase in recurrent costs could be dampened. Some control could be exercised over costs because 
there would be much better facilities. The Reid review put together a plan to make sure that capital investment 
would lead to much better outcomes and much better control over recurrent costs. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: This bill is simply an attempt to push aside the Reid review because many dedicated 
health professionals, many of them now retired, have fond memories of Royal Perth Hospital and what it 
achieved in the past. Lingering sentiment for what Royal Perth Hospital has been is somehow seen as a basis for 
taking it forward into the future. Any rational view would say that rebuilding Royal Perth Hospital is simply not 
the best way to go. That is not to say that there will not be some continuing hospital there. To the extent that that 
is provided for in this legislation, I do not have a problem with it, but I will come back to that in a moment. This 
government is simply thrashing around, as the minister himself indicated during question time, trying to work 
out what to do with Royal Perth Hospital. The government has made a political commitment to keep the hospital, 
but does not know what to do with it. There are major issues involved in that. I am not sure whether the minister 
is still talking about Royal Perth being a tertiary hospital. If he is talking about Royal Perth still being a tertiary 
hospital, the whole of the Reid review is simply being abandoned, because there is a tertiary hospital at Sir 
Charles Gairdner Hospital, and another being developed at Fiona Stanley. In the future, as the population grows, 
Joondalup will be developed as a tertiary hospital. Now that the minister is back in his seat, I ask him whether it 
is still his commitment that Royal Perth remain a tertiary hospital for the foreseeable future. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Absolutely. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: In that case, he is abandoning the Reid review. 

Dr K.D. Hames: I am not. 



 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 8 April 2009] 3015 

 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: He must be, because where will he find the extra money? The problem the minister has is 
that while he is not willing to make the hard decisions and get on top of his portfolio, we will see health simply 
going backwards. With the current pressures of health costings, he cannot avoid taking the hard decisions. Either 
he builds Fiona Stanley as a tertiary hospital and downgrades Royal Perth into something much less — 

Dr K.D. Hames: I do not have any increase in recurrent expenditure, because I am retaining the same number of 
beds that the previous government’s plan had. Remember, you were planning to increase Sir Charles Gairdner 
Hospital to 1 000 beds. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I thank the minister for his interjection, because that is exactly what appeared in the 
2000-01 budget papers. It is gobbledegook—absolute financial nonsense. The minister cannot do it, and 
everyone will tell him that he cannot do it, but he will continue to place health in an unsustainable financial 
position. Those were the numbers in the 2000-01 budget. The numbers for the increase in health expenditure—
1.9 per cent and 1.5 per cent—are total gobbledegook. The health system cannot be maintained with that level of 
budgeting, although that is exactly the expectation that the minister is creating at Royal Perth Hospital. He is 
creating an expectation that he can deliver all the new equipment and that he can have all the specialists on site 
and all the services to support the specialists, across a wide range of specialty areas that are needed for a tertiary 
hospital, at both Fiona Stanley Hospital and Royal Perth Hospital.  

Mr A.J. Carpenter: The numbers were deliberately false. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I thank the member for Willagee for that interjection. The Minister for Health is again 
setting up a false set of numbers, and that will lead to the destruction of a first-class health service, because he 
will then lose control of it. No-one has confidence in him, from the orderlies on the ward, through the nurses and 
the registrars to the specialist doctors. They all know that this minister is running a Mickey Mouse outfit. The 
minister will not say honestly and properly what the numbers are and is simply fudging them to create political 
spin. That is the problem the opposition has with this bill and with this minister playing political games with our 
health system instead of trying to deal with it. I have gone through some of the issues we had in 2001, and my 
fear is that this bill is taking us back down the same road; that is, lack of honesty and lack of full and open 
accounting showing how much it will cost to deliver the service. That is why the previous government’s budget 
for the health system went up by 116 per cent over eight years; that is, it was 216 per cent of what it was when 
we came to government. We saw the need to deliver, and we were not going to play these fudge games of saying 
something that was not true. We were actually putting in the money and trying to make sure that the outcomes 
were delivered.  

I will now look at some of the contents of the bill to show what sort of fudge is going on here. Clause 5 reads — 

Continuation of Royal Perth Hospital 
Royal Perth Hospital is to continue to operate as a public hospital unless a resolution approving the 
closure of the hospital has been passed by each House of Parliament. 

It states that the hospital will continue to operate. Clause 6 reads — 
Services to be provided 
For the purpose of maintaining Royal Perth Hospital as a tertiary hospital, the entity for the time being 
having management and control of Royal Perth Hospital under the Hospitals and Health Services Act 
1927 is to provide the prescribed medical and support services at the hospital. 

The minister of the day could prescribe that the hospital service involve applying bandaids. That is all the bill 
requires—there could just be a nurse there sticking on bandaids. If that is the prescribed service for a tertiary 
hospital under clause 6, it meets the requirements. The name cannot be changed; the bill requires it to be kept as 
Royal Perth Hospital. This is an utter and blatant fudge. It is about political spin and has nothing to do with 
improving the delivery of health in this state. That causes me great concern, because the previous government 
struggled for eight years to improve the health service in Western Australia. We did not get everything right, but 
we committed huge amounts of money and we put good people and hard work into hour after hour of meetings. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Access block to emergency departments under your government was over 50 per cent—the 
worst it has ever been. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE: I did not say that we got everything right, but we saw improvements. I believe the 
minister himself, in question time today, said that one of the reasons he wanted to keep Royal Perth Hospital was 
the amount of money the previous government had spent on the emergency department. He said that it had been 
upgraded. This is the trouble—we all play politics in this chamber, but the minister cannot differentiate between 
good management and trying to get the political upside. For him, the political upside is about trying to mislead 
people, and that is what he is doing with this bill, and when he says that Royal Perth Hospital, Fiona Stanley 
Hospital and Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital can all be tertiary hospitals, and at some time in the near future, when 
the population grows, Joondalup can be a tertiary hospital as well. All those tertiary hospitals require millions 
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and millions of dollars worth of high-technology equipment and huge amounts of money for specialists and their 
support staff, and all the services that are needed for tertiary hospitals. It is absolute nonsense, and while the 
minister continues with his absolute nonsense, he is downgrading our health services. He is failing to give the 
strong and determined leadership that is required.  

I accept that the minister is doing these things in good faith. I accept also that as a medical practitioner he has a 
commitment to try to provide decent health services. The minister’s problem is that he is caught in this political 
bind because he made a commitment—because it was popular at the time and it is still popular—to keep Royal 
Perth Hospital. I speak to people who have worked there over the years and they have told me that the place is 
run-down and is a major problem because its services are failing in many areas. At some stage, the minister will 
have to face up to making a proper business decision. Will he continue to pour money into, and get less than 
value for money for, maintaining an old structure? As the member for Willagee said, which was clearly reflected 
by what the Minister for Health said today, the minister does not have a real plan. 

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

SCHOOL VOLUNTEER PROGRAM 
Motion 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [4.00 pm]: I move — 

That this house calls upon the Barnett government to provide guaranteed four-year funding, staffing and 
support to the School Volunteer Program, which does an excellent job supporting schools across 
Western Australia. 

I am very pleased that this very important motion — 

Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I do not want to interrupt the member for Mandurah, but I think that I am right in saying 
that the member in whose name the motion stands must move the motion. The member has not done that. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): The member for Rockingham’s name is on the notice paper. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I seek your guidance, Mr Speaker. The member for Mandurah does not necessarily have to 
be the lead speaker. I am happy to speak first or later in the debate. Whatever is in accordance with the standing 
orders is fine with me. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have always understood that the motion must be moved by the member in whose name 
the motion stands. I think the member for Mandurah can move it on behalf of the member for Rockingham. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: My advice is that if the member for Rockingham is in the chamber, he is required to 
move it. If the member for Mandurah is happy, I am keen to give the member for Rockingham the call. 

Debate Resumed 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [4.02 pm]: I thank you for your guidance, Mr Acting Speaker. We are all 
going through a learning process. I move — 

That this house calls upon the Barnett government to provide guaranteed four-year funding, staffing and 
support to the School Volunteer Program, which does an excellent job supporting schools across 
Western Australia. 

I put that motion on the notice paper because the School Volunteer Program is an incredibly important program 
for schools and young people across Western Australia. People from the volunteer program are here today and I 
particularly acknowledge Christine Gray, the chief executive officer of School Volunteer Program Inc. I had 
some contact with the School Volunteer Program during my 19 or so months as the Minister for Education, and I 
was always very impressed by the program and by the people who do volunteer work at the schools. I pay tribute 
to them. Volunteers, by their nature, are unpaid. They do a good job for the community for nothing more than 
the satisfaction it brings them and for the community benefit that their work provides to other people. The 
School Volunteer Program is a mechanism by which people can use their experience and knowledge that often 
has been developed over a lifetime. They have much to give but might well have left the workforce, or have 
much to offer but do not participate in paid work as an outlet by which their services can be offered. They want 
to offer their support and assistance to young people at our schools in Western Australia. 

This program was introduced in the 1990s and the Gallop and Carpenter governments massively increased its 
funding. The program enables the volunteers to use the knowledge and experience that they have learned over a 
lifetime and for young people to be the beneficiaries of that experience and knowledge. We always talk about 
using the experience of others. People always ask why we do not utilise the benefit and experience of people 
who have spent 40 or 50 years in the workforce to help others. This program takes that experience and 
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predominantly provides it to students at schools in areas that are in particular need of that type of support. The 
students, who might not have received mentoring or guidance from their families, are assisted with reading and 
numeracy through the school system. Millions of dollars worth of experience and work is being provided by 
community members to help young people, at a very minimal cost to the state. The idea is brilliant and the 
mechanism by which it is carried out—that is, by an independent body with its own board—is brilliant. It is not a 
bureaucratic mechanism, and it requires very little of the state yet provides much benefit to the state. 

In question time today I was disturbed by the Minister for Education’s response to the question she was asked 
about government support for this program. I was actually dubious that she would have done what I was advised 
she had done, even though I had seen it in black and white. As the former Minister for Education, I was always 
very supportive of the program and I was determined to continue to keep it in place, just as I was determined to 
continue a range of things, such as the First Click and Second Click programs that help older people to improve 
their computer skills. I was determined to continue our working with children checks to make sure that the public 
could be confident that the background of the good people who are involved in the School Volunteer Program 
were properly checked and that they were appropriate people to be working in that sort of environment. I was a 
bit shocked today to see the minister’s response. She was asked, firstly, why is there only one year’s funding, 
and will she confirm that; and, secondly, why is she taking away the staffing support? They are important 
questions. Why would the minister take away the staffing support for the School Volunteer Program? As I 
understand it, the staffing support consists of a single teacher and a contribution of $280 000. All the School 
Volunteer Program is seeking is continued funding so that it will know where it stands in the future. That is not a 
big ask, I would have thought, considering the benefit it provides. However, it has been advised that it will 
receive one year’s funding only and that the staff member—the minister confirmed this in the house during 
question time—who is provided to the School Volunteer Program is to be withdrawn. 

Dr E. Constable: One year, which you gave when you were minister. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I can hear the member for Churchlands getting snippy; the snippiness is coming through in 
her voice. She should reinstate the staff member and provide certainty about the program’s funding for the 
future. That is not a big ask: reinstate the staff member and give the program certainty about its funding for the 
future so that it can continue to invest. That will provide certainty for the people who are employed there and for 
the mentors, who guide the young people in our community. They will then know that their jobs will exist next 
year and the year after that. It is not a big ask. 

The minister also confirmed that a staff member from the program would be lost. That staff member, as I 
understand it, is a teacher. That single teacher, who obviously understands the education system, is being 
withdrawn, according to what the minister advised us during question time. That is a mistake. The value 
provided by this program with one teacher is huge. It is not a big ask, particularly in an environment, as the 
minister rightly pointed out, in which the problems that I faced as education minister, with the shortfall in the 
number of teachers, are largely resolved. As the minister acknowledged in this house, the reforms that we put in 
place over the past couple of years, the settling of the pay dispute, and the fact that we now have an environment 
in which far fewer jobs are available for people outside the teaching profession are three factors that have 
combined to ensure that we do not have a teaching shortfall. Therefore, why take away the program’s staff 
member? As education minister, I was criticised by the minister’s good friend the Minister for Training when I 
withdrew some staff from district offices in non-teaching positions and put them into classrooms. I was criticised 
for that. However, as I said at the time, the first obligation is to ensure that our classes are staffed, and that was 
the approach we took. The classes are now staffed; therefore, why be so petty? Why be so nasty as to take away 
a single teacher from this program? A single teacher! Surely the fact that we have had to raise this issue in this 
place today means that the minister will stand during this debate and say that she has changed her mind, that she 
was wrong, and that the government will give back the staff member to the School Volunteer Program and, in 
addition, will provide it with guaranteed funding over future years at the same level as, or perhaps even higher 
than, it is now.  

Members should look at the reasoning for the program and at the number of schools, both metropolitan and 
country, that are involved in it—from memory, at least 253 schools—throughout Western Australia; it is an 
extraordinary number. Schools the length and breadth of the state are involved in the program and it is 
particularly concentrated in public schools, obviously, and also in schools in areas that we might say need the 
program a bit more than others. These schools might have a higher preponderance of students and children who 
come from backgrounds that are needy and do not have that mentoring advice and assistance in the home to 
provide them with the guidance that perhaps this program would provide. Looking at my own community of 
Rockingham, a range of schools—Bungaree Primary School, Charthouse Primary School, East Waikiki Primary 
School, Safety Bay Senior High School, Secret Harbour Primary School and Tranby College, which is a private 
school—access this scheme and use the services of its mentors. I have met some of the mentors and some of the 
people who have involved themselves in this process. They are older people, often women, who want to help 
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young people with the basics of life; they want to help not only with things such as literacy and numeracy, but 
also by giving students a bit of guidance and assistance, based upon their experiences of life.  

I read about the Minister for Education in the paper the other day, perhaps it was Monday, saying that some 
students arrive at school and do not know the basics, such as how to tie their shoelaces, and that perhaps they 
need some assistance when they go to the toilet and issues like that. I have heard the minister’s views about these 
things. I might add that when I saw that article, I thought it concentrated on an often popular myth about young 
people. Certainly, my three-year-old, who is in kindy at our local primary school, needs help with his shoelaces 
and sometimes he needs help with going to the toilet. 

Dr E. Constable: I did not mention shoelaces. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The minister mentioned going to the toilet and issues such as dressing and so forth, but I 
digress. The minister’s comments catered to a popular myth, not often true. Of course, any parent of young 
children—I have a five-year-old and a three-year-old—and the minister might have forgotten, but I can advise 
her — 

Dr E. Constable: I have grandchildren who are five and three, so I know exactly what they are like! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: So why did the minister say what she said, because, of course, children need help with 
dressing themselves and with going to the toilet? She just ran down young people in Western Australia, parents 
across the state and our school system by saying, “Isn’t it terrible that they arrive at school and need help going 
to the toilet?” Of course they do; they are three-year-olds—for God’s sake! Anyway, I digress. 

Returning to the issue, the broader point the minister raised that we might need more assistance for young people 
in schools and some additional guidance and mentoring is correct. The broader point is correct, but perhaps not 
the specifics of three-year-olds arriving at school who might need help to dress themselves and go to the toilet—
certainly, experienced teachers understand that that is life, that is reality and that is where kids are at.  

Mr A.J. Carpenter: Always. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Children at the age of three years, going back 100 generations, have always been in need 
of that sort of assistance, even though the minister does not seem to realise that. The broader point the minister 
made is that we might need better mentoring, assistance and guidance in schools, which is correct. However, 
what does the minister then do? She withdraws the support service for the schools that does that. The simple fact 
of the matter is that if she gives the School Volunteer Program back its teacher and gives certainty of funding, 
this problem will be resolved. That is all we are asking that the minister do. We have raised this issue on the 
basis of representations that have been made to us. The School Volunteer Program by its name—volunteers—
has great people who do a great job. I express my support for the program and for the people who undertake 
these roles in my community. We wholeheartedly support them. 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah) [4.16 pm]: I am very, very pleased that this motion has come before the 
house this afternoon. I draw the Minister for Education’s attention to the wording of the motion. This motion 
does not attack the minister; it simply pleads with the minister to ensure that this very, very important, award-
winning program in Western Australia, which is recognised outside this state as a model for mentoring in 
schools throughout the nation, be strongly supported by the government. The wording of the motion urges the 
minister to ensure the program’s success by providing surety of funding for four years and also by ensuring that 
a seconded staff member from the department is attached to the program. I will comment on those two issues 
shortly. However, my association with the School Volunteer Program goes back to before I was elected to this 
place. It was not around when I was teaching. Although the program had its origins in the early 1990s, it never 
came into being in its current form until later in the 1990s. I know that the minister, in answer to a question 
today, referred to the first time the program was funded by the state government. 

One thing I am absolutely passionate about in supporting this program is that when I was elected in 2001, a 
tremendous woman called Ailsa Rice—I always claim she was the first person who banged on my door after the 
election—came into my office. Ailsa was the coordinator of volunteers for the Peel district for the School 
Volunteer Program. The first thing she said to me was, “David, I want to tell you about the School Volunteer 
Program. You’re the new member here and you must understand what is happening in your own electorate and 
your own region in terms of the value of this program.” She said that she, as the local coordinator, wanted to 
work with me to support in any way possible the volunteers and the work they were doing in the schools in my 
region. Ailsa is also a previous board member and a past president of the board of management of the School 
Volunteer Program. She is a passionate woman and reflects, I think, the passion of those nearly 2 000 volunteers 
who are represented by people like Ailsa throughout Western Australia in more than 250 schools. 

I am glad that some government members and some members of the opposition are in this place this afternoon. 
The member for Carine, the member for Wanneroo, the member for Morley, the member for Ocean Reef, the 
member for Darling Range, the member for Kingsley, the member for Swan Hills, the member for Murray-
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Wellington, the Premier and the member for Churchlands would be well aware that within their schools and all 
schools throughout Western Australia there are now men and women of all ages—a large number are in their 
senior years, but they are not all in their senior years—working in our schools with children and young people. 
These children and young people are actually assisted, one-on-one, during the week through this very important 
social and experienced contact with the volunteers. These volunteers are vetted very carefully. Anybody who 
works with children must be vetted carefully. The process of ensuring that the volunteers go through the working 
with children checks and are properly screened is done professionally and effectively by the School Volunteer 
Program, and has been for more than a decade. These people bring to the relationship that they have with the 
young people and children with whom they are working a very special bond that the teachers in the classrooms 
may not be able to establish because of their workload and because they are dealing with a range of children. The 
value gained from the School Volunteer Program is that experienced, passionate people in our communities can 
make a contribution to the wellbeing of a young person.  

If any members in this place have not talked to the coordinator who coordinates the School Volunteer Program 
or sat down and had a chat with some of the school volunteers, I urge them to do so. They will find that these 
people not only genuinely believe that they are making a difference, but also have the runs on the board.  

I could go through a list of awards that the School Volunteer Program has been successful in gaining. The list 
has numerous awards on it. The School Volunteer Program and the volunteers in particular, who are the most 
important part of the program, have been recognised for this very special exchange that they are able to create 
through their work in the schools, whether it is in our junior primary schools, education support schools, primary 
schools, senior schools or middle schools. The role that has been established for them is very special. Why has it 
been established so effectively? The reason it is so successful is that when the program was established—it is 
now celebrating more than 12 years of its existence—it was able to attract those people in the community who 
have the time, commitment, passion, energy and compassion to help children and young people.  

I am sure that there would not be anybody in this place who would not understand how critical it is that support, 
resources and human contact are made available to young people and children as early as possible, particularly to 
those children who might be vulnerable in their academic or developmental progress. The school volunteers 
provide this extra support in schools in members’ electorates and in schools in my electorate.  
The history is there and the runs are on the board. The School Volunteer Program is a multi-award winning 
program that is unique to Western Australia. We should be absolutely proud that for some 12-odd years—with 
some activity prior to that—Western Australia had and still has a nationally recognised award-winning 
mentoring program that is delivering absolutely brilliant and fantastic outcomes for children and young people in 
our education system across state and independent schools. This program crosses all boundaries.  

I remember that about two years ago, when I was Minister for Community Development, I attended a major 
function at the City of Stirling at which the then Governor-General Michael Jeffery was co-opted to be the 
national patron of the Western Australian-born School Volunteer Program. I wish I had his quotes with me, and I 
am sure Christine would have them. In general, he said that it is the best mentoring program he had seen. As the 
Governor-General of the country at the time, he wanted to get on board the School Volunteer Program. That is 
how the Governor-General at that time respected what was happening in Western Australia. I remember him 
saying to me and Christine Gray, the chief executive officer of the national School Volunteer Program, that we 
have to get it out to the other states of Australia because it was the model for the other states of Australia. In fact, 
at the time Victoria and Queensland had already expressed an interest in looking at what was happening in 
Western Australia and copying that model for the schools in their states.  
The multi-award winning School Volunteer Program that was born in Western Australia has been delivering 
quality outcomes through nearly 2 000 volunteers to literally thousands of children in 250 schools over the past 
12 years. When I think about this program, I wonder what would have happened if this program did not exist 
now and had not existed for the past 12 years. How many children and young people in this state have been 
assisted through this program as a result of that quality one-on-one contact with the volunteers? If the program 
had not been established, how many children and young people would have missed out on that opportunity and 
where would they be now without that connection?  
Minister, I mean this honestly, and I know I play it up and engage in theatrics at times: I am passionate about this 
program, which is so critical that it is above politics. I do not care if former ministers gave it only one year. If 
they did, I am afraid they perhaps did not realise the critical importance of this program. I remember standing up 
in caucus about four years ago to remind members of the need to continue funding, which at the time was about 
to run out, for the School Volunteer Program. We gave it four years forward funding in 2004, which would have 
taken it to 2008. 
Dr E. Constable: It was three years.  
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: That is right. The reason we need continuity is that there is in place a framework in 
Western Australia in 250 schools, with nearly 2 000 volunteers assisting thousands of students, that is operating 
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well. It is a well-oiled machine. The program is under pressure from schools that are not involved in it because 
they want to come on board. There are regular requests from schools that have heard about the program and want 
to come on board. The challenge for the School Volunteer Program is to find more volunteers who are prepared 
to work with children, some of whom are difficult to work with. To be able to do that and to grow the program to 
deliver the quality outcomes for these young people throughout the state, continuity of funding and surety is 
necessary. The program coordinators need to know when they are planning for 2009-10, 2010-11 and 2011-12 
that they have the state on board for four years. We are asking for funding for the program for four years. The 
program has the support of some of the other funding agencies. Lotterywest has assisted in the past. Even local 
governments have assisted in kind. There has been tremendous support from other groups. However, the critical 
funding comes from the state—from the Department of Education and Training—because it is with that funding 
that these people are delivering the outcomes that are so important. 

Surety is one issue. The other issue—this is really important—is the position of the seconded departmental staff 
member. Some tremendous seconded staff members have been attached to the School Volunteer Program over 
the past few years. The role of that person is critical to the program also, because there is an interesting interface. 
Community members, community volunteers and a community program structure run brilliantly by the board 
and managed tremendously well by the chief executive officer and her staff interface with schools. One of the 
important parts of that interface is the departmental person—the person who has been either a seconded teacher 
or a person seconded from a management position within the education department. That person is the link—the 
liaison person between schools, school protocols and the School Volunteer Program and the area coordinators, 
whether they be regional or metropolitan. That person is the key lynchpin. To take away that person’s position 
begins to tie one hand behind the back of the program itself. It is taking away the expertise of that person and 
that position, and the valuable departmental knowledge of how processes and protocols work et cetera. It is also 
taking away, in my view, the symbolic recognition of why this program is so critical. 

I am sure that the minister is aware—I know that she is a reasonable, decent person — 

Dr E. Constable: Thank you. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: No, she is—honestly. What we are asking — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: No, this is above politics—only until the close of business today! To ensure that the 
program continues, we are asking the government to give these people the surety of funding for a four-year 
period and to maintain that critical seconded person. To be honest, I believe that two people are probably needed 
because of the vastness of the state. There are 250 schools and there are nearly 2 000 volunteers. I guarantee—I 
do not often do this—that every single member of this place would have at least one school in his or her district 
in which the School Volunteer Program has volunteers working. I will not go through them. The member for 
Rockingham went through some of the schools in his electorate. There are 10 in Mandurah itself. I have only 
three minutes left. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I am very passionate about this issue, so I needed the extension. This issue is very 
important. Some of the schools in the list, be they in regional Western Australia or in the metropolitan area, also 
correlate with the schools that are priorities for the department because of the types of students attending those 
schools. We need to understand that in some of those schools in which there are children with behavioural 
difficulties, including classroom behavioural difficulties, or academic or developmental concerns or difficulties, 
quite often there are more than one to 10 in the class. The volunteers who go into those schools are a wonderful 
additional resource and provide wonderful support in addition to what the teaching and the non-teaching staff are 
providing in the classroom and that the principal and the deputy principals are overseeing in the school 
curriculum and program. In fact, I will table these two lists. They are the lists of all the schools in Western 
Australia that are serviced by the School Volunteer Program. Members will note that the ones in Mandurah are 
underlined. 

[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I ask members to look at those lists. If members have difficult schools in their areas, 
whereby socioeconomic issues are having an impact on those schools, they will invariably find that the School 
Volunteer Program is operating in those schools. School volunteers will be working with the teachers, the 
principal and the school community to make a difference for those kids. For 12 years this has been happening in 
Western Australia. Outside this state, this is recognised as a program that has immense value. This is an 
opportunity for the minister and for the Barnett government, and I will applaud them if they take it up. I will 
make a promise, minister. If the program is given funding for four years and the seconded officer is returned to 
the program, I will absolutely laud the minister for it. That is how important I think this issue is. If the minister 
understands—I think she does—just how critical this issue is and delivers what we are pleading with her to 
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deliver, she will be not only lauded for it, but also remembered for it. We may not build a statue for her, but we 
might find something else that is appropriate. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I think she deserves one. 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: She may do, if she does this. Honestly, I will laud her, because I believe that this is 
one single important thing for a relatively small amount of money. This is not a big money ask at all. We are 
talking about a seconded person. I know that the School Volunteer Program made a submission asking for extra 
dollars, which really talks about how the program can continue to grow. If the minister does that, she deserves to 
be supported and lauded for it; she does. Therefore, I am pleading with her to do it. Members, I mean this: of all 
the programs that I have seen operating in my eight years in this place and in my nearly 20 years of community 
service as a local councillor, I can tell members honestly that this School Volunteer Program stands above all the 
others. I support a range of programs, and I am patron of a range of them. However, if I had to name the one that 
deserves support to the level that we are asking for, it is this one. I am not saying that just because I used to be a 
teacher. Why? It is because I have seen the value and I know the value of what the School Volunteer Program is 
delivering. I have talked with, met with and seen in action the school volunteers in my electorate. I ask members 
to also do that. They should please find out who those volunteers are. They should talk to their local area 
coordinator and get to know those people. They will then find out for themselves why I am so passionate about 
this program. They will also understand why the opposition has put forward this motion and why, because of its 
value, I have put this program at the top of the programs that I support. I applaud the tremendous work of the 
nearly 2 000 volunteers throughout our state. I applaud the area coordinators who work with and look after those 
volunteers in the regions and in the various parts of the metropolitan area. They need support. A lot of them are 
dealing with difficult kids, and they need to offload and have debriefs, because some of the stuff that they see is 
pretty tough. But, gee, is it not great that Western Australia founded this program and that it is so much the envy 
of the other states that they want to try to copy it? I ask the minister to not allow this program to fall by not 
supporting it for a four-year period. Minister, please, please reinstate the officer from the education department, 
because that is a critical spoke in the well-oiled machine. This is no two-bit volunteer organisation, I can 
honestly assure the minister of that. This is a very, very, very high quality, effective volunteer organisation.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: Why did the former government only do it for one year? Why did it not show a commitment 
of four years? That is what the member is asking for today.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: I am pleading with the government to do that. Quite frankly, we should have. My 
understanding is that back in 2004 there was a three-year commitment. I think last year — 

Dr E. Constable: In 2005 there was a three-year commitment.  

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN: Which took it to 2008. Member, I do not know the answer to that question, but the 
reality is that it should not be a one-year concern. It needs to be a three to four-year concern, because that will 
give the surety. I will argue amongst my own people about that, but that is the reason.  

Minister, I finish by saying, in support of those 250 schools throughout the state, in support of those nearly 2 000 
volunteers, in support of the tremendous achievements that have been made by the School Volunteer Program, 
that this is not a big ask at all. This is an ask that will continue to allow the program to deliver outcomes for 
children and young people in the state. The minister will be lauded for it if she does as we ask. I will be the first 
person to stand on the hill and do it. I urge her to understand just how serious and how important this is.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: I confirm, member for Mandurah, that approval is granted for the document to lay 
on the table for the remainder of this day’s sitting.  

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont — Leader of the Opposition) [4.41 pm]: I support the motion that has been 
moved by my colleague, the manager of opposition business. The government knows very well what we are 
talking about because every minister received a copy of a letter sent from Christine Gray, the chief executive 
officer of the School Volunteer Program, to the Premier on 1 November 2008. This is what the letter said — 

SVP has proven that the volunteer mentors “make a difference” to the lives of the students as well as 
their families, the schools and to their own lives. They are making a valuable contribution to the future 
generations of Australia. 

The Board of Directors and our National Patron, Major General Michael Jeffery implore you to 
continue to fund our program. Without ongoing funding this program WILL CEASE TO EXIST!!! 
Which means 1800 volunteers, 2500 students and 254 schools annually will cease to receive over 
80,000 hours worth of assistance which equates to nearly $2 million in financial value to the 
community. 

Those sentences that I have quoted from the letter to the Premier in November 2008 and copied to all ministers 
pretty well sums up the case for the School Volunteer Program getting the support and the ongoing security it 
asks for. Instead, the government has actually cut the level of support it offers the program by withdrawing the 



3022 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 8 April 2009] 

 

seconded teacher. In my view this is another of those consequences of the unsustainable royalties for regions 
program the government has engaged in. This unsustainable program is the very foundation of the government. 
The fact that it is unsustainable, the fact that so much money has to be devoted to it, the fact that that money is 
poorly targeted, leads to all sorts of other negative consequences in programs right across the government—
unnecessary cuts to good programs like this one. Public service redundancies—there will be cuts to services. 
There will be unfair wage outcomes for public servants as a result of this unsustainable deal, which underlies the 
very foundation of the government.  

I will come back to why this program is necessary. We know that there is a continual society-wide demand for 
schools to do more. Every social problem results in a demand from some commentator or some interest group 
that schools ought to give priority to whatever the issue of the day might be. At the same time, there is a 
contradictory demand that schools do better in teaching the basics. We cannot give priority to both the basics and 
to every new social issue that emerges. Schools are under pressure to deliver the enhanced outcomes that society 
is seeking. At the same time, schools have been asked to accept students due to the very laudable raising of the 
school age—an initiative of the member for Willagee when he was Minister for Education. This means that 
students who would otherwise have left school are now staying on until year 12. At the entry level, we are seeing 
many students arrive with much poorer skills than they might have had in the past.  

Dr E. Constable: Some are not toilet trained, which was the issue raised by your colleague when he spoke.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER: I will not go to that but I will say this: due to a variety of social dysfunctions; the fact that so 
many people are time-poor, because all the adults in the household need to work in order to afford a house, 
particularly if their wages are low; the unfortunate prevalence of drug addiction, alcoholism and domestic 
violence, quite a significant number of children arrive at school without some of the skills necessary to prosper 
in the classroom. That circumstance produces enormous stress for teachers. It is possible to argue that as many as 
20 to 35 per cent of students in Western Australian government schools are students at educational risk. They 
have perhaps low literacy and numeracy levels, low self-esteem, lack of support at home, behavioural problems, 
lack of social skills, or perhaps they are from non-English speaking backgrounds. There is a combination of 
factors—high and growing expectations of schools and a more difficult group of students for teachers to deal 
with. Yet there is a limit to the additional resources that taxpayers can provide. There is a worsening of that limit 
on the additional resources that taxpayers can provide because of the combined effects of the global financial 
crisis on Western Australian government revenues, the loss of our share of the goods and services tax and the 
unsustainable royalties for regions deal, which is taking money elsewhere. Here we are, spending hundreds of 
millions of dollars, sending cheques to every local government in the country—not in the city, in the country—to 
spend on whatever they like, a $400 million program, while we are refusing to provide continued seconded 
teacher support and funding security for the School Volunteer Program. Where are the government’s priorities 
when that can be the outcome of its collective decision-making?  

I will come back to the resources question. In this current financial year, expenditure for students in government 
schools should be around $12 700 for each student, which is an increase of almost $4 500, or 54 per cent, since 
2001. During the Labor period, there was an enormous increase, a 54 per cent increase, in funding for each 
student in government schools. At the same time, the previous Labor government engaged in a massive school 
building program. More than 60 schools were built, the biggest school building program ever in the history of 
this state. Huge additional resources have been poured into our school system, in particular our government 
school system, but there is always a limit to the amount of additional resources that can be applied. I think that 
limit has just got tighter courtesy of our declining share of the GST, the global financial crisis and the royalties 
for regions deal. Schools could do more to target resources to those most in need, but there are rigid staffing 
arrangements and staffing formulas, and there are industrial agreements that make it awkward to provide fewer 
resources per capita to those students who are performing satisfactorily, and more resources per capita to those 
who are in real need. At the same time as we have these problems in schools, we have an ageing society, and we 
will have an even greater number of elderly people in the future. Those people will be living longer, and the 
proportion of very old people in our society will increase significantly. If those people are not active and 
involved in the community, their health status is likely to be compromised. There is a good reason for the current 
advertising campaign for which the slogan is “act. belong. commit.” It is a very good slogan, promoting mental 
health and health in general through engagement with society by maintaining a level of activity. The School 
Volunteer Program brings together these two issues. There are all these people with skills who have the spare 
time and the need, in their own interests, to be involved and to be committed, and they can help with the 
increasing expectations of our schools, the difficult cohorts of students that schools have to educate and the 
rigidity of staffing arrangements, which make it hard for schools to provide from amongst their own staff one-
on-one student mentoring. The program is a very good one; it leverages currently underutilised social resources 
and we get a lot of bang for our buck with this program. We get a lot of bang for the bucks that we put in, but if 
there is a guarantee of ongoing funding, it will enable the program to approach other funding agencies such as 
Lotterywest and the federal government to secure additional funds. If one goes to the federal government or 
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Lotterywest and says, “Well, we’ve got funding for a year but realistically, we might be closed at the end of the 
year”, why would those agencies make an investment? If the government wants and expects this program to 
continue, it should say so formally in the forward estimates to provide certainty that can be used as a basis for 
the program to go to other funding agencies to get the money it needs. It is very short-sighted to put the program 
in a position in which it cannot honestly and confidently say to other funding agencies that it has funding for a 
guaranteed period into the future. The opposition says—we hope the house will support the motion—that the 
funding ought to be for four years. 

There is a way of dealing with this: it can be put into forward estimates so that everyone can see that the program 
will be funded for four years. I think the government actually intends to continue this program; I cannot believe 
that it would actually chop the program off. I think the government intends for the program to continue, so why 
does it not say so? Why does it not support the motion so that the program can use the motion to say to other 
funding agencies, “The Minister for Education, the Premier and the Treasurer all voted for this; we are going to 
be all right. You can support us with confidence.” I actually think that a bit of sleight of hand is going on here. I 
think the Treasurer is trying to manage his debt issues. I think the Minister for Education and the Premier know 
that the program will be funded, but they would rather not have that reflected across the forward estimates 
because then they would have to account for four years of funding for the program when they add up the debt, 
and they have a very pressing debt issue, a very pressing debt-to-revenue ratio issue, and a very pressing AAA 
issue. I know what can happen in these circumstances. It is not unreasonable to have funding for a period of 
years into the future—normally four years—and then a review to see whether the program is delivering its 
objectives. However, if there is funding for only one year, which is the current situation, and the government 
withdraws seconded teacher support from the program, it will cause the people running the program to lose 
confidence in the future and it will also diminish the confidence of other funding agencies in the future of the 
program. 

I hope the situation is that the government supports the program but is unwilling to see it reflected in the forward 
estimates. The other alternative is worse—that the program is, in fact, due for the chop. If the program is due for 
the chop, it will be a tremendous loss to our system and a tremendous loss to children from disadvantaged 
backgrounds. It will also be a loss to the volunteers who bolster their own health—particularly their own mental 
health—by making this very welcome contribution to mentoring young children. If the minister is going to say 
that the program is safe, I ask her to say that she will vote for the motion so that there is documentary evidence 
that the program can take to other funding agencies. 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [4.55 pm]: I think this is a very good opportunity for me to speak in support of 
the School Volunteer Program. Members have heard a lot of arguments and passionate discussion about what it 
means at a local level for the School Volunteer Program to be working in members’ electorates. I would like to 
talk firstly about this organisation. Sometimes one forgets that there are some very dedicated professionals who 
build up skills over time—in this case, 12 years—to run this kind of program. We have already heard that this is 
an award-winning program, and it is a fantastic opportunity to help both kids and mentors—particularly seniors 
who want to become involved in the program. The School Volunteer Program has some very experienced staff 
who have worked on developing each thread of the program. They have an exceptionally good mentor 
development program. They first of all have to find the volunteer mentors in the community, and that requires a 
certain set of skills because they have to be very careful about who they find and how they match them with 
students. They also need to have the ability to train the mentors and give them the skills they need to go into the 
schools and work safely and confidently, quite often with some very vulnerable children. 

One of the facts that is quite often lost in discussions about the not-for-profit organisations, charities and other 
non-government organisations that deliver these kinds of services is that when the funding cycles go up or down 
or become uncertain, as they unfortunately often do, the expertise that the organisations spent many years 
developing—12 years, in this case—is lost. The organisations may think that they have the budget to employ 
five, six or seven people, but then one of their funding agencies informs them that it will no longer provide 
funding, or that funding will be forthcoming for only another six or 12 months. It often causes staff to look 
around, because they have mortgages, lives, children of their own and responsibilities that they have to meet, so 
all of that incredible intellectual property that has been built up is lost. One of the reasons that governments 
particularly love working with charities and not-for-profit organisations is that they are passionate, very flexible, 
committed and have some incredible skills, many of which cost a minute proportion of what it would cost the 
government to deliver the same service.  

If this program is not given some sense of security or certainty about its future, it is likely to lose a number of its 
staff, and with them would go a great deal of expertise and experience in running this award-winning program, 
and in keeping volunteer mentors engaged with the program. The School Volunteer Program has a very 
experienced board with very good business skills, so I cannot possibly see how the government could have any 
problems with the credibility, reliability and validity of this board. I know that the board is engaged in a constant 
program of best practice in governance, and that it is improving on that all the time. It is certainly an 
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organisation that can be trusted with the effective application of government dollars to its outcomes. This is a 
very strong organisation with a great board that goes out and actively finds partnerships, particularly corporate 
partnerships. It has a partnership on the go with the Good Guys at the moment, and we are waiting to hear how 
that will stand up in the next few years. This is not an organisation that sits down with a bowl and begs for 
money from the government as its only source of income. It is a very active, credible and strong organisation. 
All members have this organisation in their electorates, and it deserves our support. It certainly deserves notice 
when things look a bit unstable, as they do at the moment. 

In my own electorate, Bayswater Primary School, John Forrest Senior High School and Embleton Primary 
School will be impacted if the organisation is not funded adequately to do its work. I have talked with the 
minister in the past about the needs of Embleton Primary School. It is probably one of the most vulnerable 
primary schools in my electorate, and it has some very challenging students to deal with. The School Volunteer 
Program works with those students and helps teachers and parents. We are not replacing teachers with 
volunteers, but they are doing an incredible job helping kids in the classroom connect with the real world, life 
skills and other generations in the community. I hear our Premier talking about the increase in antisocial 
behaviour. Questions about why antisocial behaviour occurs and how to stop it go straight back to the early years 
of a child’s life—what is done with children, particularly those in the very young age group, and not only with 
parenting in the home. We need the kind of opportunities that the School Volunteer Program brings to our 
community. It is particularly effective in bringing older people together with very young children and 
adolescents. It shows them that the children are not much different after all. The younger people might be more 
into video games and spend more time online than grandpa and grandma, but they have similar values, and they 
can talk about those things. It is a fantastic opportunity. In making those connections and differences that many 
might think would push us apart as individuals, this program serves an incredible role in our community. 

The minister is very aware of what a wonderful program this is and I am sure that she supports it. I know that 
some efforts have been made. For instance, Minister McSweeney has stepped forward to help this program out a 
bit with some support, but I know that that is a one-off. I know that both ministers involved will appreciate the 
direct importance of this program and its relevance in our community. I am certain that I know how valuable it 
is. I have here a list of schools that are involved, which members might like to have a look at later. There is a 
very long list of rural schools—in fact 86 of them—that might be affected if this program is unable to deliver 
what it has been delivering. They are all alphabetically listed, which is convenient for me, but they include 
Boyup Brook, Busselton, Carnamah, Geographe, Geraldton, Harvey, and Margaret River. I believe that in 
Margaret River, in the Treasurer’s electorate, 40 mentors are waiting to be linked up at the moment. It would be 
tragic if they could not be linked into schools because of a lack of funding. Other schools include Narrogin, 
Vasse, Wyalkatchem and York. As well as the 86 regional schools, 177 metropolitan schools participate in the 
program, and 1 800 people are ready to help our youth to become better equipped to live in and contribute to the 
community.  

The week of 11 to 17 May is National Volunteers Week, and it would be very sad if we were not able to achieve 
a better outcome for this incredible community group before that week. We need to give them something to 
celebrate given the work they have been doing, and it would be tremendous if this government could continue 
the funding beyond the 12-month cycle to enable this organisation to do its work with more certainty and to give 
children more certainty in the future. 

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [5.05 pm]: I rise to add some brief comments to this debate and to 
commend the motion to the house. The School Volunteer Program should be given maximum support by the 
Barnett government. We have heard that this is an award-winning mentoring program, but I would like to 
emphasise two other dimensions of the program. It is about enhancing and encouraging the spirit of volunteerism 
in our society. That spirit of volunteerism is one of the hallmarks of a civilised society. We need to be able to 
provide a degree of professional support to people who want to contribute to providing children with the kind of 
mentoring that will complement their more traditional educational activities. It is no use hoping that volunteering 
can do things on its own. It needs a degree of professional support, and that is why the program needs funding. 
There is nothing worse for a volunteer program than to know that its future is not secure; that there is a 
possibility that in 12 months’ time the program will no longer exist. That kind of atmosphere is incredibly 
dispiriting and works counter to all the goodwill amongst the volunteers who want to make a contribution to the 
community and help people who are the most vulnerable sector through the education system, perhaps because 
they feel that that education system is not meeting their needs. This program is an ideal means of countering 
those problems. It is an opportunity for children to hear the life experiences of someone who is mentoring them, 
who perhaps has overcome some sort of educational difficulty that the classroom teacher has not suffered from. 
It is the core of why we need to support this program. 

It also needs to be noted that volunteerism has an enormous multiplier benefit. It is incumbent on the government 
in Western Australia to attempt to achieve the greatest benefit from any opportunity, and volunteering, when 
fostered correctly, brings a wonderful benefit to our society. The sources of funding can include corporate 
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partnerships, but underpinning that should be reliable government funding. In this case, the Department of 
Education and Training would be the obvious agency to provide the four-year support that is needed. The 
secondment arrangement needs to be reinstated for a similar period of time. 
The need for this program in my electorate is particularly strong. A number of schools in my electorate are 
members of the School Volunteer Program, and they are all benefiting from it. The two high schools in my 
electorate—Southern River College and Thornlie Senior High School—are both participants, and the primary 
schools involved include Ashburton Drive, Gosnells, Thornlie, Wirrabirra and Yale. All are enthusiastic 
participants in this program. These schools have many talented students from all walks of life, including 
multicultural backgrounds. This program provides the opportunity to make sure that they are given the kind of 
education they deserve, and that they receive, where there is a need, complementary education from people who 
are perhaps outside the formal teaching profession, coming to the school to provide knowledge, expertise and 
commitment. I commend this motion to the house.  
MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [5.10 pm]: I, too, would like to make a couple of comments on this 
subject. But I would like to look at it from a slightly different angle, and for once I am not going to talk about 
computers. I want to look at it from the volunteers’ perspective. This program operates in schools in my 
electorate also. Only last week I was at a school where people were talking to me about how they are struggling 
because they do not have enough teachers or programs. As they outlined to me, primarily, their biggest problem 
is that only about 20 per cent of the parents pay voluntary fees, which is quite low across the board. When we 
were discussing this, we came to a point at which we recognised that there was a lack of involvement by the 
community in the school. Kids were being dropped off in the morning; parents were going to work doing 
whatever they do and then picking them up in the evening, and that is it. They do not get involved in anything to 
do with the school. They do not take an interest in what is happening at the school. As a result, the school is 
suffering not only financially but also from the lack of input from outside the school system. That is one of the 
things this program does. It brings people from outside into the system; it brings life experience to students who 
might not otherwise get access to that. It also does something else: it sends a message that we are not a 
monolithic government-type body that does everything; we are a community. It takes a community to raise a 
child, as I think Hillary Clinton put it. I think that is true, and a nice step towards that is enabling people who 
have some time because they have retired or whatever to getting back to being involved in our communities and 
feeling that they are making a valuable contribution, that they are helping form that next generation and helping 
to develop their values and their skills et cetera. From time to time members have talked about the malaise in 
society, the decline of standards and all those awful societal problems, yet the School Volunteer Program is one 
part of the solution; namely, getting people involved in their own community.  
I suppose we must ask the question: what are we asking for? We are not asking for anything that the government 
is not doing. The government is funding this program, and that is wonderful and admirable. However, anyone 
who has been involved in a not-for-profit organisation knows of the constant pressure and constant uncertainty. I 
am sure some members had the same experience as I had when I first became a member of this place. At the 
time, I had to open some bank accounts to set up my electoral allowance and things like that. I had all sorts of 
trouble with the banks because they could not fit my situation into the square boxes. They did not know where a 
member of Parliament sat, how our incomes work and things like that. This can be a problem also for people 
who work for not-for-profit organisations because there is no guarantee of continuity of their income; therefore, 
they can have difficulty getting mortgages and loans and planning their children’s education. They can face a 
range of difficulties. I suppose the appeal simply is: it is a good program so we are going to keep doing it, let us 
provide certainty and let us move forward.  
MS J.M. FREEMAN (Nollamara) [5.13 pm]: I rise to support this motion. Knowing it was coming up for 
debate today, I contacted the schools in the Nollamara electorate to ask them about the School Volunteer 
Program because I thought it would be much better for me to do what I am paid to do; that is, represent their 
views. If they had said to me, “No, it is really not a good program”, I would sit and keep mum, but that is not 
what they said. They overwhelmingly told me that it is a great program. The comments included, for example, 
that they use the School Volunteer Program for kids who need one-on-one attention and assistance. As we can 
imagine, in an area such as I represent, although there are many good schools, there are also many conflicting, 
confronting and difficult situations that they must deal with. Therefore, it is vital that schools have the capacity 
to enable people to work with students and provide one-on-one assistance with their studies. It is integral to 
enabling good outcomes. I was told that schools use the program for students with particular difficulties or 
emotional needs and that it helps other teachers to focus on others in the classroom and that that is of great 
assistance to them. They talked about the work of the School Volunteer Program for children struggling with 
literacy and numeracy and how sitting down one-on-one benefits kids, especially those who may not get that 
assistance at home. Teachers talked most of all about how volunteers had the time, experience and patience that 
often they, as teachers, do not have.  
I have risen mainly to provide their experience of the School Volunteer Program. One of the comments was that 
it is a win-win situation. It helps kids feel better about their work and gives the mainly retired volunteers a real 
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sense of achievement, a sense of community and a sense of participating in the community. I say to members 
that the program has rewards for both students and volunteers. The volunteers develop a strong bond with the 
children that, sadly, may be lacking elsewhere. It allows the students to build confidence both socially and 
academically; it increases their self-esteem, as one of the schools I rang said; and it helps increase their 
confidence and abilities.  

Clearly, given it has been said that funding has been committed for 12 months, the issue is certainty of funding 
for a period and the continuation of the program. My understanding was that ongoing certainty of three-year 
funding had been provided by the previous government. I have yet to see the evidence that the commitment was 
for just one year, but we can probably look at the budgets for that information.  

My experience as a volunteer board member on community legal centres for 15-odd years is that certainty for 
service delivery in particular is paramount. I am not sure whether the School Volunteer Program requires 
insurance and indemnity for their volunteers or whether that is picked up by the education department. That 
often requires certainty in light of the need to negotiate contracts. The member for Maylands outlined very 
comprehensively the need for staff stability. Certainty of funding the School Volunteer Program is important for 
the sake of managing, retaining and increasing expertise. I did most of my volunteer work with the community 
legal sector. A very important time was the negotiations with the federal government for five-year funding 
periods. That was paramount to the health, success and ongoing growth of those organisations and their capacity 
to deliver services that were well needed in the community. This volunteer organisation is no different. It needs 
ongoing support and services. Our teaching resource is vital as an ongoing source and I commend this motion.  

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [5.18 pm]: Following in the wake of the member for Nollamara — 

Ms J.M. Freeman: Wake? Yes.  

Mr P. PAPALIA: I am a retired naval man; I could say, following in the wake, in the wash or possibly in the 
slipstream! Following her magnificent effort I would like to draw on an insight the member for Nollamara gave 
by choosing to begin by determining whether this program is supported in the community and whether it is 
worthwhile. I would like to follow on from that by acknowledging that she—and others on this side of the 
house—has clearly demonstrated by her research that this program is well worth supporting and well worth 
giving certainty to. In these troubling and uncertain times it is essential that all organisations, most particularly 
organisations such as this, are given certainty. Clearly, the Volunteer School Program is worthwhile. But I would 
like to ask, from the other perspective: what happens if we do not fund organisations such as this? What is one of 
the key outcomes of the School Volunteer Program? I have done some research. I did not have to go far because 
I found an excellent media release from the opposition’s spokesperson for education. One of the statements she 
made—I believe that this is an accurate statement—is that the volunteers in this program are trained in issues 
including drugs, communication skills and reading. Antisocial and offending and behavioural issues can often be 
prevented by providing young adults with a stable mentor. 

Dr E. Constable: Where is she now? 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I am here now, minister. Relax! I have the responsibility on this side of the house for 
commenting on corrective services issues. 

Dr E. Constable: What is the date of the media release? 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It is today. Clearly, an outcome that potentially has a positive impact on the rate of antisocial 
and offending behaviour is of interest to me. I suggest that it should also be of interest to the government. 

Dr E. Constable: When was it? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: What is the date of the media release? 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I gave the Premier the source of my media statement. The Hansard reporter got it. The 
Premier and the Minister for Education can look it up in Hansard when it is printed. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: What is the date of the media release? 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I have told you, Premier; it is today’s date. 

Dr E. Constable: That was a lot of research! 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I am referring to my spokesperson’s comments. She made the good point that the outcomes 
of this program stand to be beneficial because they will reduce antisocial and offending behaviour. Why would 
that be important, minister? The Minister for Education will be interested in this. Why would she think that 
would be important? No doubt the minister is aware, as are many members, that our prison system is suffering 
from incredible overcrowding. 

Dr E. Constable: I am aware of that. 
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Mr P. PAPALIA: The minister is aware of that. It is a serious issue. I have commended the Minister for 
Corrective Services for the attempts that he has outlined thus far to tackle the problem in the medium term by 
building additional capacity. I have also consistently encouraged the Minister for Corrective Services to view 
this matter as not only an immediate problem of overcrowding, but also an opportunity to try to tackle the rate of 
recidivism and reoffending and thereby reduce the number of people in our prison system in the long term. That 
will result in a reduction in the number of crimes committed against the community, and therefore a reduction in 
the number of victims. Ultimately, it will result in better outcomes. Housing prisoners incurs a double cost 
because, firstly, we need a facility in which they can be imprisoned and, secondly, it costs money to keep them 
in prison when otherwise they could be contributing to the community, which currently they do not do. 

We could achieve fantastic outcomes even if we could manage to achieve only a minor reduction in the 
recidivism rates, particularly for Indigenous prisoners, who are disproportionately represented in our prison 
system. If we achieve only a minor reduction in the reoffending rate, we will have achieved an incredible 
outcome. Nevertheless, preventing offenders from going to prison in the first place would be a far better 
outcome.  

Is it necessary to support programs like this? I put a few questions on notice to the Minister for Corrective 
Services, who very kindly supplied me with some answers to my questions yesterday. I asked the minister a 
question about the rate of juvenile detention and the impact on our prison system of failing to divert young 
people from our juvenile detention system and subsequently from our prison system. I sense—and I know that 
the minister does too—that we do not have all the data that we need to determine whether we are achieving good 
outcomes. I asked the Minister for Corrective Services a question to try to steer an effort in that direction. I asked 
him what percentage of juvenile offenders entered the adult custodial system, having completed their sentence in 
the juvenile custodial system. In effect, I wanted to know what percentage of juvenile offenders reoffend, which 
leads to them to receive an adult custodial sentence. 

Mr C.C. Porter: It is 33 per cent. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I was struck by the fact that 33 per cent of juvenile offenders reoffend and then receive an 
adult custodial sentence. That figure does not even identify how many times the offenders have been in the 
juvenile system and then been released. I hazard a guess that in all likelihood many of those people have been in 
the juvenile detention system many times. Over four years, from 2005 to 2009, 33 per cent of juvenile offenders 
later entered the adult custodial system, resulting in a net addition to the adult custodial population of 154 
people. That indicates, firstly, that we have the potential to achieve better outcomes regarding juvenile detention, 
perhaps through interventions. Secondly, it indicates in regard to the debate that we are having now that any 
effort we can make to impact on the number of people, particularly young people, who enter either the juvenile 
custodial or the adult custodial system must be an incredibly beneficial outcome. I suspect that the costs 
associated with interventions at the small end of the funnel will be dramatically less than the costs associated 
with trying to intervene at the custodial stage. Already we have seen that we have not been very successful. 

Mr C.C. Porter: From recollection, it is 33 per cent of 527 juveniles. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: That is correct. 

Mr C.C. Porter: In some areas, our recidivism rate for adults is as high as 60 per cent, and even higher. I agree 
that we can improve. However, that figure is not as bad as it sounds for this reason: the 527 juveniles, because of 
the sentencing practices in the Children’s Court, are the hardened offenders. To receive a term of imprisonment 
in the Children’s Court is an absolute term of last resort. You will find that those offenders are going to be fairly 
hardened offenders. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I concede that, Attorney General. My natural inclination is to acknowledge that it is a difficult 
challenge because they are the hardened offenders. That was indicated by the Auditor General’s report into the 
juvenile justice system under the Young Offenders Act 1994, which the Attorney General has seen. A report 
from June last year identified that a very small percentage of individuals cost us the most and re-enter the system 
the most. I am getting a little off track from the debate that we are currently engaged in. In the spirit of hopefully 
achieving good outcomes, I see that as a challenge, and I always will. I hope that we can try to pursue that as an 
opportunity. All we have to do is have a small impact on the number of hardcore offenders to receive a far 
greater and magnified outcome at the other end. Those offenders are the ones who repeat offend and end up in 
the adult system. The same argument applies—the Attorney General would agree with me—regarding the 
disproportionate representation of Indigenous people in the justice system. The outcomes for the state and the 
community of achieving even a minor impact on reducing the number of Indigenous people who enter the 
custodial system would be far in excess of the effort. 

It is a really challenging environment to try to come up with innovative ways of dealing with and providing 
opportunities for young people who offend. In the current environment, and with the way the community is 
nowadays, it is essential to provide an opportunity for the provision of good adult role-model mentoring of 
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young people who are at risk. That is possibly where we can focus more of our efforts than perhaps we did when 
we were in government. I encourage the Minister for Education, if at all possible, not to assess this volunteer 
program just as a provider of educational assistance, which it clearly does, and not just as a provider of 
opportunities for the guidance of young people on drugs, and to learn to communicate and read better, but as an 
opportunity to facilitate often the most experienced members of society to go into schools and provide direct 
one-on-one assistance to the young people who are the most likely to end up in our judicial system later on.  

I urge effort be made to provide certainty for this program, but I suspect, like the Leader of the Opposition, that 
perhaps this might be part of the politics associated with the budget process. I hope that the minister in fact plans 
to give the School Volunteer Program certainty over the longer term in due course. I will commend the minister 
for anything she does to ensure that this program is given certainty and that the people who participate in it know 
that their efforts are not only valued but are essential for better outcomes for the young people of our state. The 
School Volunteer Program has been going for 12 years. It is an award-winning program and all the comments 
made earlier by the member for Mandurah and others are quite valid.  

I also want to place on the record that only two schools in my electorate engage in this program, but I know that 
it serves as an incredible aid to the professionals who are engaged in education on those sites. One of those 
schools is Endeavour Primary School in Port Kennedy, which has a dual campus; it has a special education 
campus alongside the other primary school. The school is a great model and I think it particularly requires every 
bit of assistance that it can get, because on a daily basis it is confronted by all manner of challenges as a result of 
the often difficult and challenging children that it assists. The other school in my electorate that supports this 
program is Secret Harbour Primary School. The program provides a key service in my electorate in only a couple 
of schools, but looking at some of the other schools the program is involved with, I can see that it potentially has 
an impact in the most needy communities. I look at Balga Primary School, Balga Senior High School and Hilton 
Primary School, for instance, all with significant populations of Aboriginal children and all no doubt in need of 
all the assistance that they can acquire to try to ensure that these children do not end up on the wrong side of the 
law and in our judicial system at a later date.  

I conclude by saying that I lend my voice to support the motion that this house calls on the government to 
provide guaranteed four-year funding, staffing and support to the School Volunteer Program. I confirm that it 
does an excellent job supporting schools across Western Australia. I believe the program is one of our many 
potential tools for intervention to, in the long term, reduce our prison population and actually improve our 
society. 

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands — Minister for Education) [5.32 pm]: This has been a very interesting 
debate. A number of members of the opposition have spoken—the member for Rockingham, the Leader of the 
Opposition, the member for Gosnells, the member for Maylands, the member for Nollamara, the member for 
Warnbro—but no-one spoke with the passion of the member for Mandurah who clearly articulated, I think, for 
all of us the importance of this program. I am sure that I will not be as passionate as the member for Mandurah, 
but I would like to confirm and for him to know that I agree with him totally. I appreciate very much his 
presentation this afternoon to the house; thank you. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: Thank you, minister. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Of course, the state government recognises the very valuable contribution that the School 
Volunteer Program makes and has made for many years, since 1996 in fact. I calculate that the program is 
coming up for 13 years, not 12. Therefore, it has very much been part of our schools during a very important 
period in this community. The volunteers have assisted many, many students in that time, particularly in the 
areas of literacy and numeracy. We all know the importance of those areas and the concerns that we have for a 
number of children, particularly Indigenous children and children in disadvantaged schools who often need extra 
help in that area. However, the School Volunteer Program also assists in other areas and a lot of comment has 
been made this afternoon about mentoring schemes. It is interesting to note that there are actually reverse 
mentoring schemes as well, in which the youngsters are teaching the volunteers how to use computers. What a 
wonderful way of engaging those young people and giving something to the older people who are at the school 
as the students’ mentors, and what a great way to find common ground between the young people and older 
people in our community. I repeat what others have said: many youngsters do not have that opportunity in their 
lives; they do not have grandparents around. With mobility and families, particularly single-parent families, there 
is often not the opportunity for young people to have contact with older people, and to have that relationship is 
extremely important. Indeed, if we go beyond the School Volunteer Program and further look at schools, we see 
that many other groups volunteer in our schools that are essential to the good working of schools—the parents 
and citizens associations, as well as school councils, and others that volunteer their time in schools. We depend a 
great deal on many volunteers in our schools and our schools work well because of it. I have often used the term 
that volunteers are part of the glue that hold our communities together in many ways, such as sporting clubs, 
other organisations and, particularly, our schools. Volunteers are part of the glue that holds a school together and 
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makes it work well. I understand that in the past year 1 836 volunteers in—I have heard various numbers—about 
253 schools have assisted up to 2 500 students, often those students who are most in need. 

I will give a little history. It started in 1996 when the School Volunteer Program approached the then Premier 
Richard Court and also the Minister for Education, who is now our Premier, seeking support. The government in 
1996 readily gave that support and the first grants were in the vicinity of $30 000. After a few years that was 
increased to $60 000 and the most recent grant has been $270 000 over the past almost four years. I think that 
quantum leap from $30 000 to $270 000 over 13 years shows the support of Labor, Liberal and coalition 
governments. I emphasise, as others have, the great work done by these volunteers in our schools and I know 
that they will continue to do that work. Sixty-one per cent of the schools that volunteers are involved in are 
primary schools. Again, that is very important to note because it takes up the point made by several people, 
particularly the member for Warnbro, that working with young people and assisting them in this way will go a 
long way to helping those youngsters as they develop, grow and go beyond school. Sixteen per cent of the 
schools the volunteers work with are senior high schools. Ninety per cent of the volunteers’ work is done in 
government schools and 10 per cent in non-government schools, so non-government schools benefit from the 
grant that is given, as well. I think there probably is a need for more schools in rural areas to be served by this 
program, and I am sure that demand will continue to grow in the years to come. We need to continually review 
the program to understand those demands because if we do not understand what the demands are, we cannot 
really assess the amount of funding required. A number of people mentioned that the School Volunteer Program 
has been replicated across Australia. It started in Western Australia in this way and other states have taken it up. 
As the member for Mandurah told us more than once, it is an award-winning program, and so it should be. It is a 
program that has served our community well and I know it will continue to do so. 

The program initially targeted literacy but has expanded into areas, such as sport; the reverse mentoring, as I 
mentioned a moment ago, whereby young people are teaching their mentors or volunteers things such as 
computing skills; and in areas like career mentoring. It is very important, again, for young people to have contact 
with older people when they are thinking about their careers and where they might go in the future. The School 
Volunteer Program is a partnership with the Department of Education and Training that adds value and is a very 
valuable resource. However, I think it is also worth pointing out that the department in fact supports 50 
organisations with grants and subsidies. The School Volunteer Program is not the only one. I would like to 
mention some of the others. In the last financial year Western Australian Council of State School Organisations 
received a grant of $282 000; Dyslexia Speld Foundation, $240 000; Gravity Discovery Centre, $52 000; Safety 
House Association of Western Australia, a very important association again supporting schools, $102 475; 
Merrilinga, an organisation involved with young people and one that we support, $140 000; Fremantle 
Children’s Literature Centre, $241 000—these are not small amounts of money that are given to organisations 
that support young people and our schools; Blue-Earth, a physical education program, $107 000; and Clontarf 
Football Academy, $1.9 million. Support was also given to other organisations, such as the Law Society of 
Western Australia to support the Francis Burt Law Education Centre, an organisation of which I was on the 
board for many years, and I know that it valued the support it was given through the Department of Education 
and Training. These are some of the many organisations that support the work of the department and that the 
department in turn supports with financial grants. We need to remember that these are strong partnerships that go 
a long way to helping our young people.  

I understand that the money for the School Volunteer Program goes to placing volunteers. They are the central 
part of the organisation and the funding assists with the recruitment of school volunteers, screening, working 
with children checks, and the training of and support for volunteers. It is a central coordinating organisation. Of 
course, resources are needed to assist the organisation to do that. Resources have been provided for 13 years. I 
understand that this organisation also has a partnership with the Department for Communities.  

I met with two representatives from the organisation, Christine Gray and Marie Carmody, on 12 January this 
year and we went through aspects of the program. It was an excellent meeting. One of the issues raised at that 
meeting, and one raised by a number of members today, was the teacher who was last year placed in the 
organisation for only one year. It was understood by the organisation that it was to be a one-off placement for 
one year. The teacher was allocated to the organisation between July 2008 and June 2009. From the teacher’s 
point of view it was a transition back into a classroom appointment. The School Volunteer Program was aware 
that it was a one-off, one-year allocation. Of course, it accepted it very gladly. When I met with Christine Gray 
and Marie Carmody, they recognised that it was a one-off, one-year appointment and I understand that they had 
no expectation that it would be continued. Of course, they would like it to be continued, but it was understood 
that it was a one-off placement. It is important to clarify that.  

It is also important to note that funding has been available for 13 years. The funding that has been allocated for 
next year includes a consumer price index increase, which brings the total funding to $280 000. I note that when 
the representatives of the organisation came to see me, they asked for a $130 000 increase—a 32 per cent 
increase—that would bring the total funding to $400 000 a year. It is a huge increase in percentage terms and one 
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that the government and I were not prepared to entertain at that time. I repeat that the total funding to the School 
Volunteer Program for the next 12 months is $280 000, which includes a CPI increase. The government will be 
reviewing the funding it allocates to all organisations, such as the organisations I listed. The School Volunteer 
Program has received funding from the department for 13 years. All members of this house and this Parliament 
would support that funding because they understand the value of the School Volunteer Program. While all 
organisations must be reviewed and reassessed, because that demonstrates that this government is being 
accountable to its taxpayers, we will continue to support an organisation such as this.  

It appears to be an assumption that when the government says that an organisation will be reviewed, its funding 
will be cut. That is not necessarily the case. In reviewing an organisation’s worth, the government might decide 
that it is doing such a good job that its funding should be increased, which is what happened under the former 
government. It is important that we review funding to organisations like this. 

Mr P. Papalia: In this environment people are uncertain and that heightens their anxiety.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Yes, but I point out to the house that the previous government had a three-year funding 
arrangement with the School Volunteer Program up to the middle of last year. It did not guarantee funding for a 
further four years; it granted the School Volunteer Program funding for only one year. I understand the reasons 
for that. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: If I were the minister, I would give them funding for four years.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: If the member for Mandurah were the minister, he would give them funding for four 
years. This government will give the organisation $280 000, which includes a CPI increase. The government 
states categorically that it will continue to support this organisation along with other organisations that continue 
to contribute so fully to our schools.  

MR P. MILES (Wanneroo) [5.46 pm]: I support the government’s position on the funding of the School 
Volunteer Program. I wish it had been available when I was attending school. Perhaps if it had been, my dyslexia 
would have been picked up earlier than it was. My daughter had the benefit of this program. She is now 21 and 
has a three-year-old son. My five-year-old son also has the benefit of this program at his school. It is a 
worthwhile program. 

The minister acknowledged the worth of the program and agreed to continue the funding of $280 000 for the 
next 12 months. The program will then be reviewed when funding to other non-government organisations is 
considered. Following the review the minister will make a decision about ongoing funding.  

I will provide members with the details of the School Volunteer Program in my electorate. The SVP was, as 
members know, initiated over 12 years ago. Last year it operated in 253 schools and recruited and supported 
1 800 volunteers who mentored approximately 2 000 students. The program focuses on supporting students in 
the early years of their education. The volunteers assist students who have been identified by school personnel 
and teachers as being most in need of individual support.  

The SVP comprises many programs and I will refer to a couple of them. The computer links program is a six-
week course in which high school students, under the guidance of their teachers, work with 15 to 20 participants, 
mostly senior, unemployed or low-income community members, and on a one-to-one basis teach the participants 
how to use a computer. This service is free to community participants and obviously gives the high school 
students much-needed support in the community.  

Another program within SVP is career mentoring. This program operates similar to the core program, but over a 
specified 10-week period, and assists year 10 students with setting and investigating career goals and 
opportunities. A volunteer assists by being a role model and a mentor to help his or her chosen student to make 
informed choices about his or her education, training or employment.  

Another one of the great services the SVP provides is the student community attendance monitoring program—
SCAMP. Some of the names need to be revised, but the acronym SCAMP is pretty good. This program is 
excellent for some areas within my electorate. The SVP mentors ring the parents or guardians of the students 
who are truanting or are absent from school that day. The pilot program was carried out in a school in 2003, and 
resulted in a significant decrease in truancy. The telephone call gives parents and guardians the opportunity to 
inform the school of any underlying reason why their child might be skipping school, such as bullying or 
anything like that. 

The SVP major outcomes are to improve life skills, self-esteem and self-concept through providing mentoring 
skills and literacy and numeracy support for selected children, primary and secondary, within Western Australian 
government schools. Currently, most schools in Western Australia, and throughout Australia, are finding that 
between 20 and 35 per cent of their students are classified as students at risk. This is a very high percentage, and 
it is due to many reasons, such as low literacy and numeracy levels and low self-esteem, and students coming 
from non-English-speaking families throughout the state. It is almost impossible for teachers to help these 
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students on a regular one-on-one basis. The wonderful resource of volunteers from the community who act as 
mentors in schools helps to fulfil this role to make the next generation of adults better-prepared citizens of 
Australia. However, as Steve Dickson, the principal of one of the schools in my area, said to me in my electorate 
office, it is the volunteers themselves who make or break the program. It is quite possible for a school to have a 
bad experience with the program if it does not have the right people to do the job. To address this, SVP provides 
training programs for the volunteers, so that they can help the children and young adults understand and 
appreciate the need for ethical standards in the community, and the need to have an adequate education. 

All volunteers who join the program are required to attend orientation training, which covers issues such as 
confidentiality, duty of care, commitment, working within school guidelines and, of course, security. In addition, 
volunteers are offered ongoing optional training and information workshops in other areas, such as respecting 
others, self-esteem, conflict resolution, handling emotions, effective listening and communication skills, suicide 
awareness—which is very important—reading made easy, drug awareness and others as the needs arise. The 
volunteers used by SVP really enjoy the challenge of helping the children who are in need of additional support, 
making them the perfect mentors for these children. 

The adult volunteers truly enjoy the challenge of helping the children, and many younger volunteers are also 
helping struggling students in the program, as schools are grateful to receive one-on-one assistance from people 
across all generations. Currently, the youngest SVP volunteer is 16 years old, with the oldest mentor being 92, 
which is quite amazing. With the senior and retiree population increasing across Australia, a vast and largely 
underutilised resource of experienced, loving and caring community people with ongoing capabilities are 
available to contribute to society, and in particular to our adults of the future. 

In conclusion, the SVP provides a valuable service to many schools throughout Western Australia. I am pleased 
that the government has decided to continue the funding for this program whilst the review of all grants to non-
government organisations is underway. 

Amendment to Motion 

Mr P. MILES: I move — 

To delete all words after “house” with a view to inserting the following — 

acknowledges the Liberal-National government’s commitment in funding and support to the 
School Volunteer Program, which does an excellent job supporting schools across Western 
Australia. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [5.53 pm]: I will make a very brief comment. As the person who 
happened to be the education minister when the School Volunteer Program began, I am very pleased with the 
comments made in this house, and I am delighted to see the way in which the program has grown in numbers 
and, indeed, in reaching into schools and their students. As members have said, the program provides a great 
deal of literacy and numeracy support to the individual girl and boy, and it also provides, I imagine, for many 
children from perhaps split families or single-parent families, a mature adult to relate to, and that is supportive of 
those children and of the school. 

As the minister said, the program is successful and well supported, and will continue to be supported by this 
government. Therefore, I congratulate the School Volunteer Program. However, as with every area of 
government expenditure, a government has to look at all the programs, and that has been undertaken by the 
minister. The Department of Education and Training sponsors a wide range of programs, and the total 
expenditure on those programs is being examined. However, this is a good program, and it will continue to be 
supported. 

MR A.P. JACOB (Ocean Reef) [5.55 pm]: I thank the house for the opportunity to speak in this debate. I 
commend the member for Wanneroo on his amendment to the motion. I also commend him on his earlier 
comments, given that he may well represent the only electorate that does not have any schools that benefit from 
this program. I looked through the list, and I could not find any in his electorate. However, I have four schools in 
my seat, and they are Kinross Primary School, Kinross middle school or Kinross College, Ocean Reef Senior 
High School and Springfield Primary School. In the electorate of Ocean Reef, our local Lions Club has been a 
particularly strong partner of the School Volunteer Program. The club worked with the program to successfully 
nominate the group for one of those awards that the member for Mandurah mentioned in his speech. 

As we have heard, the program has more than 1 800 mentors between the ages of 16 and 92. I highlight that they 
start at the age of 16. I think that a lot of the time we talk about the older mentors. The average age is about 50, 
but a lot of fantastic younger people get involved in this program and mentor those students who are even 
younger. In some ways, I guess there would be benefits in that, because they would be able to relate to the 
students with somewhat less of a generation gap. Having said that, there is no doubt that the older mentors bring 
a wealth of valuable experience to the program. The whole program works with approximately 3 500 students. 
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It is interesting that a lot of the earlier discussion on the motion focused on the one school liaison person and 
whether that appointment would continue. It probably should be pointed out—I do not think it has been yet—
that the group itself operates as an independent, not-for-profit group, and it carries 15 staff of its own. When I 
received a copy of the submission to the minister, I noticed that there was no mention whatsoever of that school 
liaison person. I could be wrong, and I would welcome the minister’s advice on that. Is that correct?  

Dr E. Constable: I am sorry; I did not hear the first part of what you said. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: I believe that in the group’s submission to the minister in January, it did not mention that 
liaison position. 

Dr E. Constable: I do not have a copy of it with me. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: Okay. I looked through it, and I could not see any mention of it. 

Originally when we were talking about supporting the School Volunteer Program, we heard during question time 
today that $280 000 would be provided, which includes an increase, in line with the consumer price index, of 
about $10 000. Similarly, the debate has perhaps unfairly focused on the Department of Education and Training 
and its partnership with this group. It is true that the department has the main carriage of this program, as it 
should, but we should also recognise today that the Department of Sport and Recreation also assists. I also 
noticed that when the member for Maylands mentioned that The Good Guys are quite a key sponsor of this 
group, there was no mention of the fact that LandCorp, which is the state government’s developer, is also a 
strong financial supporter of the School Volunteer Program. In addition to financial support, LandCorp provides 
40 of its employees to be involved in mentoring in the Midland area. Therefore, that is another area in which the 
state government is involved in this program. It provides support from three departments, not just from the 
Department of Education and Training, which is what we are focusing on today. The state government is clearly 
supporting this program from many different directions. 

I completely agree with the last part of the original motion and with the last part of the amendment that has been 
moved. As the member for Wanneroo pointed out, 20 to 35 per cent of students are classified as students at 
educational risk. It is impossible for teachers to reach these students on a one-on-one basis, as they would need 
to be. This is where the wonderful resource of using volunteers from the community — 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr V.A. Catania): Hansard is having a bit of trouble hearing what is being said. I 
am sure that everyone would like to have everything recorded correctly, so if members would have their 
conversations outside the chamber, it would be much appreciated. 

Mr A.P. JACOB: I will conclude my comments by saying that on the current population statistics and trends, it 
is anticipated that by 2025 there will be more seniors over the age of 65 than children under the age of 18 living 
in Australia. This is a fantastic example of a program that can engage people at both ends of the scale and get 
them talking and interacting together, for the benefit of both groups.  

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [5.59 pm]: I understand that the government has moved an amendment to 
the motion put by the opposition; therefore, I will speak to that briefly, not wishing to overly delay matters. I 
think the opposition explained its case well as to what it thinks should happen to the School Volunteer Program 
and the extent of support that should be provided. Members of the School Volunteer Program, some of whom are 
here in the gallery, understand the arguments that we have put and the support that we have provided to the 
program.  

The amendment moved by a Liberal Party member, the member for Wanneroo, appears not to acknowledge what 
the opposition has put forward as an idea to this house. It also appears not to acknowledge at all the proposition 
the opposition put forward. Therefore, we can conclude from the amendment moved by members of the Liberal 
Party that they do not support the retention of staff for the School Volunteer Program and that they do not 
support the ongoing funding of the program. It is very plain that the Liberal Party does not support what the 
opposition says because the opposition said in its motion “guaranteed funding and retention of staff”.  

Dr E. Constable: You never did!  

Mr M. McGOWAN: We put that forward as an idea. The government is rejecting that. The 5 000 or 6 000 
members of the School Volunteer Program, the 1 800 who are trained in mentoring every year and those 
thousands of children who are the beneficiaries of this program, need to know the Liberal Party does not support 
them having guaranteed funding, and that the Liberal Party does not support the organisation having proper 
staffing arrangements. That is plain from the amendment moved and now we all know where the Liberal Party 
stands in relation to this matter.  

Amendment (deletion of words) put and a division taken with the following result — 
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Ayes (29) 

Mr P. Abetz Dr E. Constable Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr M.J. Cowper Mr R.F. Johnson Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A. Krsticevic Mr M.W. Sutherland 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mr J.M. Francis Mr W.R. Marmion Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.T. Miles Mr J.E. McGrath (Teller) 
Mr I.M. Britza Dr K.D. Hames Ms A.R. Mitchell  
Mr T.R. Buswell Mrs L.M. Harvey Dr M.D. Nahan  
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr A.P. Jacob Mr C.C. Porter  
 

Noes (22) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr J.R. Quigley Mr A.J. Waddell 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr F.M. Logan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr M.P. Murray Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr A.P. O’Gorman Ms R. Saffioti  
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire  

Amendment thus passed. 

Amendment (insertion of words) put and passed. 

Motion, as Amended 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (29) 

Mr P. Abetz Dr E. Constable Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr D.T. Redman 
Mr F.A. Alban Mr M.J. Cowper Mr R.F. Johnson Mr A.J. Simpson 
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr A. Krsticevic Mr M.W. Sutherland 
Mr I.C. Blayney Mr J.M. Francis Mr W.R. Marmion Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.T. Miles Mr J.E. McGrath (Teller) 
Mr I.M. Britza Dr K.D. Hames Ms A.R. Mitchell  
Mr T.R. Buswell Mrs L.M. Harvey Dr M.D. Nahan  
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr A.P. Jacob Mr C.C. Porter  
 

Noes (22) 

Ms L.L. Baker Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr J.R. Quigley Mr A.J. Waddell 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr F.M. Logan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr M. McGowan Mr E.S. Ripper Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr M.P. Murray Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr A.P. O’Gorman Ms R. Saffioti  
Mr W.J. Johnston Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire  

Question thus passed.   

MENTAL HEALTH AND WELLBEING COMMISSIONER — MINISTER FOR MENTAL HEALTH 
“Liberal Plan for the First 100 Days of Government” — Motion 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [6.10 pm]: I move — 

That this house condemns the Minister for Mental Health for his failure to act on issues as detailed in 
the “Liberal Plan for the First 100 Days of Government”, which says the government will appoint an 
independent mental health and wellbeing commissioner. 

There was a time before the end of last year when we would stand in this place and protest loudly on behalf of 
the people of Western Australia that the government was looking as though it was failing its obligations and its 
promises made during the 2008 election and in particular that it was failing the people with its 100-day plan. I 
did not think that we would be here almost 100 days later asking the same questions of the government and 
seeking an indication from the government of whether it would implement its 100-day plan. I did not think we 
would be here almost another 100 days later asking when the government will implement its full 100-day plan. 
One of its 100-day promises was the appointment of a mental health and wellbeing commissioner. Under the 
Liberal Party’s policy a commission was to conduct a comprehensive review into the adequacy of current mental 
health services in Western Australia and recommend, among other things, how the mental health system can be 
reformed to develop a mental health system safety net of services that meets the needs of patients and their 
support network.  

In the early days of this government I had the pleasure of going to a number of functions at which the Minister 
for Mental Health appeared. It is true to say that a lot of the stakeholders in the mental health area thought there 
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was merit in the policy and that it indicated that we would see a period of some concerted effort by the 
government in the area of mental health. Indeed, I think on one occasion when the minister detailed the 
appointment of a mental health and wellbeing commissioner the announcement was met with some applause. It 
is fair to say that the mental health sector is not applauding any longer. It is fair to say that the sector understands 
what has gone on in this important area of health; that is, we have a situation in which, far from having a 
concerted policy emphasis and commitment by the government, we have ineptitude, policy drift, outsourcing of 
ideas and an absolute failure to act on the solemn commitments that the Liberal government made to the people 
of Western Australia.  

A mental health and wellbeing commissioner was to undertake a range of things, but primarily the role was as a 
defender of the interests of the mental health sector. A mental health and wellbeing commissioner was trumpeted 
by the government as being an important initiative and one which would demonstrate its commitment to the 
sector. We have seen that the government since getting elected has obfuscated, fudged the question of when it 
would get on with it and sought to simply shift out further and further time lines and deadlines and really tried to 
absolve itself of any responsibility for this important area. As recently as 3 March, in answer to a question, the 
minister could not provide detail of an office of a mental health and wellbeing commissioner, he could not 
determine the size of an office and he could not determine its budget. That is probably not surprising because, at 
the end of the day, the government has no idea how it will implement this particular policy area. As we have 
seen through its actions, it is at a loss as to how to proceed. 

We thought at day 100 that the government would be announcing the implementation of this important policy 
area. What we saw some time after day 100 was the government’s final answer of how it would undertake a lot 
of the reviews and a lot of the policy work that it had initially signalled would be undertaken by a mental health 
and wellbeing commissioner. It is quite simple: the government was going to outsource it; it was going to go 
elsewhere for the ideas that it said it had for the mental health sector. I joked with people at the time, but it is 
really not a joke. I said that the government might have gone to the election with a solution for world peace. Its 
solution for world peace in this instance would be simply to engage a consultant. Documents obtained at the time 
suggested the consultant would be costing up to $1.2 million. Despite the size of the department that the minister 
has and despite the policy thinking that the government said went into this area prior to the election, its only 
response to providing any information to the people of Western Australia about how it would proceed in this 
important area was simply to go to the private sector and find a consultant. The consultant process was going on 
at the same time as the government was announcing that it would be reducing the number of consultants on its 
books and that that would save upwards of $5 million. Despite that, the Minister for Mental Health went out to 
purchase any ideas or thoughts about how the government could proceed.  

The review of mental health was to come back later on this year. The member for Bassendean can probably do 
some arithmetic for me that will tell me how many days after the 100 days September represents. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: About 199. 

Mr R.H. COOK: What does mental health mean under this government? 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: You did not know much about it in the past eight years. 

Mr R.H. COOK: We will come to that. That is not exactly what the minister has said on a number of occasions. 
We will learn by September, which will not be 100, or 200 but probably about 300 days into this government’s 
term in office, exactly what the government will do in the area of mental health.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: The Minister for Mental Health and the member for Cockburn might want to have some 
interesting dialogue across the chamber. I advise them against it. The call is with the member for Kwinana. 

Mr R.H. COOK: Thank you, Mr Speaker. Before that interruption, I was wondering out loud what sort of 
signals the government is sending about its capacity to have any policy idea on mental health and what is it 
saying about the Minister for Mental Health if the government at the time that it is trying to make multimillion-
dollar savings in the area of consultants has provided the Minister for Mental Health with permission to spend 
potentially in excess of $1 million on finding answers for this policy area. It may occur to members of this 
chamber that perhaps what the government is trying to cover up is the fact that the Minister for Mental Health 
has failed in his portfolio area on the simple test of appointing a mental health and wellbeing commissioner. 
Quite frankly, perhaps he has just failed to manage and provide any direction for his department. It is not as if 
this area is not crying out for need, because there is a huge demand in the area of mental health. Patients are 
spending upwards of 10 days in emergency departments waiting for a facility to which they can go to receive 
proper care.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: They did it under your watch for eight years. 
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Mr R.H. COOK: The minister has made the observation that this has been an ongoing problem in the area of 
mental health. Governments over many years have attempted to address it. Figures suggest that over 75 patients 
spent between four and 10 days in emergency departments in 2007-08. Patients, often chemically restrained, 
were coming into the health system and were not being processed. What was the solution? The solution was 
being provided by the previous Labor government in the area of supported community accommodation. It is the 
big success story of mental health in Victoria, where the government has made huge efforts over a number of 
years in the area of supported community mental health accommodation. Indeed, the Minister for Mental Health 
acknowledged that some work was being done in this area. If we are looking at a 100-day or 200-day plan for 
putting the pedal to the metal in mental health, it is about creating beds and facilities so that people can move 
through the hospital system to get the care they need. It is also about getting people out of acute care facilities 
and into supported community accommodation facilities where they can be provided with ongoing assistance. 

It is true to say that we are in the grip of difficult economic times. A lot of our areas of government spend are 
under pressure, but there are opportunities through strategic federal government expenditure and stimulus 
packages to identify important infrastructure projects which can be of benefit to the policy areas with which they 
are involved and which can generate economic activity. It seems to me obvious that if the Minister for Mental 
Health wanted to be proactive in this area, he would be going to both the state government and the federal 
government and saying, “Here is an area of absolute need. You can provide a lot of small infrastructure 
opportunities and contracts for tradespeople and builders across the metropolitan area by bringing forward a 
program for increasing the amount of supported community accommodation.” 
Mr F.M. Logan: Which we funded. 
Mr R.H. COOK: As the member for Cockburn observed, the previous Labor government made huge gains in 
this area; we regarded this as the area in which we really had to crack the nut for mental health, because it would 
create beds and the sorts of facilities that we needed so that people needing acute care could move through the 
system to acute care facilities. 
There is another very disturbing example of the Minister for Mental Health’s inactivity, which goes to the heart 
of what this motion is about. The Fresh Start illicit drug treatment program was an important initiative, and the 
opposition believes it is important for the program to continue to move forward in the treatment of people who 
suffer from addictions, particularly to opiates. The government’s full support is needed to ensure that the facility 
stays open and can continue to wage the ongoing war against drugs. We know that that war will become more 
difficult on the streets of Perth in the coming months and years, because of indications of an increased supply of 
heroin. It was another test for the Minister for Mental Health to actually move forward on. We received 
assurances from the minister that that would be the case. It is therefore disappointing that we had to come back, 
as we did during question time today, to seek reassurances from the minister after he sent equivocal and 
confused messages to the mental health sector, which has led to ongoing anxiety for people working in that 
sector. It would have been an important display of confidence in, and support for, people working in the sector if 
the minister had followed up on the commitments he made in this place to fund and provide support for the 
Naltrexone program. Subsequent to those comments being made in the chamber, many members were 
disappointed to hear that there was the possibility that the minister may not honour those comments. I should add 
that I am very pleased that the minister seemed to reassure the chamber today during question time that the 
program will indeed be coming forward. Today, however, we received a classic response from the Minister for 
Mental Health. Perhaps he should be known as the “Minister in the Fullness of Time”, because that is the sort of 
response we get from the minister in answer to questions such as, “When are you going to meet the 
commitments and promises you made to the people of Western Australia?” or, “When are you going to go about 
implementing the 100-day plan you put to the people of Western Australia to appoint a mental health and 
wellbeing commissioner?” In answer to questions from the media, the minister recently stated — 

The legislation to create the position of Commissioner for Mental Health and Wellbeing is at the 
drafting, consultation and assessment stage with an expectation that a Bill to give effect to the creation 
of this Cabinet approved position will be debated later this calendar year. 

That is not quite on the never-never, but once again we have an example of a weak minister who assured the 
people of Western Australia and the mental health sector, which is chock-full of anxieties and working hard to 
provide important services to the community, that the Liberal Party was ready for government. Why was it ready 
for government? It was ready for government because it would make an appointment to this important position 
within its first 100 days. It also demonstrated that it is not only incapable of implementing its 100-day plan — 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: You love bagging, don’t you? That’s all you do. What’s your plan? 

Mr R.H. COOK: Even if it had had a 100-day plan, it would not have been capable of implementing it within 
200 days! Lord knows what it will be doing on day 300, but I can assure the chamber that if we are still waiting 
on day 300 for these promises to unfold “in the fullness of time”, we will be back here to condemn the 
government for misleading the people of Western Australia. We will condemn the government for relegating this 
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important policy area to the status of a sideshow in the health portfolio. The opposition will condemn the 
government for allowing this policy area to drift in the hands of a weak minister who seems incapable of taking 
action, and so will the people of Western Australia. 

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Nollamara) [6.27 pm]: The undertaking made by the Liberal-National government to 
appoint an independent mental health and wellbeing commissioner is integral for ensuring that the rights of some 
of the most vulnerable individuals in this state are recognised. In particular, it would be an important mechanism 
for mental health patients and their families to advocate for appropriate treatment. I was recently contacted by a 
family member of one such constituent, a mother who has grave concerns about the mental health of her 
daughter and the north metropolitan mental health service’s lack of outpatient care. She is also concerned about 
the way in which mental health patients are being released from Graylands because of a lack of beds and are 
being discriminated against if they have a history of substance abuse. She argues that services that can support 
her daughter are needed now, and that ongoing support to monitor her daughter and ensure that she complies 
with her care plan is essential. This would prevent the ongoing crisis of having to readmit her daughter to 
Graylands for short periods as she tries to overcome her illness. 

She identifies a failure of respect for the human rights of mentally ill patients who also suffer from drug 
addiction and residual addictive behaviours. Instead of receiving the support required to regain her mental health, 
her daughter is being shamefully judged and discriminated against. Furthermore, her daughter’s psychiatric 
history has resulted in prejudice against her when she has applied for acceptance into drug rehabilitation clinics. 
Her mother argues that there is a lack of patient care and treatment, and a continual denial of hospital beds and 
mental health services to our most vulnerable citizens. Such claims could be investigated by a mental health 
commissioner, who could be a voice for mental health service consumers. The Minister for Mental Health stated 
that the commissioner would play a role in monitoring the adequacy of mental health services, and would 
advocate for ongoing improvements.  

Delay is not an option for such families and for patients who are dealing with mental illnesses. It is clear that 
these issues are distressing for both families of sufferers and for mental health service clients. They need the 
minister to deliver on this undertaking to establish an independent advocate. My experience as an advocate for 
workers suffering from mental illnesses as a result of workplace incidents gives me an understanding of the 
difficulties they have in identifying core issues, because they are often distressed about the symptoms of their 
illness, which can include paranoia and depression. Their illnesses impact on their families and on their capacity 
to work. One of the early lessons that I learnt in my advocacy for these workers was that we should never 
promise something that we cannot deliver. That feeds their illness. These people need surety and empathy.  

I also had the opportunity of working with a number of Aboriginal workers who suffer from mental illness. I was 
concerned that I could not identify appropriate mental health services for those workers. What was of greatest 
concern was that I could not identify one Aboriginal psychiatrist, and I could identify only one Aboriginal 
psychologist. In the case of Aboriginal people, a cultural understanding is paramount to the successful treatment 
of their illness. These are the sorts of issues that the commissioner should take on. These are the sorts of issues 
that have been delayed.  

I note also that in a press release from the Liberal Party prior to the election on 1 September 2008, it undertook 
to fund and develop a comprehensive Western Australian state suicide prevention strategy. The Liberal Party 
promised that that strategy would place particular emphasis on culturally-specific Aboriginal suicide prevention. 
One of the key factors in that strategy was the appointment of an independent mental health and wellbeing 
commissioner. The press release stated that the task of the commissioner would be to “conduct a comprehensive 
review and recommend reform of the mental health system to develop a mental health safety net of services 
which meets the needs of patients and their support networks”. However, everything has stalled while the mental 
health consumers await the $1 million consultancy to undertake a review of the mental health system. These 
people need action now. 

I had the honour of working with people who are trying to come to terms with their mental illness in a society 
that has preconceived ideas and takes the simple view that these people should just pull themselves together. The 
stigma of mental illness, and the suffering of people with mental illness, is now being compounded by a 
government of delays and reviews. These delays convey the view that it is all too hard and we need further 
research, when what we really need is resources and advocacy. We need resources such as the community 
supported residential units which the member for Kwinana has referred to and which the previous government 
funded through its mental health strategy. I concur with the member for Rockingham that this government’s 
policy of delay and review has prevented it from procuring important funds from the federal government for the 
funding of such accommodation. From the research that I have done, the sector and the consumers want action 
and implementation, not platitudes and promises. I commend the motion to the house.  

MR I.M. BRITZA (Morley) [6.32 pm]: The Western Australian Liberal Party announced a mental health policy 
in the lead-up to the September 2008 election. That policy has resulted in a number of changes to the WA mental 
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health system. The government has also appointed Western Australia’s first Minister for Mental Health. That 
should be at least a sign that this government regards mental health as a serious subject, and that it has taken a 
step in the right direction. The government also intends to appoint an independent mental health and wellbeing 
commissioner to undertake a review of current mental health services, and recommend reforms. The government 
also intends to develop a new Mental Health Act that will provide for the care, treatment and protection of 
mentally ill people in Western Australia. The new Mental Health Act will be based on the review of the existing 
Mental Health Act 1996, which was completed in 2004, and the six-month report from the mental health and 
wellbeing commissioner.  

One in five Western Australians will suffer some form of mental illness in their lifetime. Mental illness also 
affects the lives and wellbeing of the families and friends of the sufferers. The mental health system, like the 
broader health system in Western Australia, collapsed under the previous part-time Minister for Health. In 
Western Australia, 250 people choose to end their lives each year. The sad fact is that Western Australia’s 
annual suicide toll is actually higher than our appalling road toll. The Labor government did nothing to stem the 
high rate of suicide, and it failed to deliver a Western Australia state suicide prevention strategy. The human toll 
of the previous government’s deficient health system extends beyond the high rate of suicide. Eight people who 
are active patients of metal health services die each week in Western Australia. Patients are also finding it more 
difficult to obtain secure and timely inpatient treatment. Of great concern to the Liberal Party is the fact that 
mental health patients are often discharged from treatment before they are ready. There is also an absence of 
proper planning for the successful transition of these patients into the community. The responsibility for caring 
for seriously ill mental health patients has been pushed onto the community and onto prisons, both of which are 
ill equipped to manage the medical and psychological needs of such patients. The result of the previous 
government’s careless discharge of seriously ill patients is the staggering rate of readmission. The readmission 
rates within 28 days of discharge are up to eight times higher for mental health patients than for the recipients of 
other health services in Western Australia.  

This government has acted immediately upon coming into office to improve the condition of the Western 
Australian mental health system. Sufferers of mental illness, and their families and friends, deserve a much better 
and much fairer deal than they have received in the past. The Minister for Mental Health, Dr Jacobs, recently 
announced a major package of mental health reforms to improve and enhance Western Australia’s mental health 
system. That package includes three principal initiatives. The first is the appointment of a mental health and 
wellbeing commissioner. The commissioner will have a broad mandate to advance opportunities for people with 
a mental illness to participate in the community and have an improved quality of life. The commissioner will 
also play a key role in breaking down the stigma, prejudice and discrimination that surrounds mental illness. 
Mental illness is an embarrassment for those who have to deal with it. Therefore, that needs to be recognised as 
the first step. 

The second key initiative is a review into the adequacy of current mental health services in Western Australia. 
This review will look at issues such as the type and availability of services, and the patient’s journey through the 
health system. The third initiative is the development of the Western Australian mental health policy and 
Western Australian mental health strategic plan. The government’s aim is to ensure that all the components of 
the mental health system work together to provide a continuum of care that reflects the needs of the consumers. 
The strategic plan will provide the blueprint to guide system reform and development over the coming decades.  

A wide range of mental and emotional wellbeing services are available in Western Australia. These services are 
provided by the state and commonwealth governments, and by non-government organisations. The services 
range from emergency and counselling services to accommodation support, advocacy and employment and 
training services. The Department of Health provides a number of different mental health services. The 
department provides the local area mental health services and also provides a mental health emergency response 
line. This is a 24-hour service that can provide support, assessment and referral to other services. During 
business hours, the call is referred to the local mental health area service. After-hours calls are referred to the 
community emergency response teams, which are made up of mental health professionals. The department also 
provides Rurallink, a specialist after-hours mental health telephone service for rural communities, and the mental 
health service directory, which is a comprehensive online directory of mental health and support services in 
Western Australia. The department provides Youth Link, which is a mental health service for disadvantaged 
young people who are homeless or at risk of homelessness, or are disconnected from mainstream services, and it 
provides Youth Reach South, a mental health service based in Success and Gosnells for homeless and transient 
youth between 13 and 24 years of age who have mental health disorders. The department provides the child and 
adolescent health services eating disorders program, which is a specialised multi-disciplinary team based at 
Princess Margaret Hospital for Children for the assessment and treatment of children and adolescents with eating 
disorders. The department also provides programs through the Centre for Clinical Interventions. This is a free, 
specialist, statewide mental health service offering cognitive behavioural therapy for adults suffering from mood 
disorders, anxiety disorders and eating disorders. 
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It is easy to make this a political issue. I think all members in this house are concerned about men, women and 
children who suffer from a mental disorder. Mental illness is a terrible disease, and one that is increasing in the 
community. To say that nothing is being done and that this government is incompetent is not correct. We have 
been in government for just over seven months. Programs are still being looked at, and services are still being 
looked at. A good, strong base of services is being provided, and we are looking in more detail at other services 
that need to be provided. I do not support the motion. I am happy to say that I support the Minister for Mental 
Health, and I also support the government, because it is doing its best to deal with a group of people who find it 
very, very difficult on a daily basis, if not an hourly basis, to deal with their mental illness.  

MR M.P. WHITELY (Bassendean) [6.40 pm]: I apologise for my outburst of Tourette’s syndrome earlier on, 
and hope that Hansard did not actually record it. It was a lot louder than I thought. Time is somewhat limited. I 
had actually prepared one of my half-hour speeches on this issue. 

A government member: ADHD? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Yes, I was going to touch on that subject, and I will do so briefly, but I am quite 
cognisant of the fact that the member for Maylands needs to have some time at the end. I will try to leave her a 
little time. 

I know that I sit on the other side of the house, but I think the Minister for Mental Health and I enjoy a good 
relationship. We have worked well and have had some success. I appreciate the steps he took in saving the 
clinics set up to deal with problems typically called attention deficit hyperactivity disorder. It was a good 
intervention on the minister’s part in making sure that a great Labor initiative was protected. I respect the 
minister’s intervention, because had it not been for that, the clinics would have been for the chop. However, this 
motion condemns the minister for his failure to appoint a mental health and wellbeing commissioner as detailed 
in the Liberal plan for its first 100 days of government. It is pretty unambiguous that we are now, by my count, at 
day 199, and the appointment has not happened. I think that speaks for itself. The minister needs to make it a 
priority to deal with this matter.  

The implications of the failure to fulfil this promise are not merely academic. The government’s own mental 
health policy, which it put in place before the last election, indicated that the appointment of a mental health and 
wellbeing commissioner would begin a six-month process during which the commissioner would provide an 
independent report on the mental health system. That six-month process would then be combined with the 2004 
review of the Mental Health Act and become the basis for changes to legislation. It does have consequences—
that six-month process cannot be started until a commissioner is appointed. The delay—99 days by my count—
also has serious consequences for the rollout of some of the other promises the government made, such as the 
$13 million to be spent on suicide prevention programs. I am not critical of the policy; I am critical of the 
minister’s failure to get on with it. In fact, I find the language in the policy quite encouraging. I like the language 
of the mental health safety net and the concept of mental health and wellbeing. I like the concept of mental 
wellbeing rather than mental illness because it indicates a philosophy in line with the one I think needs to be 
adopted. I encourage the minister not to delay this process any longer. I also encourage him to do it right. It is 
extremely important that the right person be given the job. However, that cannot be an excuse for further 
breaching that commitment. 

It is essential that whoever is employed have the right philosophy on mental health. My interest in mental health 
has broadened and spiralled away from my passion and advocacy in the area of ADHD. If there are global 
lessons to be learnt from that debate, it is that it was one outbreak of the international debate going on between 
what is termed biological or biochemical psychiatry and environmental or, as I call it, holistic psychiatry. I am 
very firmly of the view that the exponents of holistic or environmental psychiatry are right. ADHD was an 
outbreak of that debate. Some of my heroes are people like Peter Breggin, a psychiatrist from New York, and 
Jon Jureidini from South Australia and George Halasz from Victoria, who are passionate exponents of 
environmental psychiatry, treating the human being as something broader than the sum of biochemical reactions.  

I want to briefly recap how the lessons on the approach we should take to psychiatry at a systemic level have 
emerged from the ADHD debate. It is a bit simplistic, but we can talk about the debate about ADHD in Western 
Australia being divided into two separate periods. In the period from 1990 until 2003 we saw the triumph of 
biological psychiatry. From 2003 to date we have seen a fight-back by proponents of holistic psychiatry. It 
sounds academic, but what were the implications of that? In 1989, when the whole debate kicked off, about 800 
children were on amphetamines in Western Australia. Although we do not have the exact details, the number 
probably peaked in about 2003, but the last reliable estimate we have is that about 18 000 children were on 
amphetamines in 2000. Then some changes were put in place, such as the end of block authorisation; in other 
words, changes were made to tighten up the accountability measures. That was the stick approach to dealing with 
the problem. Tightening up prescribing practices saw a decline in the number of children on amphetamines from 
about 18 000 in 2000 to 6 188 in 2007. That had some side benefits. Between 2002 and 2005 there was a 38 per 
cent decrease in the rates of amphetamine abuse amongst teenagers aged between 12 and 17. This data was 
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revealed in a 2005 survey that showed 83 per cent of teenagers who abused amphetamines had abused diverted 
prescription ADHD amphetamines. We were successful because we saw an approach that is broadly consistent 
with what can be described as holistic or environmental psychiatry. We used a stick in ending block 
authorisation, but we also used the carrot of multidisciplinary clinics. I have spoken about how appreciative I am 
of the minister’s protection of those clinics, which were going to be cut under the three per cent efficiency 
dividend. 
One of the best exponents of environmental psychiatry is Dr George Halasz, a Victorian psychiatrist. He 
describes the systemic problem with the application of biological psychiatry, particularly for children, as a 
dumbing down of children’s mental health assessments. He said that the art and science of the assessment of 
child behaviour had become the mere chronicling of a set of symptoms. He said that that is in part due to the 
training of the doctors and is also in part a response to reduced time for patient care. Another psychiatrist for 
whom I have enormous respect is Jon Jureidini, who basically says that good mental health practitioners and 
good mental health systems are comfortable with ambiguity, and not pretending that they know the answer to 
every problem. Jureidini says that mental health professionals work in a field of vast uncertainty and ambiguity. 
Anyone who is going to be a good psychiatrist or mental health professional has to be able to tolerate a level of 
uncertainty and avoid grasping for the prescription pad, the magnetic resonance imaging scan, or whatever the 
latest fad is to deal with a complicated issue. That reflects the approach we need to be building into the mental 
health system in Western Australia, for not just children but also adults. It is not a problem that is unique to 
Australia; in fact, a worldwide debate is happening within the profession. One of the worst historical excesses of 
biological psychiatry—I will not go into them in great detail—is lobotomies. I have done a bit of research on this 
issue, but not as much as I intended to; I intend to do some more. As far as I can establish, lobotomies did not 
disappear because of any moral outrage; they disappeared because other pharmacological interventions were 
invented and they simply replaced lobotomies. It was not the One Flew Over the Cuckoo’s Nest effect that led to 
the end of lobotomies; it was other, more profitable pharmacological interventions. To be perfectly cynical about 
it, once a lobotomy is performed, there is no extra income to be earned. However, if someone permanently needs 
pharmaceutical interventions, that person is a customer for life. 
Mr R.H. Cook: Profitability would be the key there. 
Mr M.P. WHITELY: Yes, that is right. Deep-sleep therapy was performed at Chelmsford hospital by Dr Harry 
Bailey. There were 43 deaths as a result of Dr Harry Bailey, who was completely out of control. Frankly, we saw 
a systemic failure in that case. Even though Dr Harry Bailey was regarded as something of a rogue and people 
had an inkling that they were not comfortable with what he was doing, there was a failure by the medical 
profession to self-police. I think the minister and I have had private conversations about this. Sometimes 
members of the medical profession are just too polite to each other, and they will not rein in their worst 
practitioners. 
Another example that I raised earlier was the use of antidepressants. I raised a grievance early last year and I 
highlighted the fact that 40 000 people under 18 years old in Australia are on antidepressants, despite the fact 
that antidepressants—selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors—are specifically not to be used by people under 18 
years. In fact, in October 2004 the United States Food and Drug Administration issued a warning about 
suicidality in children. The FDA basically issued the warning that taking antidepressants—SSRIs—as opposed 
to placebos, doubles the risk of suicidality in young patients with major depressive disorders. It seems totally 
counterintuitive that the treatment that these people are taking for depression, compared with taking a placebo, 
doubles their chances of committing suicide. Again, I suggest that that is the sort of thing we should be alarmed 
about. The point I am trying to make—I have to make it very briefly because I am conscious of the time left for 
the member for Maylands—is that we need to build a system that embeds in it holistic or environmental 
psychiatry and a cautious approach to the use of interventions. It is not saying that they do not have their place. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: What you are saying—I partially agree with you and I can’t believe that I’m saying this—is 
that we need to get away from the pure medical model. That is what you are saying. 
Mr M.P. WHITELY: That is right; that is what I am saying. I have had to cut my speech fairly short, but the 
bottom line is that if we consider this issue on an international basis, we find that there are practical issues such 
as whether Australia should follow the ICD-10 model—that is, the “International Classification of Diseases”—
which was developed by the World Health Organization, or whether we should follow the DSM-IV model—that 
is, the “Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders”—which was developed by the American 
Psychiatric Association. ICD-10 diagnosis rates for a range of conditions tend to be much lower than they are for 
the North American model. As a consequence, the rates of disorders in European countries tend to be much 
lower than they are in North America. I think that is, in part, a response to the influence that the pharmaceutical 
industry has in North America. I think we need to be cautious about the overuse of what is called the medical 
model. 
I will have to finish my comments shortly to honour a commitment I gave to the member for Maylands. 
However, I am trying to stress to the minister that, although he needs to honour that commitment quickly —  
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Dr G.G. Jacobs: The job needs to be done properly. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: — the job does need to be done properly, and he needs to get somebody of strength and 
with the right philosophical mindset, somebody who is prepared to understand that individuals are complex and 
that it takes time, somebody who is prepared to embed in the system that comfortable approach to the ambiguity 
of mental health, and somebody who is prepared to accept that the approach needs to deal with long-term causes 
rather than short-term symptom management. That is an essential part of the choice that the minister needs to 
make. Fundamentally, I know that the minister will say that the justification for not having made this 
appointment is that he needs to do so properly and cautiously. However, the Liberal Party’s election commitment 
was unequivocally to appoint a mental health commissioner in the first 100 days. By my count, we are at day 
199 and tomorrow will be day 200, with no sign of that happening. The Liberal Party has clearly breached that 
commitment. I request that, without further delay, the minister expedite the process. 

MS L.L. BAKER (Maylands) [6.55 pm]: I would also like to say a few words on the motion on two separate 
fronts. Firstly, as the member for Nollamara commented, on Monday I had an experience that left me very sad 
and anxious, and I know that all members would be able to relate similar experiences. On Monday a woman 
came to see me and spent a long time crying in my office. She has been struggling with her son’s schizophrenia 
for 15 years. Her family is now at a point at which it is dissolving as a result of trying to cope with her son’s 
dreadful illness. The husband and wife are not able to get on and the son is becoming increasingly violent. I am 
sure that many members will have come across these problems in their electorates. This woman is quite terrified 
now because her son is becoming more violent. She raised the issue of the mandatory sentencing laws that are 
being debated in another part of this building. She is terribly concerned about what would happen if her son were 
very violent and aggressive and had an episode and, because of the lack of coordination in mental health services 
in the state, no mental health practitioner was available or, indeed, one refused to attend and she had to intercede 
and place herself between her son, whom she obviously loves dearly, and the police. She is worried that she will 
end up in jail if she does that. These concerns might sound a little outlandish, but these problems are very real for 
a family that has had to deal with this kind of critical and awful situation for 15 years and is struggling to find a 
way forward. 

I would like to think that this government has taken some good steps. I would very much like the appointment of 
a mental health commissioner to be considered as a matter of urgency. That is why I felt moved to speak to the 
motion tonight, not just for this particular family, but for many other families. I am sure that the minister knows 
that I worked for a very long time with mental health facilities in the community sector. I have watched them get 
more and more under-resourced and underfunded, with more and more demands on their time. These facilities 
are less able to find staff and are less able to respond to the increasing demands that are being placed on them. I 
know that community mental health facilities would look forward to a mental health commissioner being put in 
place very quickly but for different reasons from those of that particular family. That family would say to me 
that a mental health commissioner might be able to provide them with an advocate for the wellbeing of their son, 
something that they are terrified at not having at the moment because of the privacy rules et cetera. The non-
government community mental health sector would look forward to a commissioner because the commissioner 
might play a role in making sure that its primary interventions were supported and that prevention was a focus of 
this government in the future. The prevention of mental health illnesses is far better than having to treat them 
once they arise, so the strategies that I look forward to being implemented as a matter of urgency are those that 
provide prevention services in the community. 

I will read from a report on the seven principles of the wellbeing and life chances of children and young people 
by the Australian Research Alliance for Children and Youth. Under the principle, “Families need support and 
resources to nurture children and young people”, it states — 

The social group into which a child is born is a major determinant of his or her life chances. Children 
born into poorer families have a far higher chance of having low birth weight, showing poor physical 
growth, receiving poor nutrition, not coping in the early years of school and failing in the later years of 
school, …  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders.  

House adjourned at 7.00 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

SPECIAL NEEDS ASSISTANTS IN SCHOOLS — FUNDING 

423. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Education 

(1) What is the increase or decrease in funding for Special Needs Assistants in: 

(a) primary schools; and 

(b) secondary schools,  

between 1999-2000 and 2008-2009? 

(2) Will the programme for Special Needs Assistants be subject to the Liberal Government’s 3 per cent 
efficiency dividend? 

(a) If yes, how can Special Needs Assistants be less costly without cutting care time for children 
with disabilities? 

(3) Will the Minister demand an increase in funding for the Special Needs Assistants programme in 
Western Australian Government schools in the coming State Budget? 

(a) If yes, what increase is the Minister seeking from Treasury? 

(b) If no, will there be less demand for the services of Special Needs Assistants? 

(4) Is the Minister’s Department currently meeting all the demand for the services of Special Needs 
Assistants in Western Australian schools; and 

(a) if not, why not? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

(1) (a)- (b)  Data on Special Needs Assistants is not collected in terms of primary and secondary schools 
and is recorded in terms of school year and not financial year. There has been an overall 
increase in the number of Special Needs Assistants as follows: 

School Year No. of Special Needs Assistants 

 1999 1155 
 2000 1385 

School Year No. of Special Needs Assistants 

 2008 2673 
 2009 (to date) 2988 

(2) No. 

(a) Not applicable 

(3)  Education Assistant (Special Needs) FTE will continue to be provided on the basis of need.  

(a)-(b) Not applicable 

(4) All students eligible within the eight indicated disability groups receive funding on the basis of 
demonstrated educational need. 

(a) Not applicable 

HIGH SCHOOLS IN LIBERAL-HELD ELECTORATES — DIRECTIVE TO PRINCIPALS 

428. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Education 

(1) Is the Minister aware that under the Liberal Government, some Assembly electorates do not have even 
one government high school and all constituents’ children must attend a high school physically located 
in a neighbouring Liberal-held electorate? 

(2) Has the Minister or any departmental official issued a directive to school principals that they are not to 
invite or accept material from Opposition Members of Parliament even if that member’s constituents’ 
children attend a school which is geographically located within a Liberal Party electorate? 
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Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

(1) The site for public schools is determined by a number of factors such as the demographic profile of an 
area, the location of adjacent schools and its capacity to cater for enrolments. Boundaries for electorates 
are determined by the Western Australian Electoral Commission. 

(2) No. 

COALFIELDS HIGHWAY — UPGRADE FUNDING 

450. Mr M.P. Murray to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) Will the 2008 election commitment to upgrade the Coalfields Highway begin this financial year? 

(a) If not,  when will the upgrade begin? 

(2) What planning has been undertaken to begin this upgrade? 

(3) When is the planning process for this upgrade expected to be completed? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

(1) Planning work will begin this financial year. 

(a) Subject to funding, actual construction is expected to begin in 2010/11. 

(2) Planning work has recently commenced with a corridor indentified that accommodates various 
alignment and staging options, a preliminary environmental assessment has been completed and 
photogrammetry and ground survey commenced. 

(3) The planning process is expected to be completed in mid 2010. 

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION — SCHOOL VISITS FROM SEPTEMBER 2008 

455. Ms R. Saffioti to the Minister for Education 

Can the Minister provide a list of all schools that she has visited from September 2008 to date? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

As at 5 April 2009 — 
Albany Residential College 
Applecross Primary School 
Applecross Senior High School 
Ardross Primary School 
Atwell College  
Bannister Creek Primary School 
Bletchley Park Primary School 
Booragoon Primary School 
Busselton Senior High School 
Cannington Community College 
Cape Naturaliste College 
Carmel School 
Castletown Primary School 
Challis Parenting and Early Learning Centre 
Churchlands Primary School 
Churchlands Senior High School 
City Beach Primary School (x 2) 
Como Secondary College 
Esperance Anglican Community School 
Esperance Primary School 
Esperance Senior High School 
Floreat Park Primary School (x 3) 
Geraldton School Of The Air  
Hale School (x 2) 
Harvey Agricultural College 
Harvey Primary School 
Harvey Senior High School 
Hedland Senior High School 
Highgate Primary School 
Hillarys Primary School 
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Hopetoun Primary School 
Huntingdale Primary School 
International School of Western Australia 
Kalgoorlie Boulder Community High School 
Kalgoorlie School Of The Air 
Kapinara Primary School 
Karratha Campus, Pilbara Tafe 
Karratha Senior High School 
Kent Street Senior High School 
Kununurra District High School 
Lake Monger Primary School 
Margaret River Primary School 
Margaret River Senior High School 
Menzies Remote Community School 
Methodist Ladies College 
Millars well Primary School 
Mt Hawthorn Primary School 
Nedlands Primary School 
Newman College 
Newman Primary School 
Newman Senior High School 
Nulsen Primary School 
O’Connor Primary School And Special Education Unit 
Ocean Reef Senior High School 
Ocean View College, Adelaide 
Palmyra Primary School 
Parkwood Primary School 
Riverton Primary School 
Rossmoyne Senior High School 
Shore Preparatory School, Sydney 
South Newman Primary School 
Wembley Downs Primary School 
Wembley Primary School 
West Busselton Primary School 
West Leederville Primary School (x 2) 
Woodlands Primary School (x 2) 
Yuluma Primary School 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — BOARDS AND COMMITTEES 

480. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Fisheries; Electoral 
Affairs 

(1) What is the name of each board and/or committee in each of the Minister’s portfolios? 

(2) What boards or committees in each of the Minister’s portfolios provide a sitting fee or other payment to 
board or committee members? 

(3) What are the names of the members of each board or committee? 
(4) How much is each member of the board and/or committee paid? 
(5) How many times have each board met since June 30 2008; and 

(a) please list times and dates of all meetings? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND PETROLEUM 

(1)-(5) (a)  [See paper No 805.] 

DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES 

(1)-(5) (a)  [See paper No 805.] 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ELECTORAL COMMISSION 

(1) The Western Australian Electoral Commission does not operate with Boards or Committees. 

(2)-(5) (a)  Not applicable. 
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MINERAL AND ENGERGY RESEARCH INSTITUTE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

(1) (i) Minerals and Energy Research Institute of Western Australia (MERIWA) — Board of 
Directors. 

(ii) Minerals and Energy Research Institute of Western Australia (MERIWA) — Minerals 
Research Advisory Committee. 

(2) (i)  All four directors. 
(ii) Retired or contract members only. 

(3) (i)  Mr Rex Baker (Chair) 
Ms Abigail Webster 
Professor Beverley Ronalds  
Mr Phil Lockyer 

(ii) Members 

Professor Odwyn Jones  
Mr Neil Kavanagh 
Mr Ian Suckling 
Dr Charles Butt 
Professor Parisa Arabzadeh-Bahri 
Dr Christopher Baker  
Ms Beverley Bower 
Ms Deborah Lord 
Professor Brian Evans 
Professor William Stock 
Ms Adrienne Meakins 

(ii) Deputy Members 

Dr John Gorter  
Dr Brent McInnes 
Mr William Staunton 
Ms Brenna Pavey 
Mr Robert Rowe 
Mr Peter Baillie 
Professor Ernesto Villaescusa 
Professor Bob Gilkes 
Dr Eddie van Etten 
Dr Bryan Smith 

(4) (i)  $4 062.50/quarter (Chairman), $2 037.50/quarter (Directors) 

(ii) $420/mtg (Chairman), $280/mtg (members and deputy members) 

(5) (i)  Three  
(ii) Two 

(a) 15 September 2008 — 12.00 pm, 15 October 2008 — 11.00 am and 17 November 
2008  — 8.30 am. 
5 September 2008 — 8.00 am and 7 November 2008 — 8.00 am. 

CHEMISTRY CENTRE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

(1) Chemistry Centre (WA) Board of Management 

(2)  Fees as prescribed by Premier and Cabinet 

(3) Dr Bret Mattes 
Dr Linda Kristjansen 
Dr Lianne Cretney-Barns 
Dr Keith Shilken 
Dr John Farrow 
Vacant 
Vacant 

(4) Chair   $19,100 
Deputy Chair  $14,350 
Members   $9,600 
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(5) 6  

(a) 15 July 2008 — 2:00pm 
19 August 2008 — 2:00pm 
16 September 2008 — 2:00pm 
21 October 2008 — 2:50pm 
November — Did not meet as no quorum  
16 December 2008 — 2:00pm 
24 February 2009 — 2:00pm 

OIL AND GAS PROJECTS — APPROVALS 2001-2008 

506. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

(1) Could the Minister outline the number and details of all off-shore oil and gas projects approved in each 
year for the period spanning 1 February 2001 to 23 September 2008? 

(2) Could the Minister detail each of the new off-shore oil and gas projects opened in each year for the 
period spanning 1 February 2001 to 23 September 2008? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(1)-(2) Please refer to answer provided on Legislative Assembly Parliamentary Question 512. 

ROE HIGHWAY — STAGE 8 

508. Mr M. McGowan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport 

Can the Minister provide information in relation to Stage 8 of the Roe Highway, specifically: 

(1) How much land has been identified as being required for the Stage 8 programme? 

(2) What is the physical location of this land? 

(3) How much land has been acquired already by the State? 

(4) When will the programme commence? 

(5) How many private landowners are estimated to be affected by the programme? 

(6) What re-zonings will need to occur in order for the programme to proceed? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

(1) The area of land required is not known at this stage. The previous planning for this section is out-dated 
and the project scope will be reviewed as part of extensive community and stakeholder engagement. 

(2) The reservation for the highway exists in the MRS. However, it is likely that the section of Roe Hwy 
Extension between North Lake Road and Stock Road will stay within the MRS. The section between 
Kwinana Freeway and North Lake Road may be shifted outside of the MRS, depending on the outcome 
of the engagement process. 

(3) All MRS land for this section is in government ownership. 

(4) Main Roads is commencing project development activities with extensive community and stakeholder 
engagement in the middle of this year. 

(5) It is likely that no private landowners will be affected by this section. 

(6) The extent of re-zoning (if any) is subject to the engagement process described above.  

LOBBYISTS AND PUBLIC RELATIONS COMPANIES — PREMIER’S DEALINGS 

510. Mr M. McGowan to the Premier 

(1) Can the Premier detail the individual names of representatives of lobbyists and public relations 
companies he has met with since 23 September 2008? 

(2) Can the Premier detail which clients the lobbyists were representing when he met with them? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

(1) (a)  Stephen Galilee, Shac Communications 

(b) Tamatha Smith, Professional Public Relations 

(c) Barry McKinnon, BARMAC 

(2) (a)  Leighton Contractors 
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(b) Yilgarn Infrastructure 
(c) North West Iron Ore Alliance 

The Premier has come into contact with other lobbyists including Paul Everingham, Katie Hodson-Thomas, 
Willie Rowe, Alastair Furnival and Megan Anwyl. 

OPERATING MINES — APPROVALS 

514. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines and Petroleum 

(1) Could the Minister detail the number of operating mines approved and opened each year for the period 
spanning 1 February 2001 and 23 September 2008? 

(2) Could the Minister name the mines opened and their primary resource? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

(1) The following data has been collated from information held by the Department of Mines and Petroleum 
and the Department of State Development for new mining, petroleum and related operations and major 
expansions commencing development in the relevant period indicated. The data covers the financial 
years.  It does not include incremental expansions or addenda to existing operations.   

2001*  = 13 
2001/2002  = 16 
2002/2003  = 23 
2003/2004  = 22 
2004/2005  = 33 
2005/2006  = 27 
2006/2007  = 15 
2007/2008  = 17 
2008*  =  4 

* from February 2001 to September 2008. 

(2) The new projects and significant discrete expansions, by main resource commodity and year of 
development, are listed on the table attached. [See paper No 806.] 

LOBBYISTS AND PUBLIC RELATIONS COMPANIES — TREASURER’S DEALINGS 

517. Mr M. McGowan to the Treasurer 

(1) Can the Treasurer detail the individual names of representatives of lobbyists and public relations 
companies he has met with since 23 September 2008? 

(2) Can the Treasurer detail which clients the lobbyists were representing when he met with them? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  

(1)-(2) Jason Marocchi (Marocchi Media) represented Allia Management Pty Ltd 

Paul Everingham and Jason Marocchi (GRA Everingham Pty Ltd) represented Serco, HBF, Zernicke, 
Allia/BGC re Perth Arena and Gull 

John Preston (CPR Communications and Public Relations) represented Rugby WA and Arena 
Management Pty Ltd 

THORNLIE TRAIN STATION — PASSENGERS 

529. Mr C.J. Tallentire to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) On average, what is the total number of passengers that use Thornlie Train Station in one day? 

(2) On average, how many passengers in total use Thornlie Train Station: 

(a) every working day; 
(b) more than three times a week;  
(c) more than once a month; 
(d) on Saturdays; and  
(e) on Sundays? 

(3) How many passengers use Thornlie Train Station from the suburbs of Gosnells, Huntingdale, Southern 
River and Thornlie:  
(a) every working day; 
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(b) more than three times a week;  
(c) more than once a month; 
(d) on Saturdays; and  
(e) on Sundays? 

(4) On average, how many passengers use Thornlie Train Station to commute to Perth City every day? 

(5) On average, what is the total number of cars parked at Thornlie Train Station on a work day?  

(6) On average, what is the total number of cars parked at Thornlie Train Station on the weekend? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

Provision of the information requested in this question required considerable research which required staff to be 
directed away from their normal duties and has resulted in a delay in responding. The Public Transport 
Authority’s (PTA) Transperth System operates the SmartRider ticketing system and its train station cash 
ticketing system, both of which were developed with a sound range of standard reports. However the patronage 
statistics you have sought are very specific, for example related to individual suburb travel behaviour and to 
break out that data requires detailed queries and analysis of the ticketing data.  

In order to answer the Member for Gosnells’ questions, a time period had to be utilised, and the PTA has 
therefore provided patronage statistics on typical public transport usage by an individual for the months of 
September and October 2008.  

Data from November 2008 to March 2009 includes school and tertiary term breaks as well as the Christmas 
holiday periods, which does not provide an accurate picture of a typical travelling week. In addition the 
period 27 September 2008 to 10 October 2008 has been excluded as this period exhibited abnormal travel 
patterns caused by the Royal Show, public holidays and school holidays.  

While it is possible to provide accurate data with the SmartRider ticketing system it is not possible to provide the 
same data for passengers who purchase cash tickets either from a bus and transfer to a train or at a train station 
cash ticket vending machine, as their ultimate destination and any transfers they undertake is not recorded as it is 
in the SmartRider system. Therefore, for cash users, all averages have been based on the ratio of SmartRider 
users to passengers using cash tickets.  Based on previous checks this will present an accurate picture, noting that 
almost 70% of transactions on the Transperth train system utilise SmartRider (ie it is the dominant form of 
ticketing). 

(1) Weekday 2,172 passengers, Saturday 1,187 passengers, Sunday 784 passengers 

(2) (a) 1,153 individual passengers. 

(b) 2,267 individual passengers. 

(c) 5,974 individual passengers.  

(d) 1,187 individual passengers. 

(e) 784 individual passengers. 

(3) For passengers with a SmartRider who pay standard fares, it is an individual choice whether they 
register their SmartRider including providing their address. Concession users are required to register 
their SmartRider as a key fare evasion/fraud prevention measure. Consequently, at a suburb level, the 
number of SmartRider cards with valid and reliable suburb information is not strong, so results referring 
to suburbs have been calculated using postcodes only.  

(a) Postcode 6108 (Thornlie) — 667 individual passengers 

Postcode 6110 (Gosnells, Huntingdale, Southern River and Martin) — 223 individual 
passengers 

(b) Postcode 6108 (Thornlie) — 1,000 individual passengers  

Postcode 6110 (Gosnells, Huntingdale, Southern River and Martin) — 334 individual 
passengers 

(c) Postcode 6108 (Thornlie) — 2,509 individual passengers  

Postcode 6110 (Gosnells, Huntingdale, Southern River and Martin) — 785 individual 
passengers 

(d) Postcode 6108 (Thornlie) — 439 individual passengers  

Postcode 6110 (Gosnells, Huntingdale, Southern River and Martin) — 108 individual 
passengers 
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(e) Postcode 6108 (Thornlie) — 286 individual passengers  

Postcode 6110 (Gosnells, Huntingdale, Southern River and Martin) — 72 individual 
passengers 

(4) 864 individual passengers.   

(5) 473. 

(6) 100. 

STEVEN INNES — APPOINTMENT AS CONSULTANT 

535. Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) Has the Minister appointed Mr Steven Innes to his staff as a consultant; and 

(a) if yes, what is his role; and 

(b) if no, is the Minister aware if Mr Innes has been appointed to the Public Transport Authority or 
any other agency in the Minister’s portfolio? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

(1) No 

(a) N/A 

(b) No 

WORKERS’ COMPENSATION PREMIUMS — AGE LIMIT 

541. Ms J.M. Freeman to the Minister for Commerce 

(1) Is the Minister aware that the calculation of workers’ compensation premiums does not take into 
account the worker’s age and, as a consequence, employers are currently paying premiums for workers 
aged over 65? 

(2) Does the Minister accept that by reason of section 56 of the Workers’ Compensation and Injury 
Management Act 1981 employers are paying the same premium for workers who are entitled to full 
weekly payments of compensation as they are for workers who are affected by section 56; and 

(a) if yes, does the Minister agree that employers are therefore paying for cover which the workers 
are not entitled; and 

(b) does the Minster intend to introduce legislation in 2009 to address this inequity? 

(3) Does the Minster agree with the 2007 Equal Employment Opportunity Commission report that the 
current age limits in the Act are discriminatory? 

(4) Is the Minster concerned that in this period of financial crisis and the impact on retirement incomes 
those workers compelled to remain in the workforce after 65 do not have full workers’ compensation 
coverage? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  

(1) Recommended premium rates, as published by WorkCover WA, are based on an actuarial assessment 
of all outstanding workers’ compensation liabilities. This includes liabilities for the entitlements of 
injured workers aged over 65 years. 

(2) No. The workers’ compensation premium paid takes into account the recommended premium rate for a 
particular business activity (see 1), the gross wages of the business seeking to be insured, as well as the 
risk profile and workers’ compensation claim history of that business.  

(a) N/A 

(b) It would not be appropriate for me to make a commitment to introduce legislation ahead of the 
finalisation of WorkCover WA’s consideration (including a consultation process) of this 
matter. 

(3) If the Member is referring to the Equal Opportunity Commission Review of the Equal Opportunity 
Act 1984 (2007), this Report does not specifically mention age discrimination in workers’ 
compensation legislation. 

(4)  Despite the age limitations within the Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management Act 1981 
workers aged over 65 years who are injured do have significant entitlements.. 
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WORKERS COMPENSATION PREMIUMS — AGE LIMIT 

542. Ms J.M. Freeman to the Minister for Commerce 

Further to Question on Notice 409 and the answers on 2 February 2009 that WorkCover Western Australia is 
currently assessing the potential impact on the workers’ compensation scheme of removing the current age 
limits, and the Minister’s authorization that WorkCover Western Australia investigate options for changing or 
removing the age limits in the Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management Act 1981 I ask: 

(1) Has WorkCover Western Australia made recommendations to the Minister or his department on 
changing or removing the age limits in the Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management Act 1981 
as set out in section 56; and 

(a) if not, why not? 

(2) Will the Minister please table any minutes of the meetings of WorkCover Board where the issue of 
section 56 was discussed or part of the agenda? 

(3) Can the Minister please list and table the previous reports, actuarial and otherwise, that WorkCover 
Western Australia has acquired on removing the age limits in the Workers’ Compensation and Injury 
Management Act 1981? 

(4) Do these reports conclude that there will be little to no cost implications in removing the age limits; and 

(a) if the Minister does not consider that those reports conclude that there will be little to no cost 
implications, could the Minister please state what he considers to be the conclusions of those 
reports? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  

(1) WorkCover WA has recommended that the policy options regarding this matter be investigated further. 
I accepted this recommendation. 

(a) The issue of the age limitations within the Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management 
Act 1981 (the Act) is under consideration by WorkCover WA and will require public 
consultation before a final decision is made on whether the relevant provisions of the Act 
should be removed or amended  

(2) No.  

(3) No. The public consultation noted at (1)(a) above will include the release of relevant and up-to-date 
actuarial information. 

(4) See (3) above.. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ASSAULT REPORTS 

577. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Premier; Minister for State Development 

For each Government Department or Agency under the Premier’s control, including the Ministerial Office, I ask: 

(a) how many incidents of assault have been reported by staff: 

(i) in 2008–2009; and 
(ii) July 2008 to date; 

(b) please list relevant department/agency, date of assault, male/female victim, male/female 
perpetrator; 

(c) how many incidents of assault were reported to Western Australia Police; and 
(d) how many convictions resulted from reported assaults? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

Department of the Premier and Cabinet (including the Office of the Premier) advises: 

(a)  (i-ii)  For the period January 2008 to 31 March 2009: one. 
(b) Department of the Premier and Cabinet, the date of the assault was 30 June 2008. The victim 

was a female employee and the perpetrator was a male employee. 
(c) One. 
(d)  Nil  

Governor’s Establishment advises:  
(a)-(d) Not applicable to Governor’s Establishment 
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Office of the Public Sector Standard Commissioner; Public Sector Commissioner; Department of State 
Development; Gold Corporation; Lotterywest; Corruption and Crime Commission of WA advises: 

(a) (i)-(ii) Nil 

(b)-(d) Not applicable 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — ASSAULT REPORTS 

579. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines and Petroleum; Fisheries; Electoral 
Affairs 

For each Government Department or Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial Office, I 
ask: 

(a) how many incidents of assault have been reported by staff: 
(i) in 2008–2009; and 
(ii) July 2008 to date; 

(b) please list relevant department/agency, date of assault, male/female victim, male/female 
perpetrator; 

(c) how many incidents of assault were reported to Western Australia Police; and 
(d) how many convictions resulted from reported assaults? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

MINISTERIAL OFFICE 

(a) (i)-(ii)  Nil 

(b)-(d)  Not applicable 

DEPARTMENT OF MINES AND PETROLEUM 

(a) (i)-(ii)  Nil 

(b)-(d)  Not applicable 

DEPARTMENT OF FISHERIES 

(a) (i)  One 

(ii) One 

(b) February 2009 — Male victim — Male perpetrator 

(c) Nil 

(d) Not applicable 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN ELECTORAL COMMISSION 

(a) (i)-(ii)  Nil 

(b)-(d)  Not applicable 

MINERAL AND ENGERGY RESEARCH INSTITUTE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

(a) (i)-(ii)  Nil 

(b)-(d)  Not applicable 

CHEMISTRY CENTRE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

(a) (i)-(ii)  Nil 

(b)-(d)  Not applicable 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —  
MEDIA MONITORING SERVICES 

594. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Premier; Minister for State Development 

For each Government Department or Agency under the Premier’s control, including the Ministerial Office, I ask: 

(1) Are media monitoring services provided, and if yes: 

(a) which firm or firms currently provide a media monitoring service; 

(b) what is the cost of the contract/s; 
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(c) since 23 September 2008 how much has been paid for media monitoring services;   
(d) what is the duration of the contract/s; and  
(e) when did the contract/s commence?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  
Department of the Premier and Cabinet (including the Office of the Premier) advises: 
(1) Yes. With respect to the Office of Road Safety and its response, the Member is referred to the answer to 

Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 601 from the Minister for Road Safety. 
(a) The Government Media Office provides a ministerial media monitoring service to the 

Department, the Premier’s Office and all Ministerial Offices.  
(b)-(e) Not applicable.  

Public Sector Commissioner advises: 
(1) No 

(a)-(e) Not applicable 
Department of State Development advises: 
(1) Yes 

(a) Media Monitors. 
(b) The contract costs $282 per month plus fees per items provided. 
(c) The costs incurred for the service from October to December 2008 by the then Department of 

Industry and Resources was $18,736.54. The costs for January and February were $11,907.30, 
shared by the Departments of Mines and Petroleum, and State Development. 

(d) The current contract expires on 2 January 2010. 
(e) The Department has had a contract with Media Monitors since 2004. 

Office of the Public Sector Standard Commissioner advises: 
(1) Yes 

(a) AAp Newscentre 
(b) $438 (ex-GST) per month 
(c) $2515 (inc gst) from 1/09/08 — 28/2/09 
(d) 12 Months 
(e) 12 November 2008 

Governor’s Establishment advises: 
(1) (a)-(e) Not applicable to Governor’s Establishment 
Gold Corporation advises: 
(1) Yes, Gold Corporation contracts media monitoring services from a national service provider. 

(a) Media Monitors, located in Perth at 193-195 Carr Place, Leederville 6007 monitors media on 
behalf of Gold Corporation, operator of The Perth Mint. 

(b) A service retainer of $334.40 (including GST) per month is paid to Media Monitors for Digital 
Press Coverage and Broadcast Electronic Newslines, with an additional fee charged per press 
slip, per summary and delivery, and for email broadcast summaries and station syndication 
lists. A copyright fee per clip and newsline is also charged, as required. 

(c) For the period between 23 September 2008 and Friday 13 March 2009, the amount of 
$2,921.18 has been paid to Media Monitors for their services. 

(d) The Service Contract with Media Monitors states that "the initial term of the service will be 
12 months commencing 21/09/08, and until terminated, in accordance with the Terms and 
Conditions will be ongoing". 

(e) A Service Contract between Gold Corporation and Media Monitors commenced in April 2001. 
Corruption and Crime Commission of WA advises: 
(1) Yes 

(a) Media Monitors 
(b) Based on usage and schedule of rates 



3052 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 8 April 2009] 

 

(c) $11,519 
(d) Annual contract, reviewed annually 
(e) Current contract from 27 June 2008 

Lotterywest advises: 

(1) Yes 
(a) Media Monitors  
(b) $50,769.59  
(c) $3,577.53   
(d) 1 January 2008 to 31 December 2009 
(e) 1 January 2008  

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FREEDOM OF INFORMATION APPLICATIONS 

617. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Health; Indigenous Affairs 

Will the Deputy Premier advise of the following for all departments and agencies under the control of the 
Deputy Premier, including the Deputy Premier’s office, I ask: 

(a) how many Freedom of Information applications have been received since 23 September 2008; 

(b) how many Freedom of Information applications have been answered since 23 September 2008; 

(c) how many requests for internal reviews have been received since 23 September 2008; and 

(d) on how many occasions have additional charges been levied to complete Freedom of 
Information applications since 23 September 2008? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

Deputy Premier 

(a) 11. 
(b) 11. 
(c) 1. 
(d) Nil. 

Department of Health 

(a) 3,275. 
(b) 3,065. 
(c)  11. 
(d) 40. 

Department of Indigenous Affairs 

(a) 5. 
(b) 1. 
(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 

Nurses and Midwives Board of Western Australia 

(a)-(d) Nil. 

Office of Health Review 

(a) 1. 
(b) 1. 
(c) Nil. 
(d) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — FREEDOM OF INFORMATION APPLICATIONS 

629. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister for Water; Mental Health 

Will the Minister advise of the following for all departments and agencies under the control of the Minister, 
including the Ministerial office, I ask: 

(a) how many Freedom of Information applications have been received since 23 September 2008; 

(b) how many Freedom of Information applications have been answered since 23 September 2008; 
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(c) how many requests for internal reviews have been received since 23 September 2008; and 

(d) on how many occasions have additional charges been levied to complete Freedom of 
Information applications since 23 September 2008? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 

For Water Corporation 

(1) Five. 
(2) Four applications answered, one withdrawn. 
(3) One. 
(4) Nil. 

The Department of Water has provided the following response: 

(a) 41 Freedom of Information (FOI) applications have been received.  
(b) All the FOI applications have been answered in acknowledgement of receipt, of which 

25 applications have been finalised to date. 
(c) One Internal review request has been received and finalised. 
(d) Nil. 

Drug and Alcohol Office 

(a)-(c) Nil. 
(d) Not applicable. 

Note: The above answer is for the Drug and Alcohol Office only. 

The Mental Health Division and mental health services in Area Health Services form part of the 
Department of Health and of hospitals boards which are in the Minister for Health’s portfolio. As a 
consequence, information concerning the Mental Health Division and mental health services is included 
in the answer provided in respect of the Department of Health as a whole by the Minister for Health. 

Office of the Minister for Water; Mental Health: 

(a) Seven Freedom Of Information (FOI) Applications have been received. 
(b) All the FOI applications have been answered in acknowledgement of receipt and finalised. 
(c) Nil. 
(d) One. 

WORKERS COMPENSATION PREMIUMS — AGE LIMIT 

656. Ms J.M. Freeman to the Minister for Commerce 

Further to Question on Notice No. 541 asked of the Minister on 11 March 2009, and given the recent reports in 
The West Australian on Wednesday 18 March 2009 highlighting the trend of workers to remain in the workforce 
beyond the age of 65, I ask: 

(a) Can the Minister detail how the government intends to protect these workers’ income if they 
injure themselves in the workplace? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:  

(a) Workers aged over 65 years who are injured in the workplace do have access to workers’ compensation 
entitlements as follows: 

• Workers injured at any age over 64 years are entitled to payment of weekly compensation for 
up to twelve months from the date of injury; 

• There are no age limits for access to payment of reasonable medical and related expenses, up 
to the maximum amount set by the Workers’ Compensation and Injury Management Act 1981; 

• Workers over the age of 65 years are entitled to a weekly supplementary amount which may be 
paid to the age of 70 years after the normal weekly compensation payments have ceased, if it 
can be proven that the person would have continued working after the age of 65, had they not 
been injured. 

__________ 

 


