
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Wednesday, 17 November 2010 

                 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams) took the chair at 12.00 noon, and read prayers. 

NO PRIVATISATION OF HOSPITALS AND SCHOOLS BILL 2010 

Petition 

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie–Preston) [12.01 pm]: I have a petition containing 8 580 signatures, which 
conforms with the standing orders. It states —  

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

We, the undersigned, say the State Government should not privatise services in any hospital including 
Midland Hospital, Fiona Stanley Hospital, Albany Hospital and the new children’s hospital.  

Schools and hospitals are essential services that should be publicly owned and run. Public ownership is 
crucial in providing a system of accountability and responsibility to ensure high standards of quality and 
care.  

Privatisation of essential services in schools and hospitals has failed in the past and will fail again. The 
Western Australia government can afford to provide us with quality public services, and we the 
undersigned do not want our schools and hospitals privatised.  

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly to urge the Leader of the National Party, Brendon Grylls to vote 
in favour of, and encourage other National Members of Parliament to vote in favour of, the 
No Privatisation of Hospitals and Schools Bill 2010.  

[See petition 342.] 

CANNING BRIDGE PRECINCT VISION 

Petition 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [12.02 pm]: I have a petition signed by 20 petitioners to the Speaker and 
members of the Legislative Assembly. It reads — 

We, the undersigned residents of Western Australia, say that the draft Canning Bridge Precinct Vision 
(‘the CBPV’) proposes zoning changes that are: inappropriate and too substantial for the precinct; that 
exceed the Canning Bridge Station Precinct Study area (‘Study area’); that create inequities and 
unfairness for numerous residents; that are entirely inconsistent with the existing character of the 
locality; and that will significantly increase traffic congestion and related traffic issues in the precinct 
and for everyone driving through the precinct. Further, there has been inadequate consultation with the 
community concerning the CBPV.  

Now, we ask the Legislative Assembly to refer the CBPV for further investigation into:  

1 The need to seek further comment from the Community. 

2 The desire to confine any plans to increase density to the Study area.  

3 The need for a comprehensive traffic analysis before progressing further.  

4 The need to secure funding for traffic improvements in the precinct before progressing further.  

5 The desire of allowing the existing City of Melville’s Community Planning Scheme No. 5 
zoning to be utilised to its maximum potential before moving forward on any plans to increase 
density.  

[See petition 343.] 

PAPERS TABLED 

Papers were tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 
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FRANCHISING BILL 2010 — REFERRAL TO  
ECONOMICS AND INDUSTRY STANDING COMMITTEE 

Standing Orders Suspension — Notice of Motion 

Mr R.F. Johnson (Leader of the House) gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the following motion to be 
moved forthwith — 

That the Franchising Bill 2010 is hereby immediately referred to the Economics and Industry 
Standing Committee for consideration and report no later than 26 May 2011.  

IRON ORE AGREEMENTS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) 2010 

Notice of Motion to Introduce 

Notice of motion given by Mr C.J. Barnett (Minister for State Development). 

ROBE RIVER MESA J MINE — IRON ORE ROYALTIES 

Statement by Premier 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [12.05 pm]: I rise to inform the house of the resolution of a 
longstanding issue related to the payment of iron ore royalties from the Robe River Mesa J mine. As a result of 
the outcome of a process of negotiation with Rio Tinto, and based on advice from the State Solicitor’s Office, the 
state has settled the question of how lump iron ore from this particular mine should be treated for the purposes of 
royalty payments. This question arose because of unique elements of the Iron Ore (Robe River) Agreement Act 
1964 related to the cut-off grades that separate fine ore from lump ore. This issue was settled on 9 August 2010 
and Rio Tinto will now pay the rate of 7.5 per cent on all lump iron ore, as commonly defined in the industry, 
from 1 July 2010. Previously, a rate of 3.75 per cent had been used by the company in its royalty returns based 
on the specifics of this particular agreement act.  

Rio Tinto has also agreed that all previous royalty returns for this mine, from the time the state first raised this 
issue with the company, would be adjusted to reflect the application of a 7.5 per cent royalty rate. Based on an 
assessment by the company of its royalty returns over the period from 18 December 2007 to 30 June 2010, an 
underpayment of just over $55 million has been estimated. The Department of Mines and Petroleum received a 
cheque from Rio Tinto, paid into consolidated revenue, for $55 million on 22 October 2010. The department and 
the company are currently reconciling the precise amount of unpaid royalty and will adjust if necessary. I am 
pleased to confirm that this additional revenue will go into the consolidated fund to strengthen the state’s 
budgetary position. I would like to thank Rio Tinto for the professional manner in which it has approached this 
issue. 

Mr M.P. Murray: You might be able to fix the Coalfields highway!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Not bad, $55 million negotiated by this government; something the previous Labor 
government could not do!  

PERTH WATERFRONT DEVELOPMENT 

Statement by Minister for Planning 

MR J.H.D. DAY (Kalamunda — Minister for Planning) [12.07 pm]: I am updating the house on the progress 
of the Perth waterfront development. I am pleased to report that the project has moved another step closer to 
reality, with the commencement of comprehensive geotechnical drilling and sampling works. The Premier and I 
visited the site today and were briefed on the land-based and offshore work that has started around the Swan 
River foreshore in particular. Over the past week or so, commuters and pedestrians along Riverside Drive may 
have noticed the work happening on and around the Swan River. The barge, which can be seen on the river, is 
conducting critical sampling. Part of the environmental and geotechnical investigations will be undertaken on the 
Esplanade Reserve, the foreshore and within the Swan River over a period of three months. The work will 
include soil, sediment and groundwater sampling. One hundred boreholes have been drilled on the Esplanade, 
with a further 135 being drilled in the inshore waters and foreshore area. These studies have been made possible 
through the commitment of $21.5 million over four years in the 2010–11 state budget for detailed design and 
technical investigations for this priority project.  

Following these investigations, we will have a much clearer picture of the conditions onsite. The results of the 
studies will assist the state government with updated feasibility and cost estimates so that capital works funding 
may be made available in the 2011–12 state budget. This aligns with our commitment to commence project 
construction in 2012. The Department of Planning will undertake further investigations during 2011 to inform 
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the development of management strategies relating to construction, dredging, local water management, acid 
sulfate soils and contamination, and to support the planning and environmental approvals process.  

I am pleased to see that critical works are underway on this priority project, which connects the people of Perth 
with their river, as well as providing a vibrant attraction for international visitors. I look forward to further 
updating the house on the progress of this iconic Perth project in 2011. The Perth waterfront project is finally 
becoming a reality.  

REGIONAL TRANSITION GROUP — SHIRES OF NARROGIN, WICKEPIN AND CUBALLING 

Statement by Minister for Local Government 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury — Minister for Local Government) [12.10 pm]: I am pleased to announce 
that this afternoon the Shires of Narrogin, Wickepin and Cuballing will formalise an agreement to form a 
regional transition group. By forming a regional transition group, the participating local governments will 
commit to developing a regional business plan to determine whether amalgamation would benefit each 
community.  

The signing of this agreement today is a significant achievement for these local governments; the agreement 
firmly puts the interests and needs of each community ahead of any previously perceived or historical sentiment. 
I congratulate the local governments on this important decision to help secure the long-term future of each 
community and on the leadership they have demonstrated.  

The local governments will receive funding from the state government to complete a regional business plan. The 
business plan will enable shires to undertake due diligence to determine the costs of undertaking the change and 
the mutual benefits of merging. As a result of their decision to participate in reform, funding will also be 
provided by the state government to help build organisational capacity in the areas of strategic planning and asset 
management. The signing of this agreement will bring the total number of local governments engaged in reform, 
through amalgamation or regional groupings, to 37.  

HERITAGE AND PLANNING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2010 

Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr G.M. Castrilli (Minister for Heritage), and read a first time. 

Explanatory memorandum presented by the minister. 

Second Reading 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury — Minister for Heritage) [12.11 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

Western Australia is fortunate to have a rich and varied cultural heritage, which is embodied in thousands of 
buildings, structures and places. We recognise the heritage value of these places by listing them in the state 
Register of Heritage Places and in heritage lists maintained by local governments.  

The Heritage of Western Australia Act was enacted in 1990 to provide the means to identify and conserve places 
of cultural heritage significance to the state. Over 1 300 places are now listed in the Register of Heritage Places 
and enjoy the recognition and protection afforded by the act. Thousands more places of local significance are 
included in local government heritage lists maintained under the respective town planning schemes that derive 
authority from the Planning and Development Act 2005.  

Our state heritage legislation is now outdated. In particular, the fines that can be imposed for damaging or 
demolishing heritage places have not kept up with the rapid increases in land prices. The Heritage of Western 
Australia Act provides that a maximum fine of only $5 000 applies for damaging or despoiling a place listed in 
the Register of Heritage Places. Unauthorised development or demolition is subject to a maximum fine of 
$50 000 under the Planning and Development Act. These fines are too low compared with the market value of an 
empty block.  

Members of this house may remember the outrage caused in August 2007 by the unauthorised demolition of a 
local heritage place at 5 Victoria Avenue, Claremont. Whereas the maximum fine for this offence would have 
been only $50 000, the land has since been subdivided into three lots, which are each worth over $1 million. Our 
current fines are hardly a deterrent. Indeed, an owner could see the fines as merely a cost of doing business, and 
a rather small cost at that.  

Heritage penalties in Western Australia lag far behind those of other states. In Queensland, the maximum fine for 
damage or demolition to a state-registered place is $1.275 million, while in New South Wales the maximum fine 
is $1.1 million. Western Australia’s penalties are the lowest in the nation. This sends a message that Western 
Australians do not value our historic heritage. However, this does not reflect community sentiment. In 2005, the 
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Allen Consulting Group conducted a national survey on Australia’s historic heritage, with the results broken 
down by  state and territory. In Western Australia, 57.2 per cent of respondents felt that too little was being done 
to protect our historic heritage and a massive 94 per cent of respondents stated that it was important to protect 
heritage places, even if they never visited them.  

Under section 61 of the Heritage of Western Australia Act 1990, if a conservation order is in place and an owner 
or his agent “damages or despoils that place”, an offence is committed and the owner is liable to a maximum 
penalty of $10 000 and imprisonment for two years. If a person is convicted of the offence, the court can impose 
a restoration order under section 62, and the Minister for Heritage can seek the Governor’s approval for a 
development moratorium for up to 10 years under section 80, unless the court recommends otherwise.  

A conservation order can be put in place by the minister when he or she believes it is necessary or desirable to 
provide special protection under section 59. These provisions rely on the minister being made aware that special 
protection is required in advance of any damage being done. Without a conservation order, the penalty for 
damaging or despoiling a place listed in the Register of Heritage Places is a maximum fine of $5 000. In 
addition, a person who has not obtained the necessary planning approvals from a local council is liable to a 
maximum fine of $50 000 under the Planning and Development Act 2005. These fines are inconsequential and 
send the wrong message.  

Most owners highly value their heritage properties and spend much time and money on restorations. These 
owners are to be congratulated and assisted. The heritage grants program is in place to assist financially. Expert 
advice is available from the Heritage Council and excellence is recognised through the annual Western 
Australian heritage awards. Unfortunately, there are a few unprincipled owners who do the wrong thing; it is to 
these properties that this legislation will afford increased protection. 

Part 2 of the Heritage and Planning Legislation Amendment Bill increases the maximum fine under the Heritage 
of Western Australia Act to $1 million and the daily maximum fines for a continuing offence from $500 to 
$50 000. Further, this bill allows for the imposition of a restoration order and a development moratorium, in 
addition to a fine for offences relating to any state-registered place. As I said earlier, these additional penalties 
are currently available only if the place, whether registered or not, is subject to a conservation order. In order to 
bring these fines in line with increased penalties for offences relating to a state-registered place, the bill increases 
the maximum fine for contravention of a conservation order from $10 000 to $1 million and the maximum daily 
fine from $1 000 to $50 000.  

The actual penalties levied against a convicted offender—that is, the amount of the fine and whether or not to 
impose a restoration order—remain at the discretion of the convicting court. A development moratorium is 
imposed only by the Governor on advice from the minister, as is currently the case for imposing this penalty for 
the contravention of a conservation order.  

Part 3 of the Heritage and Planning Legislation Amendment Bill increases the maximum fine for offences under 
the Planning and Development Act 2005 from $50 000 to $200 000 and the maximum daily fine for a continuing 
offence increases from $5 000 to $25 000.  

A public consultation process on increased penalties began in March 2009 and included telephone interviews and 
focus group sessions to canvass the views of local governments, community groups, and property development 
industry associations. Participants included the Real Estate Institute of WA, the Property Council of Australia 
(WA), the Urban Development Institute of Australia (WA), the Western Australian Local Government 
Association, the Royal Western Australian Historical Society, the National Trust of Australia (WA), the Art 
Deco Society of Western Australia and a number of metropolitan and regional local governments. All agreed that 
higher penalties are necessary. In fact, it was the property industry associations who pointed out the need for 
development moratoria as an effective deterrent to illegal demolition. With this legislation, properties that have 
been recognised for their heritage value through entry on the state Register of Heritage Places will be assured of 
meaningful protection for current and future generations. This provides significant benefits to society as a whole 
and reflects the increasing interest that the community is taking in its heritage properties. Increasing the penalties 
sends a message to the community that this state and this government value its heritage. I commend the bill to 
the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.A. Templeman. 

OCCUPATIONAL LICENSING NATIONAL LAW (WA) BILL 2010 

Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr W.R. Marmion (Minister for Commerce), and read a first time. 

Explanatory memorandum presented by the minister. 
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Second Reading 

MR W.R. MARMION (Nedlands — Minister for Commerce) [12.21 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

This bill seeks to implement the Council of Australian Governments’ national occupational licensing reforms. 
COAG has acknowledged that overlapping and inconsistent regulation of various occupations in the states and 
territories impedes productivity and imposes unnecessary costs on businesses operating in more than one 
Australian jurisdiction. As a response to these concerns, all COAG jurisdictions signed an intergovernmental 
agreement on 30 April 2009 to establish a national licensing scheme for specified occupations. This reform is 
intended to facilitate the move to a seamless national economy by making it easier for businesses and licensed 
individuals to operate across state and territory borders, while continuing to provide the necessary protections for 
consumers and the community.  

I would first like to clarify how the proposed new national licensing system will be implemented in Western 
Australia. All states and territories, other than Western Australia, are introducing the national occupational 
licensing reforms by way of the application of laws process. Under this process Victoria will enact a model 
Occupational Licensing National Law and each other state and territory will enact legislation to apply that 
Victorian law, as amended from time to time, as a law of their jurisdiction. The model Victorian legislation was 
passed by the Victorian Parliament on 17 September 2010 and received royal assent on 28 September 2010. It is 
important to note that no commonwealth legislation is involved in these reforms. The commonwealth does not 
directly regulate the licensing of occupations. This is a matter for the states and territories. 

The Western Australian government, while committed to introducing the national occupational licensing 
reforms, does not believe that the application of laws process, with its inherent disadvantages in terms of 
parliamentary scrutiny of future amendments, is necessary to implement these reforms. As a consequence, and 
with the agreement of all other jurisdictions, Western Australia will participate in the national occupational 
licensing scheme by enacting the model Occupational Licensing National Law as a law of Western Australia, 
which is set out as a schedule to the bill. Future amendments to the model Occupational Licensing National Law 
set out in the schedule to the bill may be made by an order of the Governor if, and only if, a draft order to that 
effect has been approved by both houses of state Parliament. This process will ensure that the Western 
Australian Parliament can fully consider the text of the Occupational Licensing National Law as it will operate in 
Western Australia and determine whether to enact that law. In addition, the process ensures that the Parliament’s 
approval will be required for any future amendments to that law as it operates in Western Australia, without the 
need to proceed by way of separate amendment bill in every case. 

This procedure is intended to enable national amendments made to the Occupational Licensing National Law in 
Victoria and automatically applied in other jurisdictions to be made, subject to the approval of Parliament, to the 
Occupational Licensing National Law (WA) with the minimum of delay. This will be important to maintain 
uniformity in the Occupational Licensing National Law as it applies throughout Australia. On the basis of this 
process, Western Australia will be able to negotiate with other jurisdictions on a common commencement date 
for any amendment to the Occupational Licensing National Law. In the absence of this process, any amendment 
to the Occupational Licensing National Law (WA) to implement national amendments would need to be made 
by separate amendment legislation in Western Australia. The time required for such separate amendment 
legislation to be enacted would be highly likely to lead to a breakdown in uniformity between Western Australia 
and other jurisdictions. Such a result would undermine the purpose of the national licensing system and create 
uncertainty for all stakeholders and additional compliance costs for affected industries and government. 

The Occupational Licensing National Law provides the general framework for the establishment of the national 
occupational licensing system, but it does not provide all of the detail in relation to the licensing regime that will 
apply to individual occupations. That detail will be set out under so called “national regulations”. The national 
regulations will be made by the ministerial council oversighting the national occupational licensing scheme. The 
model Occupational Licensing National Law provides that the national regulations will be published on the New 
South Wales legislation website and then be tabled in each state and territory’s Parliament. Importantly, the 
Occupational Licensing National Law provides that, while each Parliament can disallow a national regulation, 
that disallowance will be of effect only if a majority of state and territory Parliaments pass the disallowance 
motion. 

The Western Australian government believes that this approach would be an unacceptable fetter on the power of 
this state’s Parliament to disallow regulations. As a result, the bill provides that national regulations will be 
subject to disallowance in the same way as any other regulations made under state legislation. In summary, I 
believe that the legislative mechanisms that the government has incorporated in this bill represent the best of 
both worlds in that they provide for full participation in a uniform national scheme, while also fully preserving 
Parliament’s role in scrutinising legislation and regulations that will apply in Western Australia. 
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I shall now go on to explain the key elements of the national occupational licensing reforms. As agreed by 
COAG, the national system will initially apply to up to seven economically important occupational areas. These 
are: air conditioning and refrigeration installers; building and building-related occupations; electricians; land 
transport operators—passenger vehicle and dangerous goods drivers only; maritime occupations; plumbing 
occupations; and property-related occupations. 

Although COAG has yet to formally decide this, it is expected that the land transport and maritime occupational 
licensing issues will be dealt with under separate COAG initiatives and will not ultimately form part of the 
national occupational licensing scheme. Additional occupations will be able to be added to the scheme in future. 
The property-related occupations within the scope of the national occupational licensing scheme are land 
valuers, real estate agents including real estate auctioneers, and settlement agents. 

It should be noted that the COAG agreement specifically provides that any jurisdiction that does not currently 
license a particular occupation will not be required to introduce licensing for that occupation just by virtue of the 
occupation falling within the scope of the national occupational licensing scheme. As an example, Western 
Australia does not license air conditioning and refrigeration installers and the government has no current 
intention to introduce licensing for this occupation, even though it falls within the scope of the national 
occupational licensing scheme.  

It is intended that the national occupational licensing scheme will be introduced in two waves. On 1 July 2012, 
the first wave of occupations comprising air conditioning and refrigeration, electrical, plumbing and gas fitting 
occupations and property-related occupations—excluding land valuers and settlement agents—will commence 
under the national scheme. National licensing for the remaining occupations will commence after 1 July 2013. 
This approach is necessary to provide adequate time for the development of licence policy for each occupational 
area and transitioning to the national system, including the establishment of the new National Occupational 
Licensing Authority to administer the scheme. The COAG agreement provides for the national occupational 
licensing system to commence with a delegated agency model when a new National Occupational Licensing 
Authority will be established to develop licence policy and formally administer the scheme, but it will delegate 
the day-to-day administration of licensing services to the existing state and territory regulators, which will also 
retain responsibility for regulating licensee conduct. 

The Acts Amendment (Fair Trading) Bill 2010, which is currently before this Parliament, will facilitate the 
implementation of the national occupational licensing scheme in Western Australia. That bill will abolish a 
number of licensing boards that administer licensing of property occupations within the scope of the national 
licensing scheme and vest that responsibility in the Commissioner for Consumer Protection. These reforms will 
mean that there will need to be only one delegate for the licensing of property occupations in Western Australia, 
rather than three. Responsibility for the effective oversight of the national scheme will reside with a ministerial 
council comprising commonwealth ministers, and ministers nominated by each state and territory. During the 
implementation phase of a national system at least, this responsibility will reside with the Ministerial Council for 
Federal Financial Relations, which is made up of the commonwealth, state and territory Treasurers. 

The national occupational licensing authority will be governed by a board appointed by the ministerial council. 
Advertisements appeared in newspapers throughout Australia on Saturday, 6 November 2010 calling for 
applications from persons interested in serving on the board of the authority. The authority will be supported in 
its policy role by occupational licensing advisory committees to be established for the purpose of providing 
advice to the authority on licensing policy for the regulated occupations. The bill provides for the regulation of 
the licensing of nominated occupations but not for the general day-to-day regulation of the conduct of these 
occupations. Each of the occupations subject to the national occupational licensing scheme will continue also to 
be regulated by existing state, industry-specific legislation. For example, the non-licensing provisions of the Real 
Estate and Business Agents Act 1978 will continue to apply to the day-to-day conduct of real estate agents’ 
business in Western Australia. 

As I noted earlier, the occupational licensing national law provides a general framework for the establishment of 
a national occupational licensing system, but it does not provide all of the detail in relation to the licensing 
regime that will apply to individual occupations. Matters such as the classes of licence for each occupation, the 
qualifications required for each class of licence and the scope of work that can be undertaken under each class of 
licence will be set out in the national regulations.  

Work in relation to the development of national regulations of the first wave of occupations to come under the 
national occupational licensing scheme is well underway and the general policy direction for these regulations is 
expected to be published before the end of this year. 

The national regulations are being developed by a task force chaired by the commonwealth Department of the 
Prime Minister and Cabinet; thereby reflecting the importance of this project as a Council of Australian 
Governments initiative.  
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The task force reports to a national steering committee on which Western Australia is represented by the 
Department of Treasury and Finance. The task force is being assisted in the development of the regulations by a 
series of interim advisory committees focused on each occupation. These advisory committees are made up of 
industry and regulator representatives. Senior officers of the Department of Commerce are participating on these 
committees. 

The process of developing the regulations for the second wave of occupations to come under the national 
occupational licensing system is yet to commence. In addition to the national interim advisory committees 
established to assist in the development of the national occupational licensing system, extensive consultation is 
being undertaken locally with the parties affected by the national occupational licensing system.  

I have established an interim property advisory committee, with representatives from the Australian Institute of 
Conveyancers WA Division, the Western Australian divisions of the Australian Property Institute and the 
Business Brokers Association, the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia and the Strata Titles Institute of 
Western Australia, as a forum for consultation with local property industry associations. In addition, the 
Department of Commerce is undertaking direct consultation with affected parties and has held two very well 
attended public forums on the reforms. 

This bill represents another key milestone in implementation of the COAG reforms intended to implement a 
seamless national economy and remove unnecessary red tape. 

Under the national scheme, businesses and workers with a licence issued by the national occupational licensing 
authority will be able to operate across Australia without the need to hold multiple licences. This will reduce 
unnecessary red tape, provide a standard qualification requirement, require payment of only one fee and, 
importantly, facilitate a much more mobile workforce. For the first time licensees will be able to move across 
Australia to where they are needed without the burden of applying for additional licences.  

I commend the bill to the house.  

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr D.A. Templeman. 

ROAD SAFETY COUNCIL AMENDMENT (FUNCTIONS) BILL 2010 

Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Ms M.M. Quirk, and read a first time. 

Explanatory memorandum presented by the member. 

[Second reading, see page 9012.] 

HEALTH, SAFETY AND CIVIL LIABILITY  
(CHILDREN IN SCHOOLS AND CHILD CARE SERVICES) BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 16 June. 

MS J.M. FREEMAN (Nollamara) [12.34 pm]: I rise to speak on the Health, Safety and Civil Liability 
(Children in Schools and Child Care Services) Bill 2010. I commend the government for bringing in this 
legislation. It is, as I understand, a piece of legislation emanating from a report to the previous Labor government 
as a result of concerns about anaphylactic shocks and the death of a young student in New South Wales. A 
committee was established, a review conducted by an expert working committee, and a report called 
“Anaphylaxis: meeting the challenge for Western Australian children” was written.  

I thank the minister’s office for enabling my briefing on this bill from department staff. I am interested in this 
subject and sought a briefing a week ago. I was of the understanding that this bill would appear for debate on 
tomorrow’s notice paper. I ask for the house’s indulgence if I am a bit all over the place; I thought that I would 
have until tomorrow to prepare my thoughts about this bill. 

I rise as lead speaker on this bill primarily because I have had the privilege of representing in my former 
profession education assistants, kindergarten teachers, childcare workers, cleaners and gardeners, and canteen 
workers—both as an organiser and industrial officer and a workers’ compensation officer for the Liquor, 
Hospitality and Miscellaneous Union that covers these workers. It is within that context that I became aware of 
some of the issues facing many workers in both the education and childcare systems when responding to 
children’s health issues on a day-to-day basis in their working environment.  

It is important to note that this legislation will establish a framework to protect workers in the course of their 
employment should they medicate people; that is, provide emergency medical assistance. At this time, the 
intention of this act goes only to the administration of the EpiPens that people may be familiar with as a 
treatment for anaphylactic shock. We will talk about that further and I understand that my colleague the member 
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for Kwinana will talk about this welcome change to the Civil Liability Act, noting the necessity to look more 
deeply and more broadly at this issue to ensure that workers who act in good faith, without recklessness or 
intoxication do not face personal or civil liability for administering proper medication to ensure that a child is not 
placed at risk.  

We are certainly seeing incidents of anaphylactic shock more and more in our community. It is an interesting 
thing. One of the recommendations in the report is to be able to better monitor all the aspects of anaphylactic 
shock. I understand from the available data that it is unclear how many children and adults suffer from allergies 
that can cause anaphylactic shock. Anaphylactic shock can cause death. It is very rare, but it is a great concern 
for people. I think it is worthwhile putting on the record that page 2 of the report states — 

There is little data on the overall incidence of anaphylaxis and no reported deaths from anaphylaxis in 
children in Western Australia (WA) to date. 

It is difficult to say whether there are reported deaths because they do not seem to be recorded. I note that 
recommendation 5 states — 

Establish structures and processes to document and report on events of anaphylaxis, case fatality rate, 
near misses and their surrounding circumstances. 

That is a really important aspect to ensure that people in our community are fully informed about this issue. The 
report also states — 

… the admissions due to anaphylaxis have doubled in the past 4 years at Princess Margaret Hospital for 
children in WA. Around the country, particularly in South Australia, a parent-reported allergy and 
anaphylaxis survey found that 1 in 170 school children had suffered at least one episode of anaphylaxis. 
In New South Wales (NSW) and Australian Capital Territory (ACT), studies have found that 1 in 50 
children under the age of 5 years had a history of past or existing food allergies. 

It makes us question what we are doing with our food at this time. I do not like to digress, but I often wonder 
about some of the aspects of genetically modified foods and the impact that they will have on these sorts of 
allergies. That is a particular area that has not been studied. I believe that evidence-based research is an 
important aspect of how government legislation and policies should be framed. The report goes on to state —  

In the United States, there is an estimated 150 – 200 deaths from anaphylaxis annually. 

And the number has increased seven-fold in the past decade in the United Kingdom. We clearly need to deal 
with this issue to ensure that workers who have a duty of care are protected when they act appropriately and that 
they do not become civilly liable when they administer that duty of care. Parents are clearly seeking reassurance 
that teachers and other workers to whom they entrust the care of their children have the ability to deal with life-
threatening emergency situations. 

As I understand from the briefing, this change to the Civil Liability Act mirrors the good Samaritan changes that 
were made to the act a few years ago. When the person who was briefing me mentioned that particular 
legislation, I had to ask, “What was that?” I think—I hope—I was able to articulate what that legislation was 
about. I recall that a number of years ago this place amended the Civil Liability Act to ensure that when people 
act as good Samaritans—that is, when they witness an emergency situation and act in good faith and without 
recklessness—they can administer a proper lifesaving response to assist the person so that the person is not 
placed at risk of either serious injury or death. That is an important matter for us to consider in this debate. When 
a person responds to an emergency situation, the person’s good and well-intentioned response should not place 
the person at risk. However, the person could still be placed at risk. The term “in good faith and without 
recklessness”, which is in the good Samaritan legislation, places some responsibility on both the person 
administering the treatment and the employer, which in this case is the Department of Education, or the childcare 
provider to ensure that there is mandatory training to protect workers and that they act in good faith and without 
recklessness. Today we are debating legislation that will ensure that people are not held civilly liable or placed in 
the stressful situation of being sued for actions that put people at risk. Good Samaritans act in good faith. People 
would assess the circumstances according to their training. If they are in a crowded place and do not have first 
aid training, one would think that they would call out to others to see whether someone else had that training. 
However, if a person is in a country area and is the only person available, the action by that person would be 
done in good faith. That is a broad interpretation. I would think that the courts would look on that favourably 
based on the circumstances. 

The bill goes on to state — 

… in good faith and without recklessness in the course of the staff member’s employment as a staff 
member. 

We have to consider that whole provision of the legislation. The words “in the course of the staff member’s 
employment” indicate that a staff member would have had appropriate training to undertake that action in the 
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course of the staff member’s employment. I note that the Department of Education has released management 
guidelines, which are greatly welcomed. I am somewhat concerned about the staff responsible for the care of a 
student at risk of anaphylaxis. At page 11 of the guidelines, it states —  

Teachers and other school staff who are responsible for the care of the student at risk of anaphylaxis are 
encouraged to obtain training in how to recognise and respond to an anaphylactic reaction, including 
administering an adrenaline autoinjector. 

This is not necessarily a responsible course of action in the policy of the Department of Education. It seems to 
me that it is beholden on the employer of a person who is responsible for the care of a student at risk to ensure 
that the person is trained. Proposed section 5AAC(2) states — 

This section does not affect the vicarious liability of any person for the acts or omissions of a staff 
member. 

That means the Department of Education. We are saying that the department, which is taking these children into 
its care, has a duty of care and that part of that duty of care is to ensure a person’s capacity to act in good faith. It 
is implied that the responsibility that goes with that is proper and appropriate training. It is difficult for members 
to stand in this place and not be able to say very clearly to employers that they cannot suddenly decide that 
anyone can do this after having a five-minute rundown from a parent about how the thing is jabbed into the 
student’s thigh. There must be a specific aspect, particularly in child care because the industry is much more 
dispersed, to ensure that people are trained in this particular area. I say that because the term “staff member” 
means a natural person who is employed under the School Education Act or as a supervising officer as defined in 
the Child Care Services Act. The definition goes on to refer to “a member of the staff of a child care service”. 
That could be anyone in a childcare service. It could be an unqualified 16-year-old childcare worker who has 
been asked by her employer to ask the child’s parent how the worker should administer assistance. It is 
something that we need to recognise. The Department for Communities must ensure that its regulations are very 
clear.  

During the briefing I received on the Health, Safety and Civil Liability (Children in Schools and Child Care 
Services) Bill 2010, I asked why training was not covered by the bill. This issue of training is one of importance. 
In response I was told that training was covered in the Department of Education’s student health care policy. 
Although that policy is not a regulation and does not have the imprimatur of the law, it comes under the Public 
Sector Management Act. Therefore, it places responsibility on the worker, and a person who does not fulfil his or 
her responsibility could face disciplinary action. Blame should not be directed at an individual. This is a 
systematic problem that requires a systematic solution. It is about ensuring that employers know their 
responsibility and that workers act in good faith.  

Child care in Western Australia is regulated and regulated well. I have great respect for the childcare regulations 
put in place by successive Western Australian governments. They have resulted in WA having some of the 
highest quality of care in Australia. The regulations must include training requirements so that people who find 
themselves in such situations act appropriately.  

It was not until I had a brief glance at the reports today that I realised that there are two EpiPens and that they are 
administered differently. I thought an EpiPen was an EpiPen. I digress a little. What happens when a good 
Samaritan parent invites someone else’s child over to play and the parent of that child hands over an EpiPen 
when she drops off her child and says, “My son has a serious allergy to bee stings. This is how you administer 
the EpiPen”? I have had that experience. I can remember saying to my son that he and his friend would have to 
play inside because allowing them to play outside would put me at enormous risk. I have had some first aid 
training, although I have not renewed it. That is a great responsibility. It is interesting to know whether good 
Samaritan–type legislation would cover that situation. What I am trying to say is that we do not want to 
demonise children who suffer food allergies and who experience anaphylactic reactions. We do not want to limit 
what they are able to do while at school. I understand that this bill is a risk-minimising strategy. My reaction to 
being handed an EpiPen when my son’s friend came over to play was probably an overreaction. A public 
education campaign on this issue is needed.  

I understand that between January and July this year 46 per cent of staff at schools and 23 per cent of staff at 
childcare centres received training from community health nurses. I welcome that; however, I am concerned 
about the other 70-odd per cent of staff at childcare centres. This bill means that they will have a responsibility to 
assist a child who needs emergency medical assistance. Employers will be able to tell their workers that they will 
not be exposed to the risk of civil liability. At the moment they could probably pull back a bit and say that they 
do not want that responsibility and that they are concerned about incurring civil liability in such an instance. That 
was my experience with education assistants and children who needed to be fed through a tube. If the tube was 
compromised in any way, they would have to clean and reattach it. That is a serious medical intervention. As 
members are aware, education workers are some of the lowest paid workers in the public sector. They could say 
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that such an act does not come within their duty of care, that they have not been given any training and that they 
are concerned about the liability attached to any assistance they may give. They have the capacity to say that 
they cannot be expected to be medical professionals and that cleaning and reattaching a tube is something that a 
nurse would do. I am not suggesting that they should do that if a child goes into anaphylactic shock. Clearly, 
there is an immediate and highly effective way of dealing with a child who has gone into anaphylactic shock. We 
cannot expect workers to do that. Another thing we cannot expect workers to do is respond to a child who is 
experiencing a reaction for the first time. Will workers be expected to assume that because a child is showing 
symptoms of anaphylactic shock, such as breathing difficulties and sweats, that he or she is having an 
anaphylactic shock and that they should administer an EpiPen? I do not know how that will be done at schools if 
schools do not have EpiPens on hand. I note from the guidelines that it is only suggested that schools have 
additional EpiPens. They are not required to have EpiPens on hand. A person acting in good faith who does not 
have the medication at hand would be a bit hamstrung.  

Dr K.D. Hames: We have made sure that all schools have them. We did that earlier this year.  

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: I thank the minister for clarifying that.  

If workers are required to assist a child when he or she goes into anaphylactic shock, we must ensure that their 
wage reflects that great responsibility. If we place the good health of our children in their hands, that must be 
properly recognised and reflected in what they are paid.  

I have raised a couple of issues with the minister. Proposed section 5AAC(1)(a) of the Civil Liability Act states 
that a staff member will not incur any civil liability if he or she assists an enrolled child in apparent need of 
emergency or medical assistance. I am concerned about the term “enrolled”. An enrolled child means a student 
under the School Education Act. I assume that that does not mean a sister or a brother who may attend a sports 
carnival. We make the assumption that a parent is with his or her child at a sports carnival. Unfortunately, that is 
not always the case. Parents may look after someone else’s child at a school carnival. It is important that a staff 
member who reacts to a medical issue does not incur civil liability. An enrolled child also means a child for 
whom a childcare service is provided. Does the bill cover crèches at recreation centres? I refer to the netball 
mums who put their child in a recreation centre crèche while they play their game. The regulations that relate to 
the qualification of workers at occasional childcare services are not as strict as the regulations that cover staff 
who work at regular childcare centres. I am very interested to know whether those people will be protected and 
whether they are aware of their duty of care and their capacity to act.  

Clause 6 of the Health, Safety and Civil Liability (Children in Schools and Child Care Services) Bill 2010 relates 
to the protection of staff members and includes the words — 

… in good faith and without recklessness in the course of the staff member’s employment as a staff 
member. 

The words “in the course of employment” narrow that clause; they do not widen it. Having a background in 
workers’ compensation, as I said to the minister previously, I know that there is case law longer than both my 
arms put together on what “in the course of employment” means. For example, is it classed as being in the 
course of their employment if people injure themselves at the staff Christmas party? All those sort of things 
come into it. I do not want to digress too much into that area, but I would have thought that a question could be 
raised about whether people are in the course of their employment if they go out to their car and they have 
hopped into their car when they suddenly see a kid who they know has an allergy having an allergic reaction and 
they administer medication to them. Is it clear that that would be considered to be in the course of employment? I 
would think that that is probably still covered under the education act, but I think it is worthwhile asking. 

Dr K.D. Hames: You are under workers’ comp while you are travelling to and from work; you are still covered 
by workers’ comp. 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Workers are no longer covered by workers’ compensation while travelling to and from 
work.  

Dr K.D. Hames: Did you take that out? 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: No; Minister Kierath took that out in about 1993; it has not been covered for a while. 

Mr R.H. Cook: Don’t you remember that? 

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: Travelling to and from work is not considered to be in the course of someone’s 
employment—let us be very clear about that.  

A person could be in his or her car, see a kid walking home, and, for the purposes of workers’ compensation, if 
that person gets out of his or her car and assists that child who is having an allergic reaction and sustains an 
injury—such as hurting his or her back by catching the child or something like that—that person is not covered 
by workers’ comp. Obviously, there is an argument around the role and responsibility and “in the course of 
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employment” and all those sort of things, and I want it put on the record that teachers and childcare workers have 
a larger responsibility that they carry around with them into the greater community.  

Dr K.D. Hames: From your experience, if you were a teacher and you got into your car and you started driving 
off and saw some of the students fighting and you get out of the car, go back into the school and sort out that 
fight, are you still at work or not?   

Ms J.M. FREEMAN: That is a really good question. So much of that depends on the circumstances, I suppose. 
I probably cannot answer that question. If part of the role and responsibility of a head cleaner of a major high 
school is to ensure that the site is safe and secure and the cleaner gets into his or her car and goes to leave and 
suddenly sees someone breaking in, and then he or she stops, gets out of the car and goes back to try to stop that 
happening, and, in the course of that, injures himself or herself, there would be a highly contestable argument 
that he or she had done that in the course of employment because that is part of that person’s role and 
responsibility. But, as I said, there is case law on “in the course of employment” as long as both of my arms put 
together. It is a very narrowing term, which is the reason it is used in workers’ compensation; they try to narrow 
it. I am wondering why something like “good faith without recklessness in the undertaking of their duties” was 
not used or something that broadened that whole aspect. “In the course of employment” is a very narrowing 
term, and other words could be used to convey that what a person is doing is in the undertaking of his or her 
duties or roles and responsibilities. Such a term would apply a much broader aspect of what I understand to be 
the intention of this bill. I am interested in it because it has been drafted very specifically; it is a specific term 
that is known, and I wonder why it has been drafted in that way. 

The regulations covering the definition of “emergency medical assistance”, as I understand it, will only include 
the administration of medication for anaphylaxis. My colleague the member for Kwinana will go into greater 
detail on that. However, it seems we have greater expectations of our people in workplaces in many areas, and 
we need to protect such people from civil liability. We obviously need to train people, but we need to protect 
them when they are acting in good faith—not acting recklessly. 

Also on that subject, we need to, I suppose, turn our minds to the general public. This report was a great cross-
collaboration and demonstrated the capacity to have a whole-of-government approach to this issue from the 
Department for Communities, the Department of Health, and the Attorney General. But it is somewhat 
interesting to me that we have not turned our attention to that greater aspect of ensuring that if people—someone 
such as a parent—respond to an emergency, they are also protected in some way, as long as they have had proper 
instruction in how to administer the medication. From what I understand—I have never had to administer it, I 
admit—and from what I was constantly told, it is a very simple procedure. Given that it is such an effective way 
of ensuring that someone’s risk of reaction is minimised, it could be only of benefit to our community to ensure 
that not only teachers, but also the general public are protected from civil liability if they have acted in good faith 
and not recklessly. 

I commend the government on this bill. However, I raise the fact that we continuously ask of our childcare 
workers and education assistants, and, in the case of some of this, even our cleaners and gardeners, to have 
greater roles and responsibility in the care of our children. It seems to me that by asking that of them, we need to 
recognise that they have increased duties and responsibilities placed on them that should be well reflected in any 
pay negotiations.  

Other aspects of the report, as I understand it, have been taken on board.  

In closing, I would be interested to know whether a specialised paediatric anaphylaxis service has been 
established in Western Australia. The incidence of it seems on the rise and it seems to be something we need to 
try to address in our community to try to find some causal link. In that way, we can be on the preventative end 
instead of the reactive end. That seems to be just as important in our community as a policy response to this issue 
as ensuring that people are protected. 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [1.07 pm]: I rise to support the Health, Safety and Civil Liability (Children in 
Schools and Child Care Services) Bill 2010, because, as the minister indicated in his second reading speech, this 
bill is an integral part of the framework for the management of anaphylaxis in Western Australian schools and 
childcare services.  

This bill has a couple of aspects to it, but what pleases me is that I think it will give greater reassurance to 
parents and guardians because it will mean that their children will be better looked after. I am not a parent of a 
child with this problem, but it must be very, very difficult for parents to let their child go too far away from them 
because they are so concerned about them. I think this bill is very critical in giving reassurance to those parents 
and guardians that their children will be well looked after in other environments. I am not saying that they were 
not beforehand, but that extra service will be available to them. 

I will not go into the reasons for the increase in incidents and need for this sort of legislation—I will not try to 
understand how this has become the case—but there is no doubt that we are more conscious of it. More evidence 
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has come to light to demonstrate that more children are in this situation; we are just talking about the anaphylaxis 
condition at this point with this piece of legislation. It is a very important area that has become quite significant, 
and we must ensure that we provide the safest opportunities in life for our children.  

I am not sure whether many members have had the experience of a family member with an allergic reaction. My 
nephew developed, in his teenage years, a major allergy to beestings, which was certainly, I believe, a lot easier 
to manage than the anaphylaxis condition. But the process of preparing him and his family for how to deal with 
this situation, through Princess Margaret Hospital for Children and other areas, has been rigorous. This has 
reassured his family. However, if it is a much younger child, putting that responsibility back on the child itself is 
quite difficult, so I think this is very, very important. 

Another point is that the legislation provides for immediate treatment to be given to children who suffer an 
anaphylactic reaction whilst at school or in child care. I know some people originally might have thought, “Oh, 
no! You can’t do that; you must have the parents’ approval”, but this is particularly important in circumstances 
whereby the child has not had an anaphylactic reaction prior to this because contacting parents sometimes is not 
very easy, even though they might have a mobile phone; we all know that when people call us, we cannot always 
respond. That is often the case; therefore, it is important to have it set up so that even if we do not have parental 
approval—most childcare centres and schools have had parental approval passed across—particularly for those 
children who have not had a previous anaphylactic experience, the centre or the school where they are has the 
ability to undertake this treatment. I think that most parents would readily agree with that because of the love and 
care that they have for their children. Obviously, if children are well aware of their condition, the schools and 
centres are briefed and fully aware. I know that whenever I go into the staffrooms of many schools, I see on the 
board quite detailed information about children in the school who have allergies. Some of them do not require 
treatment for anaphylaxis, but we can see very clearly the information that is provided to staff—the treatment 
and the processes that need to be followed.  

What is great about this piece of legislation—I support the minister for introducing it—is that the resource kit 
has already been distributed to schools and childcare centres. I will refer to a childcare centre in Moolanda 
Boulevard that I visited in June. I talked to the director, Cheryl Machin, about this piece of legislation and she 
was thrilled to bits to have received the resource kit and to know that this legislation was coming in. Particularly 
from her point of view and that of her staff, the protection from civil liability when they treat a child is very, very 
important. After the training and receiving the resource kit they are more than comfortable with the treatment. It 
is very simple; she walked me through it and did all those sorts of things. That is fine, but the extra protection 
that this piece of legislation provides gives them some reassurance that they will not only be doing the right 
thing. but also be protected when doing the right thing, because some people do not always understand why 
treatments are done and why actions occur. That is the point of view of just one of the childcare centres that I 
have spoken to. They are absolutely ecstatic that this legislation is coming forward. Centres are also very pleased 
that the resource kits have been distributed and the training that goes with them, because although it is not 
difficult treatment, people need reassurance when they do this; however, I am sure many people would just get 
on with it anyway when necessary because a child’s life is a child’s life. 

I know that we can proudly say that Western Australia has not reported a death from anaphylaxis in schools or 
childcare centres, and I am very confident that this legislation, the resource kit and the training that we will 
provide will greatly reduce the opportunity for it to occur in the future. I commend the bill to the house.  

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [1.13 pm]: I rise to make some comments 
on the Health, Safety and Civil Liability (Children in Schools and Child Care Services) Bill 2010. This is good 
legislation. This is a good bill and the opposition is pleased to support it. It protects workers in carrying out their 
responsibilities and it increases the level of care for students attending schools and childcare centres. From that 
point of view, this is a good piece of legislation, albeit built on the very sad experience of New South Wales 
where a small boy was lost to anaphylactic shock. 

In welcoming the bill, I want to place on record, though, that the process for consideration of this legislation has 
not been best practice. The member for Nollamara and I have only just now returned from a briefing on this bill. 
The second reading speech was given in June this year. Perhaps we should have gone to the minister’s office 
around that time to seek a briefing or perhaps the minister’s office should have offered a briefing in a more 
timely fashion. Whatever the case, I think it is fair to say that we have had a very short time to consider it in the 
context of this bill being brought back on for debate. That is not good enough because this is important 
legislation. It is not good enough that the opposition had such a short time to consider the bill, but we have 
through our best endeavours taken account of the details of the legislation and are pleased to support it. When I 
say that we are pleased to support the bill, in doing so I assume that we will not find any aspects of the 
legislation that fall short of our expectations or that we might need to more fully inquire into at the consideration 
in detail stage. However, given the briefing we have had and the background research undertaken by the member 
for Nollamara—whom I thank for her contribution to the debate today—we are very pleased with this 
legislation. 
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The origin of this legislation is the inquiry that took place in the early 2000s by a cross-departmental expert 
working group to examine this issue. In 2007 the working group reported a range of recommendations of how 
we should respond to this issue. We now see the implementation of one of those recommendations—namely, the 
introduction of legislation that protects workers who undertake best endeavours in good faith to provide 
assistance to a student or child in care. It is unusual that the Minister for Health is amending legislation that does 
not touch upon the issues of health at all in some respects—this legislation amends the Civil Liability Act and 
the School Education Act. Therefore, in that respect it is rather odd and perhaps explains some of the confusion 
behind carriage of the bill and indeed our closer examination of it.  

The independent working group that recommended this legislation has also undertaken to implement other 
policies and guidelines for the use of EpiPens and the training by community health workers of staff at schools 
and childcare centres. Although I say that this legislation implements just one recommendation of that review, 
that expert panel has in the meantime undertaken other work to ensure that other aspects of that review are being 
put in place.  

The Department of Education and the Department for Communities have undertaken training of staff, but at July 
2010 only 46 per cent of schools and 23 per cent of childcare centres had availed themselves of the training 
associated with getting the skills to provide assistance to students suffering from an anaphylactic shock. 
Obviously, we would like to see that training rolled out further and to more schools. It is a sad reality of modern 
life that our kids are becoming more and more susceptible to these sorts of conditions and therefore it is 
becoming a reality of modern life that more and more of our care providers, whether they be in the health, 
childcare or education system, have to be cognisant and aware of these medical conditions and able to respond 
when they see a child having an episode of this sort. I make that point because the member for Kingsley made 
the observation that obviously a teacher, childcare worker or member of staff may witness a child having his first 
anaphylactic shock. Therefore, we need our staff to have the experiences and skills to identify those issues when 
they prevail. Given that only 46 per cent of schools and 23 per cent of childcare centres have availed themselves 
of this training, we are obviously not covering ourselves to deal with kids in care who at this stage are not even 
aware that they are susceptible to anaphylaxis. It was explained to us in the briefing that training does not need to 
be undertaken on a school-wide basis or childcare service-wide basis if there are no students in a given school or 
childcare service who suffer from anaphylaxis. However, as the member for Kingsley pointed out, there may be 
kids whose parents are not yet aware of their condition and so the reports have not yet been lodged. We may not 
know of their condition, and because of that it is far preferable to have this training rolled out further. 

To give members an idea of how acutely and quickly anaphylactic shock can take place, I would like to share the 
experience of a former colleague of mine who suffers from a nut allergy. He was in Ballarat for a friend’s 
wedding and was having a pre-wedding meal with friends at a local restaurant. He had informed the restaurant 
that he was allergic to nuts and that his meal could not in any way have any nut content. He was assured by the 
wait staff that that was the case, but after his meal he began to feel a bit funny. He went to the toilet, started to 
feel a bit weird, came back out and interrogated the staff, asking whether they were sure that there had been no 
nut content in his meal, to which he was told that there might have been. At that point he immediately left the 
restaurant and was lucky enough to hail a cab straightaway. This was in Ballarat; it was not a city scenario, and 
during the short ride from the restaurant to the district hospital, he began to lapse into unconsciousness.  

Anaphylaxis takes place really quickly and it is a very serious condition. Staff need to have appropriate 
awareness and training to be able to respond to it in a very speedy fashion. As the member for Nollamara pointed 
out, the staff involved in a school situation may not be a teacher; it may be a cleaner, gardener, registrar or admin 
person, as defined under this legislation. We obviously need to have policies in place to ensure penetration of 
training and a level of awareness amongst staff so that they can respond in a timely fashion for these kids. 

The other aspect of this legislation is that it relies very heavily upon regulations that are struck across a number 
of departments. Regulations relevant to the Child Care Services Act, the School Education Act, the Civil 
Liability Act and the student health care policy all have to be altered. This is very complex legislation because in 
some respects it brings together a range of policy strings, but it will also take a while for this act to be put in 
place. The other observation that needs to be made is that the government needs to be called upon to move 
speedily to ensure that this act can be proclaimed and that all the regulations are in place so that, if possible, the 
act can be in place for the next school year. 

The amendments in this legislation to the School Education Act, to which the Minister for Health would be 
highly attuned and familiar with, essentially do two things: they require parents, upon enrolment, to provide 
information on any medical conditions that the school should be aware of—in this case, anaphylaxis; and they 
allow for the emergency treatment of students. Changes to the Civil Liability Act mean that a student can in 
good faith be assisted by a trained teacher, childcare worker or education department worker, and that that care 
and assistance can be provided without fear of legal retribution. The changes that we are making today relate 
specifically to anaphylaxis. The conditions that will be captured under this legislation are defined prescriptively 
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within the regulations attached to it. It is worth noting that, at this stage, it does not involve a teacher providing 
assistance to a student for some other condition.  

I would like, if I may, to share with members some of my experiences of interaction with a local school as the 
parent of a daughter with type 1 diabetes. When we first became aware of her condition we had to inform the 
school that she was diabetic, because if her blood sugar levels drop to a low point she may lose consciousness 
and will require immediate assistance to ensure that her blood sugar levels can be brought back to a level at 
which she does not experience any further suffering. She then needs to be transferred to a hospital, quick smart. 
Upon informing the school of this, it was actually left up to us as Isabelle’s parents to provide instruction and 
information to the staff at the school about what to do in the case that she becomes hypoallergenic. In particular, 
we had to explain the symptoms or signs that show that she is starting to have a hypo. We had to explain the 
procedure of providing — 

Dr K.D. Hames: Can I just say for Hansard, you said “hypoallergenic” instead of “hypoglycaemic”. 

Mr R.H. COOK: A hypoglycaemic episode; thank you, minister. We had to explain to them how to administer 
an injection of glycogen—is that the terminology?—to bring her blood sugar levels up. The instruction, training 
and information that we provided the school with is, to some extent, backed up by the endocrinology department 
at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children, but that is essentially on an ad hoc basis; it is not a system-wide 
process. To the best of my knowledge, from the way that we were muddling through, it is not something that is 
captured in any guidelines or things of that nature. That places a huge onus on the staff at my daughter’s school, 
and particularly places a large onus on the teachers in whose immediate care she is placed who must, on a daily 
basis, be confronted with these issues. It strikes me that this legislation provides a really useful framework that 
can be applied to addressing, in a systematic and appropriate fashion, other conditions that may affect students at 
schools or childcare centres. I should say that the teachers and other staff at my daughter’s school do a fantastic 
job in making sure that she can lead a school life that is, for all intents and purposes, normal, and that she can 
participate and be active in all aspects of her schooling life. 

In conclusion, we will increasingly be confronted by this sort of legislation. It is a reality and one of the 
challenges of modern life for our students, whether it is because of the amount of artificial or genetically 
modified foods in our kids’ diets, or as a result of some of the environmental health aspects of their lifestyles.  

We know that students are becoming increasingly affected by issues such as anaphylaxis or type I diabetes, and 
that increasingly our childcare centres, such as schools, will need to be cognisant of that and adapt to the 
changing nature of that. It is unfortunate, but it is a reality, and this legislation goes some way to making sure 
that education and childcare services are armed in such a way that they can take account of these increasing 
challenges. It is also important to make sure that we normalise these things and that, hopefully, we allow kids in 
these areas to go on leading very happy childcare and school lives, while at the same time we are making sure 
that we are adapting care principles and processes to ensure that they are receiving the appropriate level of care.  

As I said at the beginning of my speech, this is good legislation. It protects the workers and ensures that they 
have an appropriate framework in which to provide what we would all consider commonsense care for kids who 
are suffering from these sorts of episodes. It is good legislation because it equips the department with the ability 
to increase the level of care for kids who go to schools or childcare centres. As I also said at the beginning of my 
speech, notwithstanding the fact that this was second read in June, we did not have a great deal of time, in the 
period immediately prior to this legislation being brought back on for debate, to examine it in some detail, but to 
the extent that we have been able to brief ourselves and receive a briefing on this legislation, it looks like a really 
good contribution to the state’s legislation and it looks like a really good response to the review that was 
undertaken and reported in 2007. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [1.31 pm]: I rise to make some brief comments on this bill. As both my 
colleagues have noted, this is an increasing area of public policy as more and more children are diagnosed with 
these very serious allergies. As a mother of an infant, one of the many worries I have is whether my child will 
develop a serious allergy, type I diabetes or all those other things that cross my mind. For all parents, especially 
parents of young children, it is an increasing area of concern. We therefore want to ensure that policies and 
structures are put in place to ensure that whatever can be done is done to ensure safe treatment and to ensure that 
all children are looked after in their place of care and at their school. 

I want to talk specifically about the training issue, which the member for Nollamara noted. I hope that the 
Minister for Health can respond to some of these concerns in his speech. I think he and the government have 
made some public comments on this issue over recent years, but maybe he could just give us a summary of 
where the government is on training and ensuring that schools and childcare centres have the right training to 
deal with this issue. The member for Kwinana raised interesting statistics on the number of schools and childcare 
providers that have specific training. The figure was 23 per cent, as at July 2010, for childcare providers. That is 
pretty alarming. We need to ensure that all childcare centres have the appropriate training.  
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I attended a first aid course a number of months ago. Again, as a mother of an infant, I wanted to ensure that I 
was equipped with the knowledge to deal with emergencies in the household. They were talking about 
anaphylaxis and the treatment of anaphylaxis. One of the stories that really struck me was the story about a 
childcare provider, who had a child who had an anaphylactic fit. The provider grabbed the pen of another child 
to treat that child. The provider did it because of wanting to make sure that child did not die. That child was 
saved. The problem was that a couple of hours later the child whose pen it was had a fit. There was no pen 
available to treat that child. Members may imagine the devastation that occurred. The family, who had done 
everything to ensure that their child will be safe by providing that pen, were devastated. I think that the issue that 
the member for Nollamara raised of the spare pen in these facilities is a key one. As we saw in the example I 
have just given, one child had a fit, there was no pen available and they used the pen of another child in what 
they thought was the best way of dealing with something that was happening in front of them, only for it to have 
serious repercussions later that day. That was a very severe lesson for all of us sitting in that training course. 
Many in that training course were young women who wanted to get jobs in childcare centres. We only touched 
on this issue of dealing with anaphylaxis and a severe allergic reaction for a small amount of time during the 
training course. However, the point was raised that those entering the childcare area need to get specific training. 

It is an emerging area of public policy concern. The incidence of allergic reaction is increasing. There are 
different theories about why that is happening, including the issue of genetically modified organisms. It is an 
area that the government needs to ensure that it is across and that it is not waiting for too long, particularly with 
the issue of training. The example given on the first aid course was horrible and had severe consequences. We 
need to ensure that training is available and that people who take on these jobs have the right training and 
equipment to deal with these emergencies. 

I had a quick look at the number of recommendations in the committee’s report in 2007. I am not across what 
action has been taken on all of those. This bill is a component of the recommendations. I hope that the Minister 
for Health, in his second reading response, can give us a further update on the level of training that has occurred 
for childcare providers and schools across Western Australia, what the target is for the level of training and what 
other measures the government will be putting in place to ensure that children are safe wherever they are, 
particularly when they are in the care of childcare providers and at schools. 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Health) [1.37 pm] — in reply: I thank members for their 
comments and for their support for this bill. It is a very important bill. As we heard earlier, a final 
recommendation was made and support given to this bill in late 2007 by the former government. It then 
approved the drafting of legislation. As some of the members made comment, this has required negotiation 
between a number of different government departments and a lot of work in drafting. It therefore took a long 
time to get the bill to the stage of being ready to bring before this house. What it does, in effect, is support the 
spirit of the action taken by the former government and the recommendation of that committee. 

I am a bit concerned with the shadow minister’s comments about the timeliness of a briefing. It may be 
something that we need to work on. 

Mr R.H. Cook: I had discussions with your office about how to do it better. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: As the member knows, we tabled something in June. We were never necessarily sure 
ourselves when it was going to be coming on. The Greens (WA) sought their own briefing. When legislation is 
brought in, does the member often need a briefing or does he ask for it? I am comfortable asking if he wants a 
briefing on something, but the issue is when. Back in June he would probably have been too busy and not 
wanted it because there was too big a gap. Perhaps we can find ways to work that better in the future. 

This is very important legislation. As the shadow minister said, anaphylaxis is one of those conditions that can 
come on all of a sudden and kill someone out of the blue—totally unexpectedly. I do not think people realise that 
they need very few symptoms to start to give any indication that they might have a problem before they can 
suddenly die as a result of it. I think we are just lucky that no-one else has died in Western Australia before now 
as a result of it, because the risks are so high. 

I will give members the example of my child. The member talked about her child. My child has an allergy. He 
had on occasions vomited after eating nuts. But it was always, “Oh, they just got stuck in my throat”. We were in 
Parliament one night at one of the Wednesday night dinners, and he went off to the men’s room, and I could see 
that something was wrong. He had been eating something with nuts in it, and I assumed that the same thing had 
happened again. So I went to the men’s room, and there he was with rhinorrhea. I will spell it for Hansard—r-h-
i-n-o-r-r-h, and then o-e-a if it is an old fellow, or e-a if the person is a bit younger. He had a runny nose and was 
a bit wheezy. He was having some sort of reaction to the nuts, not just choking on them. Therefore, I referred 
him to Dr Loh, who is an allergy specialist and has been deeply involved in the allergy program, and he tested 
him and found that he was indeed allergic to some types of nuts. He recommended that we get an EpiPen. My 
reaction even as a doctor was, “Well, he has not had much of a reaction. Surely the next time he will just get 
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more of a wheeze and more of a runny nose; we do not need to go to the extent of getting an EpiPen.” He said, 
“No. That is not the case. Just from those mild initial symptoms, and the testing that I have done showing his 
extent of allergy, the next one he has could be fatal.” It was a big shock to me that that could occur, and so we 
now have a couple of EpiPens that we carry around. I have to say that as a 20-year-old now, he is not that 
compliant and often goes to places without his EpiPen. But those risks exist.  

The reality is that this is a total win. There is no downside to this legislation. There is no downside to what an 
EpiPen has the capacity to do. If a person is having a severe anaphylactic reaction, an EpiPen will almost 
inevitably save that person’s life. If something goes wrong—if we use the EpiPen and the person does not need it 
because it was not an allergic reaction after all, or if we do not inject the adrenaline in the right way—provided 
the stuff gets inside the person, it does not matter. There is no downside to that injection. Sure, there is a 
downside to the injection of adrenaline for some classes of patients, particularly if they have cardiac problems, if 
they get a high dose — 

Ms J.M. Freeman: If that is the case and there is no downside, then of all areas of medical emergency that may 
occur in schools, why in this area do we need to exempt people from civil liability? I think it is great that we are 
doing this. But if there is no downside to it, why is there a concern about civil liability? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The no downside is that giving a person the injection when the person does not need it is not 
going to kill the person. But that does not mean that there may not be some medical problem as a result of doing 
that. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: The only downside is not giving the injection. Sorry. Can you say that again? Are you 
saying there may be a downside? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: In rare circumstances, for children with particular heart conditions, there may be an adverse 
reaction to the use of adrenaline. It would be extremely uncommon. But we do not want people to say, “Oh, he’s 
feeling sick; let’s give him the injection just in case.” That is why we need the training. We need people to be 
aware of what the conditions are and what an anaphylactic reaction looks like, and we need to ensure that people 
give that injection in the correct circumstances.  

Mr R.H. Cook: Is it something that we should look at having in all restaurants or something like that? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I do not know. It is a bit like should we have defibrillators everywhere, such as in gyms. We 
do not. We have them in some shopping centres and in some gyms.  

Mr R.H. Cook: And in airports and places like that. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: It is not compulsory to have one in every gym. In fact, I am trying to make it compulsory to 
have one in every gym. I am going through that process now. Should everyone have to buy an EpiPen? 
Anaphylaxis is a rare condition. We cannot cover for everything. A person can die from an epileptic fit. Should 
we force every member of the public to do first aid and health training so that they can correctly manage a 
person who has an epileptic fit—because people can die; people can swallow their tongue and choke? We are 
trying to encourage people to do first aid and health training. There are some suggestions that as part of people 
getting their driver’s licence, we should make it compulsory that they do a first aid course. 

Mr R.H. Cook: The point I make is that if a person has an anaphylactic reaction, it is more likely to be in the 
context of a restaurant when they have just eaten some food as opposed to a shopping centre or an airport or 
something like that. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Sure. That is not out of the question. It is not something that I plan to progress. But then we 
would need to have training, of course. We would need to make sure that people know what to do and when to 
do it. Certainly for some older groups of people—not children—having an adrenaline injection is not so risk free. 
So it is not quite so simple. But it is relatively simple. What would have happened in the old days if a child had a 
reaction is that the child would have died. It would have been terribly sad and everyone would have been terribly 
upset, but there would have been no thought that we should have done anything different. But now things have 
changed. We have EpiPens. We have training programs. We now have legislation that will support school 
workers and childcare staff to make sure that there is no liability risk for them. It is a very clean cut and simple 
method that will ensure that our children are better protected in the future, and that will significantly reduce the 
risk that such an event will occur, with fatal consequences. 

As I have said, this is very important legislation. It certainly is a step forward. As the member has mentioned, 
earlier this year we rolled out EpiPens to all schools and childcare centres. I am told by Dr Loh, who is part of an 
Australia-wide committee, that Western Australia is ahead of all the other states in its management of 
anaphylaxis with its training programs and in rolling out the EpiPens. Some schools have more than one—it 
depends on the size of the school—but at least every school has an EpiPen in place. 

I share the member for Nollamara’s concerns about using an EpiPen. I am getting it right today; I called her the 
member for Maylands last night by accident. The use of an EpiPen is a bit scary. It is a bit like an EPIRB on a 
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boat. It is always there, and if we have a serious accident we know that we have to set it off. I have never looked 
at how to set one off and I have never set one off. It is the same with a fire extinguisher. I assume we just turn it 
upside down and point it at the fire, but until we have actually done it once, we always have that mild fear that 
we may get it wrong. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: But the thing about training, minister, is that it means that you can do something in a 
situation when you are stressed.   

Dr K.D. HAMES: Exactly right. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: When you think about those Qantas airline pilots and all that sort of stuff, they say that they 
were trained so many times that it kicks in when it is it needed. It is the same with first aid training.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: Exactly. That is the advantage of people doing a first aid course, because they will know the 
basic things that they have to do to prevent someone from dying. When I was a minister last time, I saved a poor 
old gentleman’s life at a function I attended. I was standing giving my speech, and someone said, “Can you 
come and have a look at this old chap outside, because he is not looking the best.” I went outside. It was a hot, 
stuffy day. He had been sitting inside, and he had developed a cardiac irregularity that reduced the blood 
circulating to his brain, so he had started to faint. So they took him outside and sat him up. So what of course 
kept happening is that the oxygen level to his brain dropped, and he became even more distressed, because the 
irregularity became worse as his blood oxygen level reduced, and he was sitting there dying in his chair. I laid 
him down. That was my great political feat. I laid him on the ground, the blood flow came back, the oxygen level 
went up, and his irregularity reduced, and 10 minutes later he was walking around quite okay. But if they had left 
him sitting there, there was a high chance that he would have died, because his oxygen level was dropping so 
significantly that he could well have gone into cardiac arrest. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: Did you rip off your Superman suit underneath when you did that? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I wore my pants on the outside after that! That just shows that it is a relatively simple thing if 
people know what they are doing and they get the basic training to know that if a person is feeling faint, we 
should lay the person down. A simple thing like that can save a person’s life. 

This is about training. I cannot say that I am concerned about the level of training out there; I am a little uneasy, 
which is probably a better way of putting it. Looking through the training program—I have some figures here—I 
see that the annual budget for training is just under half a million dollars. The training budget goes through until 
June 2012. So far, in the first half of this year, which is when the training program started, training has been 
conducted in 46 per cent of schools—that is, 30 per cent metropolitan and 62 per cent regional—and in 23 per 
cent of childcare services—14 per cent metropolitan and 31 per cent country. The rollout of training in schools is 
pretty good, given it has only been six months. We have to make sure that everybody is trained. 

Dr E. Constable: That would be over 350 schools.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: We are in the planning stage of refresher programs for those who have already done the 
training. We are also in the planning stage of working out the budget beyond 2012.  

I hope the member for Kwinana is not going to ask the first question in question time, because I will need a two-
minute break before question time!  

Mr R.H. Cook: One of the questions that the member for Nollamara asked related to the definition of “child 
care centre” as defined in section 4 of the Child Care Services Act.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am coming to those; I have the answers to a series of questions, if the member will give me 
five minutes. Let me just say that we are working on the budget beyond 2012. We have to make sure that people 
out there get trained for exactly that reason: if people do not know how to use the kit and they are scared or 
unsure about it. If people receive training, and they know what a child who is affected looks like, they will know 
exactly what to do.  

I will quickly cover the issue of childcare services. The meaning of “child care services” is contained in the 
definitions clause in the Child Care Services Act. At first reading it would seem that an enrolled child is a child 
in a childcare service, which includes children in a creche. However, there is a further exclusion under 
regulations that says that if the parent is immediately able to attend to the child’s needs, that parent is 
responsible. It leaves it a little up in the air for creches. I would think that the situation in which the parent is not 
immediately available would apply to most creches, so this does apply. It is worth consideration.  

Mr R.H. Cook: That is coming up under the regs, is it?  

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am pretty sure, if the member reads the legislation alone, that it allows for creches to be 
covered. The only issue is in the regulation. If the mum is right next door, is the mum then responsible?  
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Ms J.M. Freeman: But how do you know that, unless some childcare worker is running out looking for a parent 
while the child is having a reaction and the other children are left unsupervised?  

Dr K.D. HAMES: In practical terms, the legislation is to protect people who do this in good faith. There are 
good Samaritan clauses that cover other areas. The good thing is that those are included; they should be getting 
training to make sure that they know what to do. If the worker is the sole person looking after the child and the 
mother is not there, and the worker sees a child having an anaphylactic reaction, they should give the injection.  

Ms J.M. Freeman: But that is an issue you need to raise with the Minister for Communities.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: Perhaps so. I want to cover some of the other components in the bill about which the member 
for Nollamara had concerns. One was whether nurses, as opposed to school staff, were included. Nurses are not 
included because nurses are allowed to do it anyway. Under the act that deals with nurses, nurses employed by 
the health department are allowed to do that sort of treatment, so they are covered. The member asked about a 
child who is present at school, but not enrolled. Those children are not covered, but the good Samaritan 
legislation does apply. If, let us say, a student’s brother who is not enrolled is at the school, the good Samaritan 
legislation allows a teacher to take that same action. I think the issue the member raised about the course of 
employment relates to the definition of what is the course of employment. The reality is that this bill covers 
school employees looking after children at school. It does not cover a child at home who has an anaphylactic 
reaction; it is not for that. It covers children at school. Then the member got into shady definitions of when 
children are at school or not at school. I would argue in the same way about a scenario in which a cleaner saw 
someone breaking into the premises through a window. It would be a pretty harsh judge who said that a teacher 
who was driving away from school when he saw a child from the school having an anaphylactic reaction and 
jumped out of the car to give that child an injection was not still working. That would be unlikely in the extreme 
for that to be the case. Under the good Samaritan legislation, they can give that injection anyway. It is not an 
issue of whether they give the injection; it is whether they injure themselves treating the child.  

Ms J.M. Freeman: No. The issue is whether liability attaches to them under this bill. The minister is saying that 
he does not think it would attach because it would be in the course of employment.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: That is my view. Maybe my saying that will carry some weight in the court case!  

Ms J.M. Freeman: Yes; they will go back to the Hansard. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: That is right. There is good coverage of paediatric anaphylactic services. As I said, when my 
child had a problem, I referred him to Dr Loh, who I know is an expert in anaphylaxis.  

Ms J.M. Freeman: But that is a private referral, is it not? There is not a public service.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: No. Dr Loh works publicly and privately. I probably sent my child to him privately, but I 
could just as easily have sent him through the public clinic. There are a number of specialist paediatricians who 
specialise in allergies; in fact, there are general practitioners who specialise in allergies. I used to be one of them. 
I used to do allergy testing and desensitisation.  

The shadow Minister for Health raised other issues that we have not thought to put in this legislation. Is that an 
issue? Part of it relates to what the member for Nollamara said. If we are going to have people treating lots of 
other medical conditions, we need to pay them to do it and they need a lot of training to do it. What should we 
do? Should we provide training to treat diabetes or epilepsy? There are lots of medical conditions that have the 
potential to require training, it would seem.  

Mr R.H. Cook: The observation that was made is that under this legislation another medical condition could 
easily be included in the regulations.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: It is possible, yes. I will conclude my remarks to give us time to vote on the bill. The Leader 
of the House has delayed me long enough to satisfy his requirements for us to conclude at two o’clock. I have 
answered the member for West Swan’s comments about training. I commend the bill to the house.  

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to third reading.  

Third Reading 

Bill read a third time, on motion by Dr K.D. Hames (Minister for Health), and transmitted to the Council.  

OCCUPATIONAL LICENSING NATIONAL LAW (WA) BILL 2010 

Appropriations 

Message from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the purposes of the bill.  
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

MINISTERS FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT — 
MINISTERIAL COUNCIL MEETING ATTENDANCE 

716. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Minister for Education:   

I refer to the ministerial council meeting which the minister and the Minister for Training and Workforce 
Development will be attending later this week and for which they are paired all day Thursday.  

(1) Why have they disregarded the Premier’s comments of 1 November that “I have simply said to 
ministers I do not expect to see two or three ministers attending the same meeting”?   

(2) Why has the minister again disregarded the Premier’s comments when he said “Look at the agenda, if it 
is not of significance to this state then I have said, don’t go, just do a telephone hook-up”?   

(3) Can the minister confirm that the ministerial council meeting in fact commences at 1.30 pm on Friday?   

(4) Can the minister confirm that the ministerial council agenda predominantly relates to vocational 
education training and training matters that are the responsibility of the Minister for Training and 
Workforce Development?  

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

(1)–(4) I have not disregarded any direction or comment from the Premier. In fact, I discussed this matter with 
the Premier in his office. I will be going to that ministerial council meeting because a very important 
agenda item refers to the tertiary education quality and standards agency legislation, which is the 
federal government’s bid to take over the regulation and standards of our universities. We are not at all 
happy about the federal government using its corporations power to take away what is rightfully an area 
for the state to be involved in. Indeed, the meeting does start at one o’clock, but Minister Garrett has 
asked to meet with me in Sydney on Friday morning, and I have agreed to do that, about matters 
related, I believe, to the My School website and the national curriculum, which is also of vital concern 
to Western Australia; therefore, I intend to meet with him on Friday morning.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: The draft agenda looks pretty light on to me.  

MINISTERS FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING AND WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT — 
MINISTERIAL COUNCIL MEETING ATTENDANCE 

717. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Minister for Education: 

I have a supplementary question. Why is it necessary for two ministers to go to the meeting, contrary to the 
Premier’s comments, when he was quite strong and clear on this matter?  

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

I think the Leader of the Opposition should direct his question to the minister in the other house and ask why he 
is going.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: No-one listens to the Premier. Both of you want to go and both of you are going. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I have explained in my answer why I am going. There are two matters of great 
importance to Western Australia. The agenda of the Ministerial Council for Tertiary Education and Employment 
meeting is the TEQSA legislation. It is of grave importance to us when the federal government decides it is 
going to use corporations power to take away the state’s powers.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Like the Howard government did. What did state Liberals say about Howard? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I intend to meet with Minister Garrett on Friday morning.  

HAKEA PRISON — STABBING INCIDENT 

718. Mr J.M. FRANCIS to the Minister for Corrective Services: 

Minister, I was dismayed and concerned to hear of the incident over the weekend at Hakea Prison in which 
guards were stabbed by a prisoner. I grew more concerned when I heard members opposite portray the incident 
as a result of this government’s tough-on-crime agenda. Can the minister please update the house on the progress 
of this specific incident and this government’s excellent prison expansion plan and clarify whether members 
opposite have again been caught out misleading the community?   

Mr C.C. PORTER replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question, which is somewhat longer than I remembered it being.  

Several members interjected. 
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Mr C.C. PORTER: This is a serious matter and there was a very serious incident in unit 3 at Hakea Prison, 
perhaps the most serious incident involving assault that has occurred in the time I have been minister. I 
understand a prisoner has now been charged with one-times obstructing a public officer, one-times assaulting a 
public officer and one-times an unlawful assault occasioning bodily harm. The first prison guard received 
injuries of the type of a laceration to the right elbow and a second prison guard — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Did they use a Taser?   

Mr C.C. PORTER: No. A second prison guard was struck to the neck with an improvised weapon, resulting in 
a significant wound, which required surgery. I am sure everyone present wishes that prison officer the best in his 
recovery. The improvised weapon in this incident was a 26-centimetre sharpened toilet brush. Perhaps, 
predictably, the calls from at least one member opposite were to blame that incident on overcrowding. I would 
like to put to the house four facts about that claim. The first is yes, there has been growth in the prison 
population under this government, just as there was very steady growth in the prison population under the 
previous government. When we measure the growth under the previous government between 2004 and 2008, the 
average yearly growth was about 5.12 per cent. In the past two years, over the course of this government, the 
average yearly growth is about 7.5 per cent. Yes, the growth under this government is larger, but not 
significantly larger than occurred under the previous government. The salient difference under this government 
is that we have embarked on a very large building program.  

I might just follow the lead of the Minister for Commerce’s great success with graphs yesterday: the red line on 
this graph represents the capacity of our prison system — 

Mr P.C. Tinley: Yours is laminated; that’s good.  

Mr C.C. PORTER: Indeed; I have very efficient staff.  

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr C.C. PORTER: The red line represents the building programs and the bed capacity and the blue line 
represents the growth in the prison population. Members will note there has been a very significant decrease in 
the past seven to nine months. The gap between operational capacity and the actual prisoner population means 
that we have spare beds in the system at the moment. When I first became the minister, the operational capacity 
could not be measured. For the first time we have the ability to undertake maintenance and other important 
aspects —  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Will you table that graph?   

Mr C.C. PORTER: Yes, I am very happy to table the graph.   

The second point is that the operational capacity at Hakea is well and truly above the population at Hakea at the 
moment. Hakea also has excess capacity. The next point I make on this idea of a crisis of overcrowding, as the 
member for Warnbro — 

Mr P. Papalia interjected.  

Mr C.C. PORTER: We add to prisons all the time. To measure the design of, say, Casuarina after two new 
wings were added to it is not a measure.  

Mr P. Papalia interjected.   

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members!  

Mr C.C. PORTER: The second graph shows in green the growth of the prison population from the point in 
time —  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Will you table that as well?   

Mr C.C. PORTER: Indeed. It shows the point in time tracing back to when Labor took office in 2001. Members 
will note the blue trend line drawn from the time Labor took government in 2001 to when it lost the election in 
2008. When we extrapolate that trend line, it can be seen that where we would have expected the growth to have 
been and where it is now is very close. It shows that the prison population grows in what analysts would say is a 
lumpy fashion. But it is steady and strong growth most closely correlated to the increase in the number of police 
officers under both governments. There has been growth under both governments.  

The final point I make is with respect to key performance indicators, which we watch very closely. There are two 
KPIs for prisoners assaulted—that is, prisoner on prisoner assaults.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Now you seem to be arguing our policies are basically the same. Is that what you are arguing? 
For a while there I thought you were arguing we are all on the same track.  
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Mr C.C. PORTER: I will get to the Labor policy in a moment if the Leader of the Opposition would like. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: That’ll be interesting. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: As I understand it—maybe I am being a little bit expansive—the member for Warnbro’s 
hopeful Labor policy is to take half the money we have allocated to the future prison budget, commission a 
committee to work out some way that is yet undefined and spend it now. That begs the question: if that blue 
trend line continued, as we might expect it will do and as it has done for the past 20 years, what do we do with 
the extra prisoners we might reasonably expect? The policy of members opposite, as far as I can discern, which 
might be of interest to the member for Kalgoorlie, is not to build the eastern Goldfields regional prison, but to 
have a committee and hope for the best. That is not a policy. Finally, we keep very close tabs on our key 
performance indicators under this government. There are two benchmarks, one of which is the percentage of 
prisoners assaulted in prisons. Our benchmark is three per cent. From January and February until now we have 
been well and truly under that benchmark. The figures have been 0.75, 0.9, 0.7, 0.9, 0.44, 0.6, 0.46, 0.51 and 
0.74. That is hardly chaos or a crisis. The benchmark for the number of staff assaulted in prisons is less than two 
per cent. Those figures as a percentage are 0.13, 0.08, 0.08, 0.1, 0.11, 0.19, 0.22, 0.30 and 0.08. Although this 
was a tragic incident, it needs to be kept in context. The prison system is neither overcrowded, nor is it being 
operated in a fashion that does anything other than meet all of our benchmarks. 

The SPEAKER: I simply rise to note that the Attorney General has tabled two documents for the remainder of 
this day’s sitting. Are they to be tabled permanently, Attorney General? 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Yes. 

The SPEAKER: They are tabled permanently. 

[See papers 2862 and 2863.] 

CERTIFICATE OF EDUCATION — EXAM ERRORS 

719. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Education: 

I draw the minister’s attention to the litany of errors in this year’s Western Australian Certificate of Education 
exams, including errors in the year 12 physics, modern history, music, economics and maths exams. 

(1) Are the mistakes in any way related to the 30 per cent, or $7 million, funding cuts that the Barnett 
government has made to the Curriculum Council’s budget? 

(2) What responsibility does the minister take for the errors? 

(3) How will the minister ensure that there is not a repeat of this plainly unacceptable situation next year? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

(1)–(3) The Western Australian Certificate of Education exams began on Monday, 1 November. On 
2 November, I met in my office with the chairman of the Curriculum Council, Professor Bill Louden, 
and David Wood, the chief executive officer, because I wanted to express to them my anger and 
disappointment at the mistakes that appeared on the first day or so of those exams. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: And they kept continuing. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: If the member wants an answer, she should just listen for once. Let us see whether the 
member can sit there for one minute without interrupting. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: I would like an answer. I hope you can actually address the budget cuts. I have asked you 
about the budget cuts and their impact. Try answering the question about the budget cuts. 

The SPEAKER: Order! One person has asked the question and one person is answering it—one person, the 
Minister for Education. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: No mistakes in an exam paper are acceptable. There have been a number of exams — 

Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I formally call to order the member for Girrawheen for the first time today. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: This is a very important issue that affects thousands of young Western Australians. I take 
this matter seriously and I would expect the opposition to take it seriously as well. I will go through this and 
explain what has happened during the last two weeks. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: You could have done that in a brief ministerial statement. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: The reason I have not drawn attention to this—I am surprised that the opposition has 
drawn attention to it while the exams are still on—is that the future of thousands of young Western Australians 
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depends on these exams. The opposition is now making a political issue out of it. The opposition could have 
waited until next week. This is not a political matter. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members. I have heard the question and I would like to hear the answer. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: When I met with the chairman of the Curriculum Council and the CEO on Tuesday, 
2 November, I specifically requested that every exam paper be checked and rechecked so that there would be no 
more mistakes. I am assured that two people checked every paper again at that point, yet there were mistakes in 
those papers. It is unexplainable that there would be mistakes in those papers. I will go through the papers and 
explain what the mistakes were in a moment. The mistakes are not systematic. Some are proofreading mistakes 
and some are other errors, which I will explain in a moment. When the exams are finished next week — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Can you explain the impact of the budget cuts, because that is what you have been asked 
about? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: It is nothing to do with cuts; it is to do with human error. It has nothing at all to do with 
budget cuts. It is very important to realise that the futures of thousands of year 12 students who are doing these 
exams depend on those exams. They should be given as much peace of mind as possible over the next week to 
complete those exams. They should expect that from every one of us. I am really sorry that the member for 
Midland is making this a political football. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: They expected better of you and your government. You have cut 30 per cent of funding out 
of the organisation that has failed the TEE students in this state. 

The SPEAKER: I formally call to order the member for Midland for the first time. 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I formally call the member for Riverton to order for the first time as well. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Since 2006 the number of exams that have been presented for year 12 has risen from 31 
to 93 because of a decision by the former Minister for Education and Training that stage 2 and 3 exams should 
be examined. This is the first year that the full set of exams has been offered to students. Errors in the exams 
have been identified in six areas. In the 3A and 3B physics paper, an incorrect unit of measurement was 
nominated. I understand that the action taken on this will result in all possible correct answers being accepted. In 
the history 3A and 3B paper—this was publicised in The West Australian—a wrong date was listed on a source 
document that was referred to. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: That is immaterial in history! 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: It was not immaterial because there were two different dates. It was not immaterial. In the 
papers for music 2A, 2B, 3A and 3B, in one of the three contexts, reference was made to material that was not 
necessarily part of the syllabus for all students studying the course. That error was made when setting the exam 
by the examiners, which was checked and rechecked. In the mathematics 3C and 3D paper, a zero was missing 
from one figure in an example used in one question. That is why I am very angry about it. This is what I had 
asked the chairman and the CEO to check and recheck when I spoke to them on 2 November. These exams were 
checked and rechecked but their errors were not picked up by the people who proofread them. In the business 
management and enterprise paper, there was an error in the data table to illustrate financial statements. Data from 
that table was used to answer two parts of the question. I am happy to table this page explaining those errors. I 
think the member for Midland also referred to the economics paper. A printing error occurred and the printer 
stapled some of the history paper to the economics paper. That printing error occurred in some of the bundles of 
a few papers. The errors I am tabling are the errors in the actual papers themselves. 

[See paper 2864.] 

CERTIFICATE OF EDUCATION — EXAM ERRORS 

720. Mrs M.H. ROBERTS to the Minister for Education: 

As a supplementary question, I note that the minister did not answer parts (2) or (3) of my question. On what 
basis can the minister assure the house that corners have not been cut in what should have been a rigorous 
checking process for the year 12 exams? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

I agree that it should have been a rigorous process. I asked for it to be rigorous, and corners have not been cut in 
the setting or checking of exams. Errors have been made. Errors were made in the past. In either the last or the 
second last year of the former government, there were two errors in the exam papers. This year, there have been 
errors in the exam papers in New South Wales this year, too. Errors occur. They should not occur and there is no 
excuse for it. I asked for these papers to be checked and rechecked. 
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HOUSING SHORTAGE — BROOME 

721. Mr I.C. BLAYNEY to the Minister for Housing: 

Can the minister please explain how this government is taking bold measures to address housing shortage issues 
in Broome that were created by and neglected under the previous government? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

I thank the member for Geraldton for his question. I am very pleased to update the house on the government’s 
progress in regional WA. I went to Broome a couple of weeks ago and visited the Broome Visitors Centre, the 
new Government Regional Officers’ Housing and the new social housing. I also visited the old Broome Motel. I 
would like to advise the house that the Department of Housing has purchased the Broome Motel to address the 
shortage of affordable accommodation for the very important service industry workers in Broome. This is a good 
news story, members opposite. The actual purchase price for the Broome Motel was $8.2 million. We will spend 
about $500 000 refurbishing it. Twenty-six rooms need refurbishing to provide kitchenettes. When completed, 
there will be 55 units in total comprising a bedroom, a kitchenette and a sitting room. The units will be managed 
by Foundation Housing Ltd, a not-for-profit community housing provider that currently manages 1 200 houses in 
Western Australia. The first tenants should be able to move in later this month. There will be 26 rooms. When 
refurbished, all 55 accommodation units should be completed by early next year. This accommodation targets 
essential service workers such as shop assistants, childcare workers, hairdressers, cleaners, tourist industry 
workers, and, most importantly, employees of non-government organisations, with a percentage being allocated 
to social housing. This is an outstanding achievement.  

When I was in Broome, both small business and non-government service providers highlighted the problems 
they had in providing accommodation for workers. I would like to refer to an article posted on The West 
Australian website by Flip Prior. She writes — 

The news that cheap housing for low-income workers could be available in Broome by the end of the 
month is welcome relief to Bohemia for Hair owner Tara Melville, whose hairdressing staff has already 
been chopped by astronomical rents.  

Ms Melville said the high cost of renting in Broome was the main reason her staff left but she couldn’t 
afford to pay any more wages. 

“Now I have four staff — I had five but I lost one because she couldn’t afford to live in Broome,” she 
said. 

“I never thought the government would actually help us out … I thought it was just: small business, 
deal with it yourself.” 

Believe it or not, 11 per cent of households in Broome—that is 3 464—are single, and earning less than $650 a 
week. We have over 50 applicants for one-bedroom accommodation on the public housing waitlist in Broome. 
Acquiring the motel will deliver additional housing very quickly. It is another great thing that the Western 
Australian government is doing for people in regional WA, and in particular for the people of Broome.  

KIMBERLEY NATIVE TITLE CONSENT DETERMINATIONS 

722. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Minister for State Development:  

I refer to a range of native title consent determinations in the Kimberley for which substantial progress had been 
made by the time this government came to office and are now awaiting final resolution, including: 
Nyikina Mangala near Derby; Bunuba near Fitzroy; Gooniyandi near Fitzroy; Balanggarra and Balanggarra 3 
near Wyndham; Dambimangari on the north west coast; Uungguu in the north west Kimberley; and Ngurrara B 
in the southern Kimberley.  

(1) Why has the Premier and Minister for State Development failed to resolve these claims?  

(2) Is the Premier and Minister for State Development deliberately delaying resolution of these claims? 

(3) Is the Premier and Minister for State Development not resolving these claims as a tactic to try to get the 
Kimberley Land Council to agree to the government’s terms for James Price Point?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

The member opposite has asked the question of the wrong minister. The Attorney General has responsibility for 
native title.  

Mr M. McGowan: You’re the Premier. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Don’t you take an interest in native title? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: He has asked it of the wrong minister.  
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Mr M. McGowan: You are the Minister for State Development, and you know it relates. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: He has asked the question of the wrong minister. Had he done a modicum of research, he 
would have asked it of the Attorney General.  

Mr M. McGowan: So James Price Point is not you? Interesting! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member did not ask about James Price Point. Had he asked the question — 

Mr M. McGowan: Yes, I did! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: They are a bunch of idiots over there. Are you guys listening? He asked the question of the 
wrong minister. Had he asked it of the Attorney General, he would have got a more detailed response. This 
government —  

Mr M.P. Whitely: You don’t answer any questions, do you? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I probably won’t if you keep interrupting!  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members for Bassendean and Perth!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Attorney General has responsibility for native title and negotiating settlements. 
Indeed, this government has achieved a number of settlements, most recently the Yawaru claim around Broome. 
I was at Echo Beach recently with the Minister for Environment. The Aboriginal people in that area were 
overwhelmed by the way in which the Attorney General had negotiated the settlement and has cleared the way 
for a lot of development now to take place in Broome. It has given Aboriginal people what they sought—
traditional ownership.  

Other claims are being negotiated including over the south west of Western Australia. I am sure if the member 
would like to ask the question of the Attorney General, he will provide a complete summary of the settlements 
being reached. As to the supposition put forward by the member opposite that we are delaying native title—no; 
exactly the opposite. We are doing all we can to bring native title claims to an end. With respect to James Price 
Point, one of the issues on the table in the negotiation is the settlement of native title.  

Mr M. McGowan: I have a supplementary question, Mr Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: Before I give the member for Rockingham a supplementary question, I will formally call to 
order for the first time the member for Mandurah.  

KIMBERLEY NATIVE TITLE CONSENT DETERMINATIONS 

723. Mr M. McGOWAN to the Minister for State Development: 

I have a supplementary question for the Minister for State Development. How does the minister explain to the 
traditional owners of these lands, like Nyikina Mangala elder John Watson, the delays, other than as a bargaining 
chip in its James Price Point negotiations?  

The SPEAKER: Before the Premier answers that, member for Rockingham, I would determine that to be an 
entirely separate question. If you are going to ask a supplementary question, I would deem that to be an entirely 
separate question.  

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I have a point of order, for the clarification of members.  

The SPEAKER: I am quite prepared to take the point of order. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The third part of my original question was this: Is the Premier 
and Minister for State Development not resolving these claims as a tactic to try to get the Kimberley Land 
Council to agree to the government’s terms for James Price Point? My supplementary question is remarkably 
similar because the Premier did not answer it in the first place.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Rockingham, I thank you for that clarification. I had misheard what you said. I 
will give the Premier the opportunity to answer it if he so desires.  

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

It was my impression that I had answered that. I made it clear as part of the negotiations to the Kimberley Land 
Council and the claimant groups over the area, which includes James Price Point, native title recognition —  

Mr E.S. Ripper: It is the other claims that have been delayed!  

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition!  
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: Members opposite can have their conversation and work out who is asking the question of 
whom. That will be a good move forward. They have no idea! It is an absolute rabble over there. The member 
for Rockingham asked the wrong minister the wrong question. He cannot get the supplementary question right 
and you now expect us to sort out your questions! We are prepared to answer questions; we do not have to sort 
out the asking of the question as well! This is an unbelievably incompetent opposition.  

As I said in the answer, native title is part of the negotiation of James Price Point. Negotiations continue in good 
faith with the claimants. There are competing claims over James Price Point. It is unallocated crown land but a 
settlement in terms of native title is part of what is on the table for negotiation. Indeed, very good negotiations 
were held this week.  

LIQUEFIED NATURAL GAS — INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE AND EXHIBITION, APRIL 2016 

724. Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND to the Premier: 

Overnight in Houston, Texas, Perth was announced as the chosen city to host the eighteenth international 
conference and exhibition on liquefied natural gas in April 2016. Could the Premier explain what this 
announcement means for Perth and how it reflects Western Australia’s growing importance as a global energy 
supplier?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

This is my portfolio. At least on this side we know who is responsible for what! It was not that hard. This is more 
good news for Western Australia—they will hate it over there!  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Dirty deals!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Oh, dirty deals! The opposition hates good news. It hated the Berlin Philharmonic coming 
to Western Australia; it hated 10 000 people listening to it! Members opposite must be the most grumpy, 
miserable, unhappy people in the world! Imagine their caucus meeting: “I hate you more than I hate you!” It 
must be awful. The good news for Western Australia — 

Several members interjected.    

The SPEAKER: Member for Mount Lawley, I am sure you are looking forward to hearing the answer to this 
question as much as I and others in this place are. 

Mr T.G. Stephens: This is Norman Moore’s portfolio; it has nothing to do with your portfolio! 

The SPEAKER: Member for Pilbara, I formally call you to order for the first time today. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Mr Speaker, this is in my portfolio. The bid for LNG18, to be held in 2016, was made by 
the gas industry of Australia and APIA—the Australian Pipeline Industry Association—and the Western 
Australian government. At the meeting held in Houston last night, this state was represented by Anne Nolan, 
Director General of the Department of State Development. I think that is my department!  

Just as in the 1990s when this state made a bid for LNG12—a bid led by myself and one we succeeded in—this 
bid, led by the state government, has once again succeeded. This is a huge industry exhibition and a massive 
conference. It is estimated that there will be some 4 000 delegates, including some 2 240 international delegates, 
over 1 000 interstate delegates and about 700 delegates from Western Australia. There will also be a major 
exhibition. This will again place Western Australia very much in the centre of world petroleum, particularly 
natural gas, debate and discussion. From my recollections of 1998, LNG12 is probably the most elaborate 
conference to ever be held in Western Australia, and I have no doubt that by 2016 it will be a far, far bigger 
conference.  

Members opposite should not look in the mail for the invitation; they obviously do not want to come. They 
would not enjoy it. We want positive people; we want people who are proud of this state and proud of its 
industry achievements. I want to — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Go away, “Mr Negativity”. Go away; you are so boring! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: He is; he is dead boring!  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members!  
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Mr P. Papalia: I find the member for Cottesloe like a beached whale! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Wasn’t that funny! 

Mr Speaker, this is a great conference and it is an extremely high-spending conference in terms of the calibre of 
people coming and the types of events put on. I wish to conclude by congratulating the Australian petroleum 
and, in particular, gas industry. I congratulate Anne Nolan in her leading of the Western Australian 
representation. A great result was achieved overnight in Houston and I know that at least the members on this 
side of the house are proud of the achievements of Western Australia. 

CHEMCENTRE — DRUG ANALYSIS REPORT DELAYS 

725. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Commerce: 

I refer to recent reports of large delays at the ChemCentre processing drug analysis reports for police prosecuting 
drug offences, some dating back to 2005. This delay also holds up bringing drug manufacturers and traffickers to 
court. 

(1) Is the minister aware of this delay? 

(2) What measures are being put in place to alleviate these delays? 

(3) Is it simply a question of resources; and, if so, why are they not forthcoming?  

(4) Are other matters taking priority? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

I thank the member for Girrawheen for the question; a bit of notice would have been handy. I can advise — 

(1)–(4) The ChemCentre CEO, Peter Millington, has not advised me about any problems with staff. 

CHEMCENTRE — DRUG ANALYSIS REPORT DELAYS 

726. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Minister for Commerce: 

I have a supplementary question. Does the minister consider it acceptable that the good investigative work of 
police and cracking down on traffickers and manufacturers is being frustrated and prejudiced by these delays? 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I formally call you to order for the first time. When a member is on 
his or her feet asking a question I do not expect other members to continue a conversation.  

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

I will take this opportunity to make the point that the ChemCentre is a world-leading organisation, as the 
member knows. It undertakes world-leading forensic analysis and I have not been advised of any shortage of 
staff issues or about delays in any of the centre’s work.  

TOURISM — PLANNED REGIONAL EVENTS 

727. Mr F.A. ALBAN to the Minister for Tourism: 

This is a government that is focused on developing not just the city but regional areas as well. The success of 
taking events like the Berlin Philharmonic Orchestra performance to country areas is a great example of the 
progressive thinking of this government.  

Will the minister please outline to the house some of the — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Take a seat, member.  

I formally call the member for Pilbara for the second time. I formally call the member for West Swan for the first 
time. I formally call the member for Mandurah for the second time today, even though I did not see his lips move 
on this occasion!  

Mr F.A. ALBAN: This is a government that is focused on developing not just the city but regional areas as well. 
The success of — 

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Mr Speaker, the chapter in the standing orders dealing with questions contains the word 
“questions”—it is full of the word, Mr Speaker. The member is making a statement and under standing order 77 
a member is not supposed to make a statement, but to ask a question. 
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The SPEAKER: You are providing me with some information, member for Rockingham, and I am always 
appreciative of that. I endeavour in this place to enable members, in their individual ways—and there are 58 of 
you—to ask questions in this place if the opportunity arises. I have given the opportunity to the member for 
Swan Hills. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr F.A. ALBAN: And for the third time: This is a government that is focused on developing not just the city 
but regional areas as well. The success of taking events like the Berlin Philharmonic Orchestra performances to 
country areas is a great example of the progressive thinking of this government.  

Will the minister please outline for members some of the excellent events planned for regional Western 
Australia? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

I thank the member for Swan Hills for his excellent question. 

We all know that tourism is a very important industry in our regions and that it is one in recent times in which 
some operators have — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Take a seat, minister. I formally call to order the member for Mandurah for the third time today 
and the member for Armadale for the first time. It is very simple, members. The very simple solution, if you 
want answers to your questions, is fewer interjections. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Tourism in the regions is a very important industry; it is a $2 billion industry in our 
regions. The regional events scheme greatly supports tourism in many of our regional areas. It has both 
economic and social impacts in the towns and regional centres where these events are held. Every year, $300 000 
is spent supporting those regional events—in two lots. The second round of regional events closed on 16 August 
and, in the second round, $175 000 has been awarded for 11 events. A number of those events are sporting 
events, some are cultural events, and some are food and wine events. Some of these events have gradually grown 
up over many years and some are new. There are three festivals, two of which are music festivals—the Boyup 
Brook Country Music Festival, which features the state country music awards, and the Nannup Music Festival. 
Another interesting festival, held every other year, is the Ningaloo Whale Shark Festival. Five different sporting 
events will be funded under the second round, including Gamex in Exmouth—a fantastic event that I visited 
earlier this year—and the Leonora Golden Gift, which is Australia’s richest footrace event, with total prize 
money across the various races of $50 000, including $6 000 for the men’s mile and $6 000 for the women’s 
mile. This year the event attracted 120 competitors. The Coastal Clash at Lancelin is a new event that features 
the multi-sport disciplines of cycling, cross-country running, ocean swimming and ocean paddling. There is also 
the well-established Busselton Jetty Swim and the Iron Man Western Australia Triathlon at Busselton.  

Mr J.N. Hyde: Those events have been funded for decades. That is not new money.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: They are important events. Many of them have been funded for a long time. I am glad the 
member supports them.  

The other major area is in food and wine. Taste Great Southern is a cross-regional event that is held in Denmark, 
Mt Barker and Albany. It will feature quality produce and wine from the region as well as markets and 
workshops. One event that I know the members for Mandurah and Dawesville get involved in is the Channel 
Seven Mandurah Crab Fest, which involves catching, cooking and eating crabs.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: That is not a new event.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I did not say that they are all new events. I said that some of them are new events.  

I refer also to the Margaret River Wine Region Festival. These events add vibrancy to local communities and 
allow people to participate as organisers and volunteers.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members! I formally call the member for Perth to order for the first time and the 
member for Girrawheen to order for the second time.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: These events are going from strength to strength in their importance and in the number of 
visitors that they attract. Visitor expenditure in the towns enhances tourism. We will continue to build events in 
the regions as we have done over the past two years.   
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KARRATHA DESALINATION PLANT — COST 

728. Mr F.M. LOGAN to the Minister for Water:  

I refer to the minister’s apparent inability or unwillingness to answer a fairly simple parliamentary question 
about the funding of the very expensive Karratha desalination plant.   

(1) How much of the $370 million that it will cost to build the project will be funded by an equity injection 
and how much will be funded through Water Corporation borrowings?  

(2) What is the annual community service obligation payment for the project?  

(3) What impact will the project have on full water charges for the Western Australian community as a 
whole and for Karratha residents in particular?  

(4) Will the funds for the project be provided in the forthcoming midyear review?  

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 

(1)–(4) I thank the member for Cockburn for his question. I believe he now supports the government’s good 
decision to construct a desalination plant in Karratha to supply water for the Karratha community and to 
allow residential, semi-commercial and commercial development. The $370 million that has been 
committed to the desalination plant will be part of an extension of the Water Corporation’s borrowings 
as part of its capital expenditure budget. As far as the issue of community service obligations, the 
member would be aware that CSOs are provided as part of the community subsidy in our program for 
uniform residential water pricing. The CSO is about $40 million of payments to provide a uniform price 
for residential users in the north for up to 500 kilolitres. As the member knows, there is a differential 
between upper limits for residential users in the south and upper limits for residential users in the north. 
The figure for the south is 300 kilolitres and the figure for the north is 500 kilolitres. Members opposite 
screamed so much about the increase in water prices in the last budget that I thought they had had their 
throats cut! Now they are not only asking about the surety of supply for the good people of Karratha, 
but also complaining about our community service obligation to provide an affordable uniform price for 
the people of the Pilbara.  

KARRATHA DESALINATION PLANT — COST 

729. Mr F.M. LOGAN to the Minister for Water: 

I ask a supplementary question. The minister just told the house that the $370 million will be part of Water 
Corporation borrowings. He also informed the house that the CSO will be $40 million. I asked the minister that 
question on notice, but he refused to answer it. I come back to the other question that he failed to answer: what 
impact will this have on water fees for the people of Western Australia as a whole and for the people of Karratha 
in particular?  

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 

The member ought to do more homework. The community service obligation for water pricing and water service 
charges is a contribution that the government makes to maintain a uniform pricing policy for water. How much 
clearer do I need to be?  

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2009–10 (SUPPLEMENTARY) BILL 2010 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2009–10 (SUPPLEMENTARY) BILL 2010 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from 16 November. 

DR A.D. BUTI (Armadale) [2.47 pm]: I rise to continue the debate that commenced last night on the 
Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2009–10 (Supplementary) Bill 2010 and the Appropriation 
(Consolidated Account) Capital 2009–10 (Supplementary) Bill 2010.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members! If members wish to communicate with one another, I suggest that they do so 
outside the chamber. Some members wish to listen to this part of today’s proceedings. I suggest to those who 
have other business that they take it outside. I have given the call to the member for Armadale. I want to hear 
what he has to say. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: My friend the member for Victoria Park commenced debate on this bill for the opposition last 
night. He stated quite well that the moneys that we are talking about relate to section 27 of the Financial 
Management Act and that they are for extraordinary and unforeseen matters. “Extraordinary” and “unforeseen” 
are key terms. I will come back to them later.  
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It is the opposition’s job to hold this government to account financially. Indeed, we are talking about taxpayers’ 
money. It is difficult to provide a forensic examination of the government’s spending program if we have not 
been given detail about that spending program. As of last night—I am unclear about the situation today—the 
government had provided us with only a sketch of the breakdown of that funding. Basically, we were provided 
with a mud map. We are unable to scrutinise in detail the government’s spending. The Treasurer argues that this 
funding is for extraordinary and unforeseen circumstances over and above the normal budgetary process. Last 
night, after prompting from the member for Victoria Park, the Treasurer promised that he would provide a 
further breakdown of that funding today. I have not seen that breakdown; in any case, it should have been 
provided days ago.  

The member for Victoria Park was rather entertaining and informative last night as he relived events of March 
2009 in which the Premier dismissed the former Treasurer and proceeded to answer opposition questions about 
the advancement process. I was not a member of the house at the time, but from the account provided last night 
by the member for Victoria Park, it seems that the Premier sent the former Treasurer on his bike and took over 
proceedings for the government. As was confirmed during the member for Cannington’s contribution last night, 
this government is a one-man band. As was confirmed by the Premier last night, we do not need to write to 
ministers, as we should write to only the Premier himself if we want issues in our electorates to be taken 
seriously by this government. However, I am not sure whether the Premier therefore understands the 
Westminster system: his ministers actually do have portfolio responsibilities and it is reasonable for us as 
representatives of our electorates to write to the relevant ministers. But I am digressing. 

Mr P.T. Miles interjected. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, I am. At least we will not have a situation whereby the Premier dismisses the Treasurer 
during this debate! I would think that the Premier probably does not dislike the Treasurer, although he could be 
dissatisfied with the Treasurer’s performance; likewise, the current Treasurer could be dissatisfied with the 
Premier’s performance. As we all know—it was confirmed last night by his silence when asked by the member 
for Cannington—this Premier does not like being Treasurer. There is no doubt that by the end of the year he will 
be replaced as Treasurer. Who will be the new Treasurer? Will it be the recycled member for Vasse? Will it be 
the Minister for Health? Will it be the Attorney General and Minister for Corrective Services, or the Minister for 
Planning and Culture and the Arts? The member for Cannington’s tip is that it will be the Minister for Planning 
and Culture and the Arts. I must say that my tip is that it will be the Attorney General, but — 

Mr D.A. Templeman: I notice you haven’t got the member for Swan Hills in the mix! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: No, I thought that might be too much of a jump, but anything is possible with this government! 

Mr M.W. Sutherland: Give him a chance! 

Mr F.A. Alban: You never know! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: After that statement — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: He’d be right in front of you, member for Mount Lawley! 

The SPEAKER: Take a seat, member for Armadale. Member for Victoria Park, normally I enjoy your 
interjections, but you need to make them from your allocated seat in this place. I formally call you to order for 
the first time. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: At least by Christmas we should know who the new Treasurer of Western Australia is. During 
last night’s debate, the Premier by way of interjection said to the member for Victoria Park that expense growth 
had come down from 12 to seven per cent. When the member for Victoria Park queried how the Premier had 
arrived at this figure, the Premier said, “Read the media releases—public sector expenditure.” 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: He’s never read the annual report, member. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Certainly, and the member for Victoria Park had to point out to him that the 2009–10 Annual 
Report on State Finances showed that expense growth had gone from 13.5 per cent to 10.9 per cent. Is the 
Premier telling us that we should scrutinise government policy and government finances by just reading media 
releases?  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It says a lot, member. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: It certainly does say a lot. We know the term in federal politics “Sloppy Joe”. “Sloppy Col” does 
not actually rhyme but I think the analogy is quite correct and appropriate. It is no wonder that when Richard 
Court was Premier, he did not trust the current Premier. We know that when Richard Court was defeated by 
Geoff Gallop, he did what he could to prevent the current Premier from becoming the Leader of the Opposition 
in 2001. At least we are fortunate that we have been spared the nightmare of having in this chamber the current 
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commonwealth shadow foreign minister and federal Deputy Leader of the Opposition, because, if members 
remember, either Richard Court or people close to Richard Court were advocating at the time that the current 
federal deputy opposition leader become the new shining light of the state opposition. 

Also by way of interjection last night, although I notice that Hansard did not pick this up, I heard and many 
members on this side of the house heard — 

Ms R. Saffioti: I heard it, too! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I thank the member very much.  

Mr P.T. Miles: What did you hear? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Members opposite will be told; just wait and listen! The interjection from the Premier was quite 
amazing. He said that I—who have been in the job only two months, if I have been in the job two months—
should be doing more for Armadale because Labor had rejected Armadale. The Premier had been to Armadale 
last week and was very disappointed with what he saw, and he said that Labor had neglected the area. That is an 
amazing comment by the Premier! I thought he would be happy with what he saw, so I was very, very surprised. 
In fact, I am very happy, though, that he wants me to do more for Armadale. I will be writing to him next week 
because, from my understanding of comments made last night, I should not write to his ministers. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Don’t write to them! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I have to write to “One-man-band Colin”. 

Mr P. Papalia: Just walk into his office! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: That might be the way to go, member for Warnbro. 

Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I know that the member for Armadale is a very new boy in this house, but he should learn 
standing orders, which say that we do not refer to another member by their Christian name or their surname but 
by their seat or their title. 

The SPEAKER: I accept the point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members!  

Dr A.D. BUTI: As I said, I was — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I want to hear the member for Armadale; I do not want to hear interjections from the member 
for Mindarie or the member for Bassendean or anybody else in this chamber. I have given the call to the member 
for Armadale. 

Point of Order 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: Point of order, Mr Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: There is no point of order, member for Mindarie. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: There is a man poking his tongue out at me! I find it offensive.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: I find you offensive! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I take that as a point of order. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: It is an ugly tongue! It is a tongue that should be on a lizard. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Mindarie, I formally call you to order for the first time and the second time today. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: It goes with the scales! 

The SPEAKER: I call you to order for the first time, member for Bassendean. 

Member for Mindarie, if you are going to make a point of order, I do not expect it to be a frivolous one. I expect 
you to be able to quote from the book of standing orders with reference to what you might be making a point of 
order about. There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 
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Dr A.D. BUTI: The Minister for Police is very right: I am the new boy on the block and I was surprised that the 
Premier expected that I should have done more for Armadale in the two months that I have been in this place.  

Several members interjected. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I would think that the Minister for Planning and Culture and the Arts would not agree with the 
Premier’s statement that Armadale has been neglected. Last Monday I was with the Minister for Planning at the 
formal opening of the Aboriginal interpretive centre at Champion Lakes. I note that the Minister for Planning 
and Culture and the Arts was very impressed with that facility, as is the member for Vasse who thinks that it is a 
great rowing facility. Who was the person who instigated the development of Champion Lakes?  

Ms R. Saffioti: Was it the Premier? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: No, it was not the Premier. I am not sure whether the Premier knows where Champion Lakes is, 
but it was — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Did you know the Premier used to paint the harbour bridge? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: But it actually was the former member for Armadale and former Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure, Hon Alannah MacTiernan.  

I must say that I nearly fell off my seat last night when the Premier said that Labor had neglected Armadale. Let 
us look at the facts. I would even think that the member for Darling Range who should, of course, be in the 
ministry if there is any reshuffle — 

Ms R. Saffioti: Serpentine–Jarrahdale. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: No, he is the member for Darling Range. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: For heaven’s sake, member—I have been offered a job in the ministry before you have! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Yes, that is right. The member for Darling Range would be impressed with what has happened 
in Armadale because his seat borders my seat. He would be impressed with the Tonkin Highway extension to 
Byford. He would be impressed with Champion Lakes; in fact, the member for Darling Range was at the same 
opening on Monday as I was with the Minister for Planning and Culture and the Arts.  

When I said “let us look at the facts”, let us go back to the Richard Court days. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Do we have to? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Unfortunately, I think that we do, member for Victoria Park. If we look at that period of office, 
Armadale was completely neglected by the tories. It seemed that the Court government thought that the outer 
metropolitan limit was Cannington, because any government services that we had at the time—there were not 
many—were moved to Cannington. Nothing existed in Armadale. But then, thankfully, in 2001, the Gallop 
government came to power, and for the next seven or so years the Armadale region was transformed and that 
transformation was led by Hon Alannah MacTiernan. There was belief; Armadale has always been a high 
priority of the Labor Party. The Labor Party; the minister, who was also the local member; the City of Armadale; 
and the Armadale Redevelopment Authority, which was another great initiative of the Labor government, 
transformed the region of Armadale. It is a shame that the Premier is not here to hear my speech. 

Mr M. McGowan: He will be listening. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I hope he is, because I wish I had met him when he came to Armadale. We could have had a 
coffee at the Dome cafe in Armadale. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: The Premier likes to have a coffee, especially if there is a justice issue to ignore. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: That is right. If we had had lattés or cappuccinos at the Dome cafe, which I believe is the biggest 
Dome cafe in the state, we could then have taken a stroll through the revitalised CBD of Armadale. I could have 
taken him to the new train station at Armadale. I could have taken him to the rejuvenated and renovated train 
station at Kelmscott, although one would probably think that the Premier is not interested in train stations. It 
seems that the Tories have a DNA-imprinted prejudice against rail. Which government closed the Fremantle–
Perth railway line? It was the Sir Charles Court government. I wonder whether the Premier would be game 
enough now to close that line. I wonder how his constituents in Cottesloe would feel about that.  

We could have popped over to the Wungong urban waters project, which is creating Perth’s most sustainable 
energy and water efficient community. We could have then gone to the Forrestdale Business Park. We could 
have gone to the Champion Lakes Regatta Centre. I am sure that if the Premier had spoken to some of his 
constituents, he would find that they were impressed because many of them go to the Champion Lakes rowing 
regattas, because many of them are rowers, and the Head of the River regatta is held at the Champion Lakes 
aquatic facility. It is a fantastic facility, the building of which was instigated, and the initial stages of building 
and the stages that allow rowing to take place completed, under a Labor government. 
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I cannot understand how the Premier can say that Labor has neglected Armadale. After we had a row or canoe at 
Champion Lakes, we could have driven on the Tonkin Highway extension to Armadale and then to the 
Armadale–Kelmscott Memorial Hospital. 

Mr P. Papalia: He probably would have needed it by then. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: He probably would have. 

Several members interjected. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: His interjection was not worth commenting on. 

Several members interjected. 

THE ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Members! I have just taken the chair. I want to hear the 
member for Armadale. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Of course, the Armadale–Kelmscott Memorial Hospital has been subject to incredible pressure 
under the responsibility of the current Minister for Health, but under the Labor government it had a $10 million 
upgrade. I presume that the member for Wanneroo thinks it is pork-barrelling when money is put into hospitals. 
It is amazing that when money is put into a hospital it is pork-barrelling. Where is a government to put money, 
member for Wanneroo? His silence tells it all. 

I could then have taken the Premier to all the education facilities. I could have showed him the great work that 
Labor did with the various educational institutions in the Armadale region. For instance, Labor, with some 
federal funding, spent $3 million upgrading the Cecil Andrews Senior High School. To be fair, I should let 
members on both sides know that the Court family has a close connection to the Cecil Andrews Senior High 
School that I am very impressed with. Sir Charles Court opened the Cecil Andrews Senior High School in the 
mid-1970s, if I am right, although I cannot exactly remember when it was. The Court family has every year since 
that day donated a scholarship to that school, which is very impressive. Labor also put nearly $200 000 into the 
upgrade of the Gwynne Park Primary School special educational centre. It put $2.3 million into the construction 
of the science block and agricultural facility at Kelmscott Senior High School, which, I must also let members 
know, is where the member for West Swan and I graduated from, so it must be an outstanding high school. The 
Labor government funded many other school projects in the area. 

The Labor government also provided low-interest loans to private schools in the area; funding for sewerage 
infill; $46.5 million for water infrastructure at Wungong; funding for river restoration of the Canning River in 
the Kelmscott region; not to mention the $21 million for power upgrades to the area; funding for quality, low-
cost housing in the Seville Grove area and other housing support. That is just the state funding by Labor. I will 
not get onto the federal funding because I will not have enough time. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Several members interjected. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Pork-barrelling? The funding of education and hospitals is pork-barrelling! That is amazing. 
One must wonder what one is supposed to spend money on when in government. This debate is about money 
spent by this government over and above the normal budgetary process, so presumably it has spent the money on 
something. I am wondering what pork-barrelling has occurred under the current government. 

The Premier and I could have had a coffee at the Dome cafe in Armadale. When the Premier and I went for a 
stroll along Jull Street, the Premier could have found out what the constituents of the area think that Labor has 
done. They could have also told the Premier what he has done for them. What the Premier has done for them is 
massive hikes in electricity and utility charges. That is what his government has done for the electors and 
constituents of the Armadale region. In 2008 Labor placed $780 million in the budget so that electricity price 
hikes would not be any greater than 10 per cent a year. What did the Barnett government do? It stripped that 
money out of the budget so that it could fund the royalties for regions agreement with the National Party, leaving 
families, sporting clubs and associations in my area, and other areas, with hikes of 26 per cent last year and 
18.25 per cent this year, compounding to a 48 per cent hike. That is the Premier’s contribution to Armadale. 
Labor has contributed to Armadale in many areas. The Premier’s contribution has been increased electricity and 
household costs. 

I am surprised that the Premier, who has just now walked in, has such a negative view of Armadale. Last night 
he said he was very disappointed in what he saw in Armadale. That is very different from what he said when he 
visited Armadale at the invitation of the City of Armadale. At the conclusion of that visit there was a small 
function. Do members know what the Premier said to that audience? He said that he was mightily impressed 
with what he saw in Armadale. He also said, and I do agree with him on this point, that Armadale needs a high-
quality TAFE facility and a very much improved Armadale Senior High School. I am totally in agreement with 
him on that. I look forward to working with him to achieve that. The Premier is saying that we need much more 
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for Armadale. He is now in government, so I hope that he will fund the Kelmscott Davis Road underpass, and 
that he will help fund a year-round heated swimming pool, an arts centre and much more, including the Justice 
School Link program. It is a shame that the Minister for Corrective Services is not here, because I am sure he 
will be interested in this, as I hope the Minister for Education would be. The Justice School Link program is 
being piloted at one of my local schools, Neerigen Brook Primary School, which is very fortunate to have at its 
helm a very dynamic and innovative principal, whose name is Megan Barnett. I am not sure whether she is 
related to the Premier. I do not think she is, but we never know. Anyhow, under this program, the school has 
formed a partnership with a number of prisons in Western Australia. The way the program works is that funding 
is provided to prisoners. Prisoners work in the prison, and they receive a payment over and above what they 
normally would receive for working in the prison. That money is then utilised by their children in the education 
system. Their kids can use that money to buy educational products at the school. It is an innovative program that 
links the child with the imprisoned parent, and the linkage is education and work. Some very modest funding is 
required of $1 300 per prisoner. So I hope the Premier and the Minister for Corrective Services, and also the 
Minister for Education, will see this as a worthwhile project and will fund it. 

Last night, the Premier lambasted the member for Cannington. He said that the member for Cannington had not 
written to the Premier. Although the member for Cannington had written to ministers, apparently we should not 
write to ministers; we should write only to the Premier if we want something done. Do not worry. Next week I 
will write to the Premier to invite him to Armadale, because I want to work closely with the Premier to further 
improve on the great work that was commenced by the Labor government and hopefully —  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I will be spending a lot of time in Armadale over the next couple of years. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: That will be fantastic, Premier. I would love to see the Premier there. We could work together. 
That is what it is all about, is it not, Premier? Is that not what it is all about—that we work together to achieve 
great things? Therefore, we can go on our own magical mystery tour of Armadale. I am looking forward to that. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I am, but not with you; I can tell you that right now! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: The Premier would not know. One would wonder how much the Premier really knows about 
Armadale.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Not a lot! 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I am sure he will get lost if he is not guided. Did members hear that? The Premier will not deal 
with the local member! The Premier was given an invitation from the local member to come to his area to help 
him improve the local area, and he will not do it! He rejects that invitation! That will bring great headlines in the 
local newspaper next week, I can assure members. That just shows us that this Premier lives in the western 
suburbs. He does not care about Armadale. The Attorney General, in his inaugural speech, talked about the 
imaginary Mason–Dixon line bisecting the Narrows Bridge. It is not imaginary under the Tories. Under the 
Tories, Armadale does not exist. They could not even run a candidate; that is how much they care about 
Armadale. What a joke, Premier! The Premier will not meet with the elected representative of Armadale. What a 
joke! I thought the Premier actually had greater character than that—that he actually does care about all Western 
Australians. But the Premier only cares about Western Australians who are in non-Labor seats. We have it on 
record—I hope Hansard has picked it up—that the Premier will not agree to meet with the local member in 
Armadale. 

Several members interjected. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Let us get back to the meanings of “extraordinary” and “unforeseen”. Webster’s Online 
Dictionary defines “extraordinary” as beyond or out of the common order or method; not usual, customary, 
regular, or ordinary. It defines “unforeseen” as unexpected; something that we did not think about; something 
that was not realised beforehand. 

Let us turn to the recurrent appropriation figures provided by the government. Has the member for Victoria Park 
received the updated detailed breakdown that the Treasurer promised us we would receive today? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: No; I am still waiting for that. 

Dr A.D. BUTI: But, anyhow, we can only go by what we can go by. Under the flimsy details that we did receive 
yesterday, nearly every ministerial portfolio seems to have extraordinary and unforeseen matters that need 
funding. Let us be fair. Of course that is going to happen in certain circumstances. In health, for instance, or even 
in corrective services, there will be extraordinary and unforeseen matters. But in education? In the education 
portfolio, we have nearly $67 million of extraordinary and unforeseen matters that need to be funded. As 
members would know from my inaugural speech, I have a special interest in education. It is crucial to the 
national development and the national economic benefit of this nation. But education is not a national emergency 
portfolio. There has not been a major influx of students that could not have been catered for in the normal 
budgetary process. The Minister for Education has not made a decision about the movement of year 7 students 
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from primary school to high school, which of course will have a major effect on the budget. None of that has 
happened. What we do know is that the minister has failed to meet the three per cent efficiency dividend, which 
comes to nearly $52 million. The question is: why has the minister failed to realise that three per cent efficiency 
budgetary target? Is she a weak minister? Is she not competent? Is she not on top of her portfolio? It is actually 
very hard for us to know. We have a lack of detail—detail that was going to be provided by the Treasurer today. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you support independent public schools? As a deep thinker on education, do you support 
independent public schools? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I am about to get onto that, Premier. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you—yes or no? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I am about to get onto that. With regard to independent public schools, which I was going to get 
onto in any case, the jury is out. There are many advocates for them, and there are many knockers of them. I 
have actually had a meeting with every principal in my area; some are supportive and some are not supportive. I 
can see some benefits, Premier, but I can also see some negatives.   

Mr F.A. Alban: Such as? 

Dr A.D. BUTI: Does the member know what one of the negatives is? It is a two-tiered system. That is what one 
of the negatives is. If the member spoke to some of the principals, he might find out. We need to do a cost–
benefit analysis. Has the minister done a cost–benefit analysis with regard to the educational benefit, with regard 
to the community benefit and with regard to the financial benefit of independent public schools? Has the minister 
done that or has she not done that? Where are the details of that policy? No justifications have been provided for 
the $67 million additional funding for education. There is no data that justifies that $67 million over and above 
the normal budgetary process. There may be justifications for that, but where are those justifications? We have 
not seen them.  

In any case, my invitation to the Premier remains open. I would hope that he is big enough to realise that he 
made a mistake by refusing to meet the local member in Armadale. I would hope that the Premier would come to 
Armadale, where I have lived for 40 of my 49 years; I might actually have some idea of the area. I would hope 
that, regardless of politics, regardless of whether we are Liberal or Labor, the Premier, as the Premier of this 
state, and as the person who has the responsibility for the welfare and the wellbeing of every citizen of this state, 
whether they live in Cottesloe or Armadale, would be prepared to meet the local member. It is an absolute 
disgrace when the Premier of the day refuses to meet the local member at the invitation of the local member. 

MS A.R. MITCHELL (Kingsley) [3.18 pm]: I rise to support the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) 
Recurrent 2009–10 (Supplementary) Bill 2010 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 2009–10 
(Supplementary) Bill 2010, and I am very proud to do so. I say that because, for me, there is a great deal of 
evidence in my community of the benefits and the support and the positive outcomes from this Liberal–National 
government. We are producing results and we are getting very good outcomes. My comments are not going to be 
theoretical. My comments are going to be very practical, because that is what I believe the debate on these bills 
needs to be. I am a very practical person.  

I will start with law and order. I am very pleased to say that over the past two years, I am one of the persons who 
have been very concerned about law and order standards in our community. But I now have some great facts that 
demonstrate that what we have been doing, the legislation that we have introduced and the expenditure that we 
have allocated, is producing outcomes. I have three suburbs in my electorate, and I will go through each of them. 
In Greenwood, assaults are down 18 per cent; burglary, other than dwellings and motor theft, down 30 per cent; 
graffiti, down 30 per cent; and motor vehicle theft is also down slightly, but not to that extent. In Kingsley, 
assaults are down 23 per cent and motor vehicle theft is down 50 per cent. There has also been a reduction in 
burglary. In Woodvale, assaults are down 20 per cent and graffiti is down 15 per cent. Overall, that means that 
across the three suburbs, I can provide demonstrated percentages that assaults are down 21 per cent; graffiti, 
15 per cent; theft of motor vehicles, 17 per cent; and burglary, other than motor vehicles and dwellings, 38 per 
cent. That is pretty clear. These figures are the result of the very strong law and order stance this government has 
acted upon.  

I move now to transport. Stage 2 car parks at Whitfords and Greenwood train stations have been completed. 
There are now an additional 210 car parks at Whitfords and 176 bays at Greenwood. This has certainly alleviated 
the parking congestion at these train stations.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: You promised that in your campaign.  

Ms A.R. MITCHELL: I certainly did. It was very easy to deliver that because we want to make sure we provide 
support for the people in these electorates. The extra car parks have been very well received and they have 
certainly made parking a lot easier. It has lessened the parking in the side streets and stopped those other 
situations from occurring. I am looking forward — 
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Mr M.P. Whitely interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Member for Bassendean!   

Ms A.R. MITCHELL: As I said, I am looking forward to the next phase of improvements to the public 
transport options within my electorate because, unfortunately, it is possible to get to the Greenwood train station 
only by car, bicycle or on foot. I am working hard towards getting the introduction of a bus service. I am sure 
this government will be very conscious of delivering those outcomes because it supports the public transport 
initiative.  

I must also say that many seniors in my electorate love the ability to travel free on public transport during off-
peak times. It has been a very well received policy and is of benefit to the senior members of our community. I 
get very positive comments on a regular basis that seniors appreciate it. We have remembered our seniors, shown 
consideration for them and given them something tangible to access.  

I will speak now about education. I am sorry the member for Armadale has left because I am a very big advocate 
for the independent public school process. I have said before, and I will say again, that it has rejuvenated and 
reinvigorated public education in Western Australia, albeit I was disappointed that none of my schools was 
selected in the first intake. It is important that we make sure we do not go silly and just toss it out in the first 
year. We are making sure the schools are ready and will be successful in their operations and that the people, the 
teachers and the school community are ready to take on some extra responsibility and embrace the empowerment 
that comes with the independent public school process. There is no doubt that schools want the ability to take 
control, to initiate and to be responsible for their operations and not be told what they can do. I think this 
independent public schools initiative is a very important part of the education process for students in Western 
Australia.   

I also want to talk about the official opening of the new Greenwood Primary School last Friday. I have to say 
that the construction of this school was a source of controversy under the previous government and prior to the 
last election. It was very advantageous for me, and it was very pleasing to see the new $12.25 million fantastic 
set-up officially opened last week. It is a very, very positive learning environment for the students in the 
Greenwood area. It is an amalgamation of two schools.  

Mr M. McGowan: Are you saying that I made the right decision?  

Ms A.R. MITCHELL: We went through some controversy to get there, but in amalgamating the schools, yes.  

Mr M. McGowan: Was it the right decision or not?   

Ms A.R. MITCHELL: The amalgamation was a good decision. The process through the other issues was 
difficult, as the member for Rockingham will remember. The amalgamation was a refreshing initiative because 
there has not been a new school in that area for a long time. To see what is now available in the new school is 
great.  

Mr M. McGowan: Exactly. I think I said that at the public meeting you were at.  

Ms A.R. MITCHELL: The member did; I recall that. 

Mr M. McGowan: That was when everyone was screaming at me and being encouraged by people.  

Ms A.R. MITCHELL: Once again, I am sorry the member for Armadale has gone because he tackled the 
Premier on the increased costs of energy usage. None of us like it, but some of us admit that we had to make a 
stand and do something so that we had some money to do other things. I will not speak about that because I think 
that has not been put properly, but I want to congratulate the government on the net feed-in tariff program. That 
has been welcomed strongly by people in my electorate. I understand now that more than 22 000 homes have 
taken the opportunity to put photovoltaic systems on their roofs. It works out at about 1 000 systems a month. I 
have to say that I am one of those people. I have done it, and I am looking forward to a reduced energy account 
coming in on a regular basis.  

The other thing I am very pleased about is seeing in my electorate—the Minister for Energy was out there the 
other week—a number of over-55 lifestyle complexes. They do not consider themselves outside the system. 
They have taken the initiative themselves to collectively apply for grants and to negotiate to get a better deal 
from suppliers. One place, Timberside Villas, which comprises 140 villas, has placed PV cells on 109 of its 
villas. It now has a total of 663 PV cells on its roofs. This group was very smart and installed the PV cells when 
they could get a grant, so they were installed for no cost. Because they had more than 100 cells, a further 54 cells 
were installed on the roof of the community centre. That means the levies from the residents for the community 
centre will be less. Some people could not apply for the cells because their units are ground-floor units. 
Nonetheless, that is a tremendous achievement by a group of people who want to make a difference. They saw 
that there was a good scheme in operation and did something about it. I applaud them greatly.  
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The other issue I want to quickly mention is the development of the Joondalup Health Campus. This facility is 
important for people in my electorate. Other members and their constituents use the Joondalup Health Campus. 
It is fantastic that this government has been instrumental in initiating the construction of the additions and, more 
importantly, that they are ahead of schedule.  

I have outlined a few of the very clear examples of the success of the Liberal–National government to this stage. 
I am very proud to be part of this government and I look forward to the next two years and the next term of 
government.  

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [3.27 pm]: I rise to speak on the appropriation bills before the house. Of 
course, this is the usual debate on the Treasurer’s advance when the government seeks retrospective approval for 
the expenditure of public money. Members on this side are disappointed that we have yet to see the details of this 
mass of expenditure. Those appropriation bills provide for more than $900 million of additional expenditure, but 
we do not have the details. I will give one thing to the member for Vasse on one thing: at least he used to provide 
the information. It was slightly wrong—about $200 million out —  

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Yes; it was not always right but at least we got it.  

Mr M. McGowan: He had a crack anyway.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: One thing you could always say about the member for Vasse is that he had a go.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: At least we had the information. I find it disappointing and again contemptuous of 
Parliament and the process that we do not have that information.  

Dr A.D. Buti: It was promised last night, I think.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It was promised last night that it would be delivered this morning.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: If you want to stop for a minute, I will table it.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am on my feet. If the Premier provides it now, I cannot analyse it.  

Mr B.S. Wyatt: I asked you at question time and you said no. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Premier had ample opportunity from 12 o’clock.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: If you want to hesitate for a moment, I will table it. 

Tabling of Papers 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: If there is any way we can facilitate the Premier’s tabling it without the member for West 
Swan’s time running down, that would be wonderful. Are we able to do that?   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Thank you for your point of order. I am happy for the member 
for West Swan to stand up again. I will take it by interjection. If the Premier by way of interjection is offering 
to —  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am very disappointed that the document has not been tabled. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I just offered to table it. I was waiting for an opportunity. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: The Premier, by way of interjection, is seeking — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It is tabled. There you go. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Premier cannot table it like that. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I understand that the Treasurer, by way of interjection, is offering to table some 
documents. If the member for West Swan is happy for the Premier to do that by way of interjection, the 
document is tabled. 

[See paper 2865 and 2866.] 

Debate Resumed 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We have been sitting since 12 noon. The Treasurer could have had the decency to table those 
documents earlier. He could have given them to the shadow Treasurer. That would have been the decent thing to 
do. Yesterday the Treasurer said that there is no legislative requirement to table those documents. That is correct. 
There is no legislative requirement to table the budget papers either but the budget papers are tabled because 
they provide the information underpinning government expenditure. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Well, there it is. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The papers should be tabled during the second reading speech. 



 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 17 November 2010] 9007 

 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I did not have them last night. I have tabled them now that I have them. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: I asked you to table them half an hour ago and you said, “No, bad luck.” 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Because you behaved like a rabbit during question time. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Are you the Premier or a 15-year-old? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: The member for Armadale would not shut up and give me a chance to table it. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Are you the Premier or a 15-year-old? Start behaving like the Premier. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: They have been tabled. You have the documents. We are only up to about the fourth speech. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Start behaving like the Premier, not the 15-year-old member for Vasse. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Premier tabled the documents after the shadow Treasurer provided his response. The 
Treasurer should have tabled the documents during the second reading speech. That is what is done at budget 
time and that is what the Premier should do with the documents relating to the Treasurer’s advance. The 
Treasurer is right that there is no legislative requirement to do that, but there is no legislative requirement to 
table the budget papers either, but they are tabled because they provide the information necessary for Parliament 
to scrutinise the budget documents. This is contemptuous of Parliament and the opposition. It is another sign that 
the government does not want to be held accountable for the expenditure it is undertaking. The shadow Treasurer 
asked for the documents today and the Premier brushed him off. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I have given them to him. He has them. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Premier is being arrogant and contemptuous of Parliament. The shadow Treasurer did 
not have the information before he made his response and nor did the member for Cannington. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: He did not even talk about the budget. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: They could not talk about the budget because they did not know what was in it. It is hard to 
know what is in it without the documents. I would like to go through each item. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You have the documents. Get on with it. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am on my feet. The Premier knows that I cannot go through those documents now. This is 
another sign of the arrogance of the Treasurer and the contempt he has for this place. The Premier should have 
provided those documents. This is $1 billion of additional expenditure. The budget papers that provide for 
$22 billion in expenditure contain thousands of pages. All we were asking for was for the Premier to table just 
four or five pages for this $1 billion of additional expenditure. The Premier just has to concede that he got it 
wrong and that he should have tabled the document when he gave the second reading speech. It is a ridiculous 
situation, but we will go through it later tonight during the consideration in detail stage. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Very late tonight. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We are not afraid of sitting late, Treasurer. We do not descend after dinner time. We are not 
afraid of sitting late. 

As I said, there is $1 billion of additional expenditure in these appropriation bills. Again, without having been 
given the information, we can only speculate what the expenditure is for. These bills show the lack of financial 
management and control of this government. The government is not spending money in the suburbs, and 
particularly not in the suburbs that I represent. We have seen enormous government expenditure this year and 
last year, but again nothing has been spent on the north east corridor. People in my electorate are becoming 
increasingly concerned about the expenditure that is occurring in other people’s electorates, such as those of the 
Premier and the Leader of the National Party. 

Mr F.A. Alban: There is plenty of expenditure in Swan Hills. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: We will go through some of the issues relating to the member for Swan Hills in a second. 

Mr F.A. Alban: There are new buses. There are enough buses to make you dizzy. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: “Enough buses to make you dizzy”? That is a good line! The member is easily bought. 

Mr F.A. Alban: There are so many new buses that they are making the roads dangerous. There are so many 
buses now that there is a transport problem. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Is the member saying that the roads are dangerous? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Swan Hills! 

Mr F.A. Alban interjected. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: No, the member said it just then. 
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Mr F.A. Alban: No, you said it. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member said there were so many buses that they are making the roads dangerous. I am 
glad that the member for Swan Hills raised that because I want to talk about the dangerous roads in my 
electorate. The government is making decisions on the run because it wants to cover up its inability to deliver its 
key election commitment to build the Ellenbrook railway line. That is a fail. 

Mr F.A. Alban: Let’s see what you’re going to do. What are you going to do? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Is the government going to build the Ellenbrook railway line? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for West Swan! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Swan Hills. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Sorry. Thank you. Member for Swan Hills, I have called your name a number of 
times — 

Mr F.A. Alban: I make your life exciting. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: I call you for the first time. While I am on my feet, I will call the next member that I 
hear refer to another member by the member’s first name. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The day the member for Swan Hills makes my life exciting is the day I give it up! 

Back to the appropriation bills, the member for Kingsley raised the issue of law and order, which we are all 
grappling with in our electorates. Unfortunately, the government closed Ballajura Police Station in my electorate 
to save $400 000. That money has not been reinvested in Ballajura. I asked the Minister for Police for the police 
statistics on crime in Ballajura since the closure of that station. Although the member for Kingsley showed that 
there had been a decrease in some of the crime statistics in her electorate, I am sorry to say that I cannot provide 
similar results. I asked the minister about the impact of crime in my electorate since the closure of Ballajura 
Police Station. The figures that I received are from the Minister for Police’s answer to a question asked in the 
Legislative Council. There was a 9.7 per cent increase in assault, a 29.7 per cent increase in burglary of 
dwellings, a 157 per cent increase in robbery and a 40 per cent increase in motor vehicle theft. Over the course of 
the year during which the Ballajura Police Station was closed we have seen an increase in crime throughout 
Ballajura. I believe that is a direct result of the closure of the police station. The $400 000 saved by closing 
Ballajura Police Station has not been reinvested in Ballajura. That is a very significant failure of the government. 

I will move on to the enormous pressures on and need for infrastructure throughout the north east corridor. 
Although these appropriation bills contain $1 billion of additional expenditure, I cannot see—I do not have all 
the information—anything for the north east corridor. I understand that the information provided is not similar to 
the information provided last year, which gave details of what was being spent. As I said, no money is being 
spent in the north east corridor. A key issue, of course, is the Ellenbrook railway line and the government’s 
failure to deliver its election commitment. The people of Ellenbrook want the railway line. At a recent transport 
forum that was attended by the shadow transport spokesperson, Hon Ken Travers, the issue was raised 
constantly. This is a huge issue for the electorate of Swan Hills. 

Mr F.A. Alban: Apparently you had five people there. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: How does the member know? 

Mr F.A. Alban: One of my constituents came to see me and said that I should go along to help you. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member is so good. He is such a hero. 

Mr F.A. Alban: I must be. You are taking a lot of interest in my electorate. Over the last two years you have 
spoken about nothing other than my electorate. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The Ellenbrook train line affects my electorate too. 

Mr F.A. Alban: You have so many buses that the roads are dangerous.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I know. The roads are dangerous.  

Mr P. Papalia: I blame the government!  

Mr F.A. Alban: Nice shot, by the way.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He is a bit upset!  

Mr F.A. Alban: I just thought it was a bit of a joke.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Anyway, we can get distracted.  

The people of Ellenbrook and people throughout the north east corridor want to know where is the commitment 
to build the Ellenbrook rail line.  
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Mr P. Papalia: Where is the train? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Where is the train? That was a key election commitment by the member for Swan Hills and 
the Premier during the 2008 state election. Where is it? Right now there are homes being built through the new 
north east corridor, along Lord Street. 

Mr F.A. Alban: That is why we have sent the buses there.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The St Leonards Estate is moving along, with houses being built. Of course we have 
Brookleigh Estate, just south of Reid Highway. The whole issue is trying to get the infrastructure to match the 
housing development. We want transport infrastructure in place to serve not only Ellenbrook, but also the 33 000 
new people who will be moving into that corridor. The member for Swan Hills might sit there and think he is 
quite smart because there are a few buses, but he has to be really passionate about his electorate —  

Mr F.A. Alban: There is a bus every 10 minutes.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: He has to really fight for the Ellenbrook rail line.  

Mr F.A. Alban: There is a bus every 10 minutes! How much more does the member want? They go past the 
member’s electorate at Lord Street.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: So is the member walking away from the Ellenbrook rail line commitment?  

Mr F.A. Alban: I just told the member that she has more buses in her electorate than she can deal with!  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Is the member walking away from the Ellenbrook rail line commitment? 

Mr F.A. Alban: She should be happy; she asked for that! The member complained there were not enough buses 
for people on Lord Street; then she said there were so many buses it was dangerous. She should get her story 
together!  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Is the member walking away from the Ellenbrook rail line commitment? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: We never walk away!  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: So is the government building the rail line? The people of Ellenbrook are not stupid; the 
people throughout the north east corridor are not stupid. They know the difference between a bus and a railcar.  

Mr R.F. Johnson: I would hope so, too!  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: They know the existing road infrastructure is insufficient —  

Mr F.A. Alban: We have had to shift a couple of ice-cream vans to get the buses, by the way!  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member does not want to go there because the freedom of information requests —  

Mr F.A. Alban: Some more FOIs into my rubbish bin! I have cleaned it for use! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member for Swan Hills really does not want to go there!  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): For three minutes I have heard nothing except lousy bickering. 
Member for Swan Hills, I am going to call you for the second time today. Member for West Swan, I suggest you 
stop seeking interjections. Member for Mandurah, I suggest you read standing order 42 on three strikes.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member for Swan Hills is obviously walking away from his commitment to build the 
Ellenbrook rail line. As I said, the people are not stupid. Ellenbrook is a growing community in the north east 
corridor with 33 000 new people moving into that area. We need proper infrastructure. The rail line was a clear 
commitment from the Liberal government. There is absolutely no sign of activity on this front. In late 2008 the 
government committed to a route definition study. In April 2009 the government abandoned that, saying there 
would be a transport master plan that would pick up things like the route definition and the time frame. We still 
have not seen that major transport master plan. It still has not arrived. Is this government still committed to the 
Ellenbrook rail line? I think the answer, as shown today by the member for Swan Hills, is no.   

Mr R.F. Johnson: It’s a rhetorical question!  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I am not talking to the Minister for Police!  

Mr R.F. Johnson: I’m not talking to you! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Is the Acting Speaker going to call him to order for the interjection?  

The ACTING SPEAKER: That will do, Leader of the House.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: There is no commitment to the Ellenbrook rail line.  

Mr F.A. Alban: I can’t talk; I’m on two calls! Sorry. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Seriously, it is beyond comprehension!  

Mr P. Papalia: When was the last time the member for Swan Hills actually made a speech in this place?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I cannot remember. He has gone—afternoon tea is served!  

Of course, we need to know where the government is sitting in relation to the rail line. It is abandoning it. It is 
trying to cover it up by increasing some bus services. The road infrastructure is not coping with the additional 
buses, plus the heavy residential traffic, plus all the trucks servicing the housing development. It is an enormous 
issue for the people in the area.  

The other issue relates to the proposal for a light rail system down Alexander Drive. This again is something that 
is at the stage of a feasibility study. We need a commitment from this government on public transport in this 
area. This government is walking away from expanding our public transport system. Western Australia, and 
Perth in particular, has a growing metropolitan area. We do not want to face the same issues as other states; that 
is, trying to retrofit heavy and light rail lines through the suburbs. A rich state like Western Australia can do 
better, and we must do better to avoid the congestion issues of other states. The north east corridor is poorly 
serviced by public transport. We seriously need to improve it. We need to create a mass transit system in the 
north east corridor. As I said, 33 000 new people are moving into the Lord Street corridor, together with the 
ever-expanding Ellenbrook.  

Mr D.A. Templeman: Mr Acting Speaker, I draw your attention to the state of the house.  

[Quorum formed.] 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As I said, the north east corridor is poorly serviced by public transport. There is an urgent 
need for a mass transit system through that corridor.  

I want to speak briefly about the need to improve roads throughout that corridor. There are major road problems 
throughout the area. I want to speak specifically about issues relating to road safety. I seek an extension.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: In relation to roads, Reid Highway is a major east–west connecting highway. In a couple of 
areas it is down to a single lane. In my electorate, through Beechboro and West Swan Road, it is down to a single 
lane. That has created bottlenecks and significant safety concerns. We believe that needs to be a priority. I know 
it is also a priority for the City of Swan to get the duplication done. It is a major issue and needs to be addressed 
urgently.  

Together with the Reid Highway duplication, there are a number of dangerous intersections throughout the area. 
I speak specifically about the Reid Highway – Malaga Drive intersection. Another dangerous intersection—not 
in my electorate but in the member for Nollamara’s electorate—is the Reid Highway – Mirrabooka Avenue 
intersection. These intersections now rate quite highly in the list of black and red spots. Main Roads Western 
Australia has a black spot list; the RAC has a red spot list. They are major intersections creating major road 
safety issues. An overpass is being built at Reid Highway and Alexander Drive, but to really finish off the 
Reid Highway section or the transport infrastructure in the area, we need either overpasses or very much 
improved intersections, in particular at Malaga Drive. An increasing number of trucks are using that intersection, 
which also creates enormous traffic issues on Reid Highway. The Gnangara Road issue affects not only my 
electorate, but the member for Wanneroo’s electorate, the wider area and the member for Swan Hills’ electorate. 
Gnangara Road is a local government single-lane road that needs to be duplicated. My suggestion, accepted by 
the Cities of Wanneroo and Swan, is that we make Gnangara Road a state government road because it is a major 
interconnecting road similar to Reid Highway, and traffic on Gnangara Road is increasing as more homes are 
being built to the north and north east of the metropolitan area. 

Lord Street is another road that, because of the enormous activity through the corridor, is becoming a road 
nightmare for people who live along it. As the member for Swan Hills highlighted, I raised this issue in the local 
media last week. A local school principal who is very worried about the crashes and near crashes occurring 
around his school area has contacted me. Traffic travels at 70 or 80 kilometres an hour, if not a lot faster, on a 
road where parents want to drop off their kids at the local primary school. There is simply not enough room for 
cars to move around vehicles turning right into Harrow Road. As a result, there have been a number of crashes 
and near crashes on that road. The increased vehicle activity on Lord Street will only make the problem worse in 
the next one to five years. We are seeing increased residential traffic servicing Ellenbrook, and, as I have said, an 
enormous increase in truck traffic servicing residential development. Enormous vehicles are carrying building 
materials to the hundreds of new homes being built at the moment. This is causing a nightmare for the local 
community. The community has asked me to lobby the government to straightaway do something about Lord 
Street. We cannot wait for the highway plan; we need to do something straightaway to improve Lord Street. As I 
have said, it may just mean installing a few turning lanes and better road signage; it may mean installing the 
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traffic lights used near schools to reduce vehicle speed in the morning and afternoon. We need action now to 
make that road safer before more accidents occur.  

The enormous truck traffic is causing a major problem for people who live along Lord Street. I refer to people 
who are not quite willing to move yet, as they want to continue to live their lives without the impact of the major 
residential developments occurring along that street.  

Mr F.A. Alban: Member, isn’t Lord Street a local government road? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Member for Swan Hills, the state government is approving — 

Mr F.A. Alban: It is a local government road. What are you doing knocking the state government? 

Mr P. Papalia: When was the last time you stood and made a real speech instead of asking dorothy dixers and 
interjecting? 

Mr F.A. Alban: I was not talking to you, clever dick. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: What did the member for Swan Hills just call the member for Warnbro? 

Mr D.A. Templeman: I would have thought that that would be out of order. You had better be careful or you 
will be kicked out. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Yes. I do not need a point of order. I call the member for Swan 
Hills for the third time today. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: The member for Swan Hills may want to remember the important vote later today. Keep 
going! 

As I have said, Lord Street is a major issue. Hepburn Avenue is a local road to which the state and federal 
governments have contributed. Local government roads can be contributed to by state governments. I ask the 
state government to contribute because it is part-owner of the Henley Brook or the Whiteman Edge development. 
A number of weeks ago we heard that the release of, I think, 3 000 lots had been brought forward at Whiteman 
Edge. Because the state government is a key land developer in the area, I believe it has an obligation to improve 
the roads in the area. As the state government is the body primarily responsible for road safety—in particular, 
addressing black spots—I urge the government to do something about Lord Street, and to do it now. We cannot 
wait for more accidents to occur on that road; we need action now.  

I know the member for Swan Hills is very passionate about the Perth–Darwin highway. He has made massive 
promises to the people of Swan Hills, similar to those he made about the commitment to the Ellenbrook rail line. 
The Perth–Darwin highway that the member committed to was to happen overnight. The member told a group of 
ratepayers at a meeting earlier this year that the Swan Valley bypass would happen very, very soon. I hope the 
member for Swan Hills is right. I hope that we see in the next budget, next to the Ellenbrook rail line 
expenditure, a massive commitment by the state government to the Perth–Darwin highway. I hope the member is 
right. He struck out with the Ellenbrook rail line; he failed to deliver on that election commitment. He has 
already made a new commitment worth hundreds of millions of dollars on the Swan Valley bypass and the 
Perth–Darwin highway. I hope that the member is able to deliver; I hope this government delivers for him. The 
member struck out on the Ellenbrook rail line. If he strikes out on the Perth–Darwin highway, his credibility will 
be in tatters throughout the area—absolutely in tatters! I really hope that either in the midyear review released in 
December this year or in the budget released in May next year a significant commitment will be seen from the 
state government to the Perth–Darwin highway. This issue has to be addressed. We have increasing traffic 
movements up north. Just the other day, a person pointed out to me the number of roads that head to the south 
west out of Perth. How many key roads exit the northern part of the metropolitan area to the northern part of 
WA? It is pretty much the Great Northern Highway only. The people who live along that road are increasingly 
frustrated. I say again that it is a very, very dangerous road.  

I hope that the member for Swan Hills is not let down by his government again, and I hope that he does not let 
down the people of Swan Hills again because he is unable to deliver on this commitment he has made to the 
people of his electorate.  

An enormous number of planning issues in my electorate need to be addressed, many of which I have raised in 
this chamber or in correspondence to the Minister for Planning. Maybe the Minister for Planning will be the next 
Treasurer—I do not know—but we need someone more proactive in planning. We need someone who is willing 
to address problems. We need someone who is willing to sit down, spend time and solve the enormous problems 
in the planning portfolio. We do not need someone who goes through the bureaucratic process of receiving 
advice and signing a letter without absorbing the details of the problem that is in front of the minister. I believe 
that in a one-hour meeting with the Minister for Planning, we could probably sort out 10 major planning issues 
in my electorate.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: You were very positive about the Minister for Planning a little while ago. 
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Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It was not me; it must have been my twin sister! 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: No! 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: It must have been my twin sister; she often comes into this place! 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: It was you. I am sure it was you. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not think it was me. It was not me. Maybe the Minister for Planning will become the 
Treasurer; it looks like he will have to be Treasurer because no-one else can even begin to be able to do the 
job—apart from the member for Swan Hills, who would make an excellent Treasurer! 

Dr K.D. Hames: Except for you, of course; you are that skilled and you could do that. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As somebody who came up to me in the first few months of government to try to find out 
where Albany hospital appeared in the budget papers, I would not go there, Minister for Health!  

Dr A.D. Buti: Maybe the Premier would offer you a ministerial position if you went over to the other side; you 
could be the Treasurer. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: I do not think that the Premier likes me that much, member for Armadale. I do not get the 
vibe that he likes me that much. It must be the constant abuse that I get when I am in the chamber. It must be 
that! 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: You are the wrong gender, member. 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Maybe. Wrong party; wrong gender. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Your mob pick on the two female Independent members; why is that? 

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: If the Minister for Health was so concerned about protecting women in this place, he would 
have said something when the Premier attacked me in this place while I was heavily pregnant. Maybe the 
minister should have said, “Maybe ease off, Premier; maybe ease off.” If the minister is so concerned, he should 
have done something about it.  

Dr K.D. Hames: If you’re so bothered about it, why didn’t you have a go at the member for Midland for her 
unprecedented attack on the female Independent and for her constant attack on the Minister for Education?  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: Honestly! The Minister for Health cannot be serious. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Order, members! One at a time.  

Ms R. SAFFIOTI: As I said, there are number of planning issues in my electorate that the Minister for Planning 
must address. Those issues can be sorted out with a bit of concentration and effort, and without the minister 
taking bureaucratic advice. I refer, for example, to the mushroom farm buffer zone issue, which is holding up the 
construction of thousands of new homes.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders.  

[Continued on page 9033.] 

ROAD SAFETY COUNCIL AMENDMENT (FUNCTIONS) BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [4.02 pm]: I move — 

That the bill be now read a second time. 

We know that the Towards Zero road safety strategy calculates the average financial cost of a single death or 
serious injury on Western Australian roads at $600 000. We can readily cite the annual estimated cost of 
transport injuries to the WA health system at $164 million. Less quantifiable is the emotional cost of road trauma 
to families and loved ones. It is no less real, however, for the bereaved.  

Less than a kilometre away from my electorate office in different directions are separate sites each with two 
white crosses marking untimely deaths on our roads. In September 2009, two teenage pedestrians—Rebecca Ball 
and her boyfriend, Julian Brown—were killed in a hit-and-run while walking along Marangaroo Drive. Rebecca 
was celebrating her seventeenth birthday that night. The other crosses mark the site at which 89-year-old 
Norman Alexander and his wife, 85-year-old Olwyn Janis Young, died in a car crash on Anzac Day 2009. Last 
year’s Anzac weekend accounted for six road fatalities. The crash that killed the elderly couple involved four 
cars. Police reported that a white Toyota Hilux collided with a Ford Falcon before it hit a traffic light and 
crashed into the elderly couple’s Ford Laser. The Toyota then smashed into an oncoming truck.  
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The crosses are a salutary reminder as we drive by in our cars that we must drive more carefully. On closer 
reflection, we realise that they were erected by victims’ loved ones—their friends and family. Often fresh 
flowers placed by the crosses remind us that the pain and loss suffered by the bereaved has not diminished by the 
passing of months and years.  

Many other community members remain deeply affected by the loss of a friend, colleague or neighbour. While 
road traffic deaths are counted in the year in which they occur, a family remains bereaved forever. The bereaved 
are not counted or included in road traffic injury data. The devastation that these incidents inflict on victims and 
their families, friends and communities is incalculable. The effect on emergency service workers who must face 
the consequences of car crashes on a daily basis is also profound.  

This Sunday, the third Sunday in November, is World Day of Remembrance for Road Traffic Victims. It is a day 
on which we should focus on the social cost that road trauma exacts. It is a day to remember that each year 
1.2 million people are killed in road traffic crashes around the world, leaving behind shattered families and 
communities. Many of those killed are young and in the prime of their lives. Their presence and contributions 
are greatly needed by their families and countries.  

The impact of such traumatic events is the cumulative toll of suffering, which is truly unimaginable since each 
year more millions are added to the millions of people who are already affected and whose suffering is 
aggravated by the inadequate response of having their loss largely ignored. Just as with any other disease, 
prevention cannot be the sole focus. Mitigating action must be included in any strategy. Services for victims, 
such as access to relevant information, assistance with legal issues, physical therapies, counselling, the provision 
of wheelchairs or other rehabilitative devices and care-giving assistance must be planned and provided.  

The absence of dedicated support for those left behind or devastated by a crash is something many in Western 
Australia have been lobbying for. Glenda and Alan Maloney have been at the forefront of this effort for more 
than a decade. Their 17-year-old daughter was tragically killed by a speeding driver. The tireless efforts of the 
Maloneys and many other bereaved families supporting the cause have resulted in a state government grant of 
$35 000 for an investigation and consultation process to determine what form such a support service should take. 
I commend the government for progressing the issue. I will not form any view on whether the grant was 
prompted by the excellent grievance that was made to the Minister for Police in September last year by my 
colleague the member for Mindarie after he had been contacted by Alan and Glenda Maloney. The consultation 
process with a range of stakeholders is at an early stage. Once the findings of the study have been made, the real 
question will remain: how should the victim support service, in whatever form it takes, be funded?  

The purpose of the Road Safety Council Amendment (Functions) Bill 2010 is to amend the Road Safety Council 
Act. This amendment will enable moneys from the road trauma trust fund to be spent on setting up a road trauma 
support service similar to the services that operate in Victoria, Tasmania and South Australia. It will also allow 
for education programs aimed at the prevention of road trauma.  

There has been extensive publicity in preceding months that the doubling of speed and red light cameras will 
mean that the revenue from infringements will grow exponentially in the next two years. The last budget papers 
revealed that revenue for 2008–09 was $71 million. That amount is expected to increase to $119 million by 
2012–13. Two-thirds of that revenue goes to consolidated revenue. The other one-third goes to the road trauma 
trust fund. It is timely to look at how we can effectively spend that windfall revenue in a way that will maximise 
road safety outcomes and alleviate the lasting consequences of road trauma on Western Australian roads.  

The function of Victoria’s Road Trauma Support Services is to counsel the bereaved, especially family 
members; to provide trauma support to others who may be directly affected by road trauma, such as witnesses, 
those who are first on the scene, emergency services personnel and surviving passengers; assist with victim 
impact statements in court; coordinate volunteers and emergency service personnel to provide road trauma 
awareness seminars for persons who have been before the courts on low-level driving offences and who are 
referred as part of their sentence to better appreciate the impact of road trauma and the impact that their 
offending may have on the roads; and, provide education seminars to the broader community upon request. A 
similar service in WA is well overdue and it should be funded out of the road trauma trust fund. But I understand 
that the — 

Point of Order 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I regret having to bring a point of order during the member’s speech but, Mr Acting 
Speaker, someone who has just come into the gallery is in an outfit that I think is intimidating to members of this 
chamber and I ask that that person be removed. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Further to that point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, I respectfully suggest that you take 
action. For anyone to come into the Parliament of Western Australia wearing a costume is not only against all 
the principles of security of this Parliament, it is in fact a contempt of this house. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman): Members, it has been brought to our attention that it is a 
breach of security for somebody to come in here dressed whereby we cannot actually identify them, so I ask the 
person in the gallery who is dressed up to please leave the gallery. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I do understand, however, that the Road Safety Council has legal advice provided to 
government by the State Solicitor’s Office some time ago and that legal advice says that it is outside the scope of 
measures that currently can be funded in this way. I also understand that it is argued that the counselling work of 
such a service does not fall within the existing legislative parameters, although it could be argued that its 
educational work could be categorised as preventing road trauma in the future and hence may come within the 
current legal framework. This bill is about clarifying the situation and ensuring that all components of the work 
of the service would qualify for road trauma trust fund funding. In its 2010 — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, I am sorry to interrupt but the timer was stopped. Can you continue? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I think that it has not been put back on; it has been at 52 minutes for about five minutes. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Yes, that is what I am saying. I am just asking for the timer to be put back on. 
Member, you still have the call. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: In its 2010–11 budget submission, the RAC, which has over 700 000 members in Western 
Australia, recommended the establishment of such a road trauma victim support unit. In doing so it noted — 

Road trauma touches the lives of thousands of Western Australians every year. Families are left to cope 
with the sudden and tragic loss of a loved one. Often they are forced to cope with their loss over an 
extended period of time while the court system deals with the accident which took their loved one. 

In other cases, families and loved ones are left to support a victim of road trauma who is left physically 
or mentally incapacitated. 

For too long there has been a glaring hole in our road safety network. 

The RAC believes the government should establish a Road Trauma Victim Support Unit to provide on-
going counselling and support to people who have been physically or emotionally affected by road 
trauma. 

Similar units exist in other States, some of which are run by volunteers with funding provided through 
various government agencies. 

The amendments in this bill are specifically broader than the creation of, and recurrent funding for, a victim 
support service. The amendments would also permit access to road trauma trust fund funding for other programs 
currently ineligible because of the restricted interpretation of the existing law. For example, the charity 
Paraplegic Benefit Fund participates in the much-lauded Prevent Alcohol and Risk-related Trauma in Youth 
program, or PARTY program as it is known, which is an excellent injury prevention program that is run at Royal 
Perth Hospital. Once a week during the school year, a group of young adults aged 14 to 18 are invited to Royal 
Perth Hospital to learn about trauma. The purpose of the PARTY program is to provide useful relevant 
information about injury to young people that will enable participants to recognise potential injury-producing 
situations, to make informed prevention-oriented choices about activities, and to adopt behaviours and actions to 
minimise risk. In order to completely involve the students in the experience of injury and recovery, the group is 
walked along the common course of injury and treatment of someone involved in a motor vehicle accident. 
Through a variety of teaching techniques including lectures, videos, simulated trauma resuscitation, tours of the 
intensive care unit, emergency department and rehabilitation wards, and interaction with injury survivors, 
students see firsthand what it would be like to be injured. Students are encouraged to think: what if it happened 
to me? There is candid discussion about what choices they could make in a variety of situations that would 
prevent themselves and their family and friends from being injured. PBF is anxious to extend the program to all 
students in Western Australia, especially those in the bracket of 15 to 24 years of age, which coincidentally is 
also the high-risk demographic for injuries and fatalities from road crashes. The reality is that the Paraplegic 
Benefit Fund currently attempts to meet the growing need for injury prevention in youth without government 
funding or support. It employs 11 volunteers, each of whom has suffered a traumatic spinal cord injury. They tell 
their story with a view to educating students and young novice drivers about the consequences of poor decisions 
and bad judgement. In 2009, PBF’s injury prevention message was heard by 17 000 Western Australians at 
primary and high schools and also workplaces.  

In researching these amendments and in my discussions with a range of people, I was referred to a website 
entitled Journey Beyond Road Trauma. This is an excellent online social network for all those affected by road 
trauma. The site notes that — 

behind every fatality & serious road injury statistic, there are thousands of stories. 
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This online sanctuary provides a space where people can tell their story, create compelling tributes, find support 
and understanding from the online community and ultimately begin to heal. I think the final word should be a 
contribution that I found on that site — 

Dear Jack, 

These are some of the things I wish I never had to do. 
I wish I never had the feeling I knew it was you in the accident that day, 
I wish I was never compelled to go to the scene, 
I wish I never had to identify your body to the police, 
I wish I never had to stay with your body until they cut you out of the car, 
I wish I never had to tell your mother you were dead. 
I wish I never had to see your body at the hospital and the funeral parlour, 
I wish I never had to pick you a coffin and plan your funeral, 
I wish I never had to go to your funeral. 
I wish I never had to clean your car out of your possessions and see your blood through the car, 
I wish I never had to read the police report describing how you died in such detail, 
I wish I never have to drive past the place where you died so often, 
I wish I never had to walk past your bedroom all the time knowing you will never be in there again. 
Please understand Jack, that I have no regrets about these things I wish and would do them all for you 
again in a heartbeat if I had to, but if my biggest wish of all were to come true, 
I wish you didn’t die. All my other wishes would then come true. 

All my love, Dad … 

I commend the bill to the house. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr R.F. Johnson (Leader of the House). 

NO PRIVATISATION OF HOSPITALS AND SCHOOLS BILL 2010 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 10 November. 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Bassendean) [4. 18 pm]: Do I look suitably stunned? 

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected.  

Mr M.P. WHITELY: He did not get here, my friend! 

Before the debate was interrupted, I was going through a paper that I had written titled “Public–Private 
Partnerships: Do Perceptions Match Reality”. I had nearly finished going through the content of that paper, and 
seeing as I do not have it in front of me and my memory is not that good, I will not rehash it, but there is one area 
that I need to cover. 

One of the superficial attractions of PPPs is that they give the appearance of off–balance sheet financing. 
Because the obligations are funded on a recurrent basis into the future, there is this illusion that there is not an 
obligation on government to finance the PPPs into the future. Of course, the credit rating agencies are not fooled 
by this. From memory, a paper was produced in 2000 or 2002 by Standard and Poor’s that highlighted that 
regardless of the nature of the facility, whether it was financed off–balance sheet or on–balance sheet, the ratings 
agencies treated them in exactly the same way. In other words, they recognised the future obligation on 
government; they recognised the liability going into the future on government.  

Just to rehash what I was saying previously, there are a number of illusions that superficially make PPPs look 
more attractive than they actually are. The first, of course, is the idea that PPPs somehow remove risk from 
government. We saw an example of that yesterday, not necessarily related to PPPs but in terms of privatisation. 
The previous Liberal government privatised the country rail network on which the grain is transported, yet when 
things go bad government puts its hand in its pocket and subsidises that. There is this illusory belief that the 
government outsources risk. But it does not, because government will always pick up the tab—when sufficient 
political pressure is brought to bear—when essential services fail that have been privatised.  

The second illusory effect was a whole host of events that artificially make private sector provision look better 
than private sector provision. I will not go back through all of them right now, because I would simply be 
rehashing my previous speech. The one area that stands out is that when the government brings in the private 
sector, it brings in another motivation; that is, profit is the motivation rather than service delivery being the 
motivation and, of course, we have to pay a profit premium. I went through a whole host of illusory effects that 
make PPPs appear more attractive than they really are. We have those value for money issues and the illusory 
effect of outsourcing risk, when in the end all that happens is that government and the public sector pay for the 
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risk and have to bear that cost. We also have the illusory effect of off–balance sheet financing. For those reasons, 
PPPs do not deliver the sort of value for money that superficially attracts members opposite who have this 
ideological belief that the private sector is always a better provider than the public sector.  

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse) [4.22 pm]: I want to make a couple of comments on this bill. I have been subject 
to a withering campaign in my electorate from the miscellaneous workers’ union. There was a protest outside my 
office. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition drove down from Kwinana to Busselton to participate.  

Mr R.H. Cook: It was a long time ago. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It was, and there were six people there! I am still getting over the shock of it! One of 
those present was the Labor candidate for Forrest, and a couple of other people of some interest. So I thought I 
had better make a couple of comments reflecting on my constituency, in particular.  

I want to start with the member for Bassendean, who makes an interesting comment about the balance sheet 
treatment of PPP projects. He is right in one instance; that is, that in some jurisdictions there is a potential benefit 
to off–balance sheet accounting. It has always been the case in Western Australia, as indeed is other Australian 
jurisdictions, that PPP projects will show as a liability on the balance sheet. My recollection is that the test is 
whether there is a full transference of commercial risk; in other words, the provider accepts the risk for the 
patronage of the asset—I do not know, maybe a car park or a toll road, not in this state but in other states, or a 
tunnel—and then there is a different treatment. But most social infrastructure incurs a liability, which is the net 
present value, effectively, of the cash flow stream that is part of the PPP. It has never been the intention of the 
government of Western Australia to use PPPs to hide liabilities from scrutiny of the ratings agencies. It was 
always our intention to show those liabilities in our accounts, as indeed Treasury would be compelled to do. I 
think another point that the member for Bassendean makes is very valid; that is, that the provision of all services 
are not suitable for PPPs. I was recently in the United Kingdom and I had an opportunity to visit some very 
successful PPP projects. I visited three hospitals, one that was under construction, one that had recently opened 
and one that was opening on the Monday; I was there on a Friday. They were all significant PPPs, and I will talk 
about them in a while. These were all successful and all new private finance initiatives, as they call them there. I 
also visited London Underground, the site of perhaps the biggest PPP disaster in the UK, which effectively saw 
the English Department for Transport having to bail out the London Underground to the extent of £1.7 billion 
from a PPP project with a company called Metronet. Quite simply, the project went pear-shaped, and when one 
looks at the reasons, it was never going to be successful.  

I have listened, not always in the house but certainly from my room, to a lot of the content of this debate. 
Listening to some members opposition is almost like a trip back in time, to the sorts of discussions I expect 
would have been going on around the Politburo table in North Korea, in terms of how draconian and awful it 
would be to impose or, heaven forbid, to consider using the private sector to deliver some public services. One 
would have thought we were attempting to introduce this most awful of policies that has to be opposed because it 
is evil and nasty. But all we had was a trip down memory lane.  

I heard members opposite raise some concerns that I think are real and appropriate. In my view, they can be 
managed through the nature of the contractual arrangement that we enter into with the service provider. But I 
heard a lot of waffle and bluster, and I heard lot of those members pay homage to the miscellaneous workers’ 
union and to what they have to do to ensure they look after the people who ultimately help them be elected into 
this place. Let us not forget there is a significant issue here. I do not know the exact number of staff at Fiona 
Stanley Hospital, but it is a probability that as a result of this project, a large number of staff may not be 
members of the miscellaneous workers’ union. That is a large amount of membership fees that that union will 
not collect. It is a large amount of donations that the Labor Party will not receive. It is a large number of votes in 
those secretive forums out of which Labor members funnily appear in this place. I think I alluded to this once 
before. I had a look at some of the new members’ declarations. I am amazed, for example, that the member for 
Kwinana, a former lobbyist of note, is a member of the miscellaneous workers’ union . I would expect the 
member for Nollamara to be a member of the miscellaneous workers’ union; she belonged to and worked for that 
union for some time, and good on her for doing that. I notice the member for Nollamara is now running a 
northern outreach branch of the miscellaneous workers’ union through her electorate office, but that is the 
member’s business, not mine. Of course, the member for Gosnells, formerly involved as I recall with the 
Conservation Council —  

Mr C.J. Tallentire: Have you listened to some of my speeches regarding the hospitality sector, member?  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member for Gosnells, formerly involved with the Conservation Council, is a member 
of the miscellaneous workers’ union. The member for Maylands is a former head of the Western Australian 
Council of Social Service.  

Mr C.J. Tallentire: Do you want a response to your comment or not?  

Dr A.D. Buti: Is there a problem with that?  
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Mr T.R. BUSWELL: No; I am merely pointing out the facts. I am not insinuating in this place. Members 
opposite should not be so sensitive! I am not insinuating in this place that there is a puppeteer called Dave Kelly 
who pulls the strings that makes their mouths open. I am not saying that! Members opposite are demonstrating 
that; I am not saying it. I do not have a problem with the miscellaneous workers’ union .  

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: My mum was a member of the miscellaneous workers’ union; they supported her.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I hear a couple of others! They are very sensitive.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman): Order! Members, it is not appropriate to have continuous 
interjection across the chamber. Member for Vasse, I know that some of your comments are inciting some of 
those interjections across the chamber, and I ask that you temper your comments to have fewer interjections.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. I will attempt to make my comments in a way so as to not 
excite the member for Gosnells. 

Dr A.D. Buti interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Armadale! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I want to deal with a couple of other issues before I move on to the substantive matters. I 
received an email from Mr Kelly containing some polling. In fact, I have saved it, because it is the first one I 
have ever received from him. 

Point of Order 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The member just indicated that he is not speaking to the bill. He just said that he would 
raise other issues before he addressed the matter before the house. I would ask you, Mr Acting Speaker, to direct 
the member to direct his remarks to the matter before the chamber. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman): Member for Cannington, you are quite right. Member for 
Vasse, can you come back to the bill. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Yes, thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. I received an email from Mr David Kelly, the state 
secretary of the Liquor, Hospitality and Miscellaneous Union, vice president of the State Labor Party and 
powerbroker extraordinaire, in relation to this bill. It said, “re No Privatisation Bill”, which I think is the issue 
we are dealing with. He pointed out to me some polling that he had conducted in a couple of randomly chosen 
seats around Western Australia and the results of that polling. I suppose my question to Mr Kelly is: why does he 
not ask the patients of Joondalup Private Hospital or St John of God Health Care who employs the staff who 
clean those hospitals, who employs the staff who prepare the food in those hospitals and who employs the staff 
who serve the food? The facts of the matter are that patients would not care. I went to Joondalup hospital last 
year. I met with Kempton Cowan, who runs the hospital. I spent some time in the emergency department. I did 
not see one patient turn up, get up off a stretcher, get back into a car and drive away because it was run by 
Ramsey Health Care—not one.  

The focus here needs to be on health care. It does not need to be on worrying about coverage for a particular 
Western Australian trade union. As I said, in my town the miscellaneous workers’ union has mounted a 
thunderous campaign—all six of them—against privatisation, or what we would term more correctly as 
outsourcing. There is a bit of a debate in my town at the moment about the new hospital in Busselton. What they 
do not tell people is that if this bill is successful, in that new hospital there will be no chemotherapy, no renal 
dialysis and no expansion of radiography services, because all those would be ruled out by the bill that the Labor 
Party has brought into this house. It is a bill that will undermine our capacity to deliver services to the people of 
Western Australia in the health sector and in other sectors. 

I am often reminded of what happened with cleaners in schools some time ago when the Labor government was 
elected. The then Minister for Education, Alan Carpenter, was approached on numerous occasions by the 
miscellaneous workers’ union to undo provisions put in place by the former Liberal government for school 
cleaning and to insist that all school cleaning be brought in-house. He repeatedly refused to do that because he 
knew that the cost to the taxpayers and the education system — 

Mr M.P. Whitely: That is misrepresenting it. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is the truth; he did not do it. He would not do it and he did not do it because he knew 
it would cost between $10 million and $20 million a year. What happened? There was a change in minister. Hon 
Ljiljanna Ravlich became the minister, and almost instantaneously that policy around cleaning in schools was 
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removed. What did we then see when we came in here to have a look at the Treasurer’s advance and related 
appropriations? It was $10 million to $20 million a year that was required to pay for the costs and inefficiencies 
of that system of cleaning. That $10 million to $20 million a year could have been invested back into additional 
staff and infrastructure. This is just an example of the way in which that particular union seeks to control the 
policy position of government. Under that regime, which is the sort of approach that the opposition wants to put 
in place with this bill, if a school could not attract a cleaner, the Department of Education could not simply go 
out and employ a private cleaner. It had to ring Mr Dave Kelly at the miscellaneous workers’ union and say, 
“Dave, we have a bit of a problem, mate. We can’t clean the XYZ school. Is it all right, Dave, if we go out and 
employ a private cleaner to clean the school because there are no public cleaners?” What sort of model of service 
delivery is that? It is a disastrous model of service delivery. 

A lot has been said about the changing views of the Labor Party on the use of the private sector to deliver public 
services and its opposition to Serco Australia, in particular at Fiona Stanley Hospital. I was interested to read the 
comments of the Leader of the Opposition. One interesting point to note is that when he was the Treasurer, he 
did not complain about that; in fact, he embraced it. When he was the Treasurer, he did not oppose the use of 
public–private partnerships. He travelled to the United Kingdom a couple of times to embrace the use of PPPs. 
He travelled to the UK on 7 November 2001. In his comments to the Parliament on his return he said — 

In London, I met with a variety of organisations, including public sector departments, private sector 
consultants, and Partnerships UK, a joint public–private enterprise. The application of private finance 
initiatives is well advanced in the UK and is widely supported through government. 

Here he is today criticising what he was prepared to spend taxpayers’ money on to travel overseas and do. He 
visited again in November 2006. It was a five-year event. Every five years he would toddle off to Europe and 
have a look at the use of the private sector to deliver public services. I think one of the reasons that he is so 
cheesed off is that next year, 2011, he will not be going. We have broken his cycle of taxpayer-funded holidays 
to extol the virtues of PPPs. What he was doing was encouraging partnerships or joint venture arrangements that 
would lead to innovative infrastructure solutions. He was over there trying to beat up business. I recall vividly in 
June 2008, when the new District Court complex was opened in Perth, the attitude of the now Leader of the 
Opposition, this great opponent of outsourcing and of PPPs. Alan Carpenter, the then Premier, opened it. I am 
sure this is already in Hansard, but I thought I should repeat it just for the purposes of completeness. He said that 
the new District Court building was developed under a public–private partnership with Western Liberty Group, a 
consortia with Brookfield Multiplex Construction as the builder, and that under the agreement WLG, a partner in 
the PPP, would maintain the building until 2032 and provide key services, which included custodial, security and 
court transcription services and cleaning and a range of other maintenance services. That is exactly what we are 
talking about at Fiona Stanley Hospital. What did the now Leader of the Opposition say in Parliament about 
that? He said that it was fantastic. He was commenting on our criticism that he had a philosophical objection to 
PPPs. He said — 

Contrary to the outrageous assertions of the opposition, we do not have a philosophical objection to 
PPPs. 

Is it not funny how time and position in this house, and requirements to be beholden to certain people outside 
this house for purely political reasons, can change a person’s point of view? Is that not interesting? I know the 
member for Riverton talked about this at some length last week. I refer to the former Treasurer and now Leader 
of the Opposition’s own document, “Partnerships for Growth”. When I served as Treasurer, I was a great 
advocate for a greater use of the private sector to deliver public services, because I think it is a good model that 
delivers value for money—not in every case but in a large number of cases—and it should not be excluded. I was 
inspired by the current Leader of the Opposition and the way in which he embraced PPPs. 

Dr A.D. Buti: Fantastic! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It was back in 2002, member for Armadale. It was only eight years ago when the now 
Leader of the Opposition was a great convert. He mentioned all sorts of things about how good they were. I will 
not bore the house by going into all the nitty-gritty, but he said things such as — 

With Western Australia committed to the highest standards in education, transport, health care, and law 
and order, the opportunities for strategic partnerships with the private sector enter a new and exciting 
phase. This means that the Western Australian Government recognises and will actively pursue PPPs as 
a way of delivering infrastructure and ancillary services, within the boundaries established under this 
policy. 

Those are inspirational words from the now opponent of PPPs, the current Leader of the Opposition. I just want 
to touch on one point, because it is a point that is made often. On page 5 of this document, section 1.2 is headed 
“PPP is not privatisation”. “Privatisation” is a term that is incorrectly bandied around by the opposition. I will 
read a bit more from Hon Eric Ripper’s document, signed by him in 2002. It goes on to say — 
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It is the policy of the Western Australian Government not to privatise public assets.  

PPPs enable the delivery of infrastructure and ancillary services without privatisation. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I want to make this point, member for Kwinana, because I think it is important that the 
member know this. It says —  

PPPs differ from privatisation in that:  

• public owned assets are not sold off to the private sector 

Mr M.P. Whitely: We understand that. We should be looking forward, not backwards. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I have not seen a “For Sale” sign on Fiona Stanley Hospital. It is not being sold, member 
for Bassendean. It says also — 

• core services continue to be provided by the public sector 

What is a core service in a hospital? It is nurses and doctors, providing care to patients. It says also — 

• the Government, on behalf of the public, sets standards of ancillary service delivery 

• the private sector is paid according to its performance in reaching agreed ancillary service 
standards 

The use of the term “privatisation” is a complete fabrication in relation to this bill, because this is not 
privatisation. It is the outsourcing of resources, through a properly constructed PPP contract. I will leave the 
remainder of that document for the Minister for Health to touch on. 

Mr R.H. Cook: That is not what the Fiona Stanley newsletter says. It says that it is the privatisation of hospital 
services. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It is the wrong term, as the member for Kwinana knows.  

Mr R.H. Cook interjected.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The member for Kwinana should take that up with him.  

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: If that is the case, member for Kwinana, there is clearly a person who will not be coming 
to work. 

Mr R.H. Cook: The people at Fiona Stanley call it as they see it. They know what is going on. It is privatisation. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It is not privatisation.   

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman): Order, members! Member for Kwinana!   

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I want to touch very quickly on some experiences that I gathered from my recent trip to 
the United Kingdom, and, indeed, experiences that I gathered from visiting other hospital developments in 
Australia. At Royal North Shore Hospital—heaven forbid that under the Labor government in New South Wales, 
the most awful public administrators perhaps in the history of governments in Australia, they have embraced a 
PPP—  

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Does the member for Kwinana disagree? 

Mr R.H. Cook: Not with the first comment!   

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I think that is a very apt and accurate description of the government of New South Wales, 
headed up by that treasurer, Eric Roozendaal, overseeing that rust bucket state’s dive to the bottom of the 
Pacific, trying to drag us down. Anyway, they have it at Royal North Shore Hospital. Royal Adelaide Hospital, 
the new hospital in South Australia, is also engaging in the use of the private sector to deliver public services. It 
is happening in other Labor jurisdictions. It has happened in Queensland. It has happened in Victoria. Where is 
the last place in Australia in which it is suddenly nasty to deal with the private sector to deliver public services? 
It is in the minds of the opposition members in the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western Australia. 

It is interesting to look at what is happening in the United Kingdom. There have been 76 significant—
“significant” is generally regarded as being over about ₤35 billion in capital—private finance initiatives in 
health. There has been ₤6 billion of health assets built, and now managed and controlled, by the private sector in 
the United Kingdom. It is still happening. To suggest that this is an overexcited government that is attempting to 
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reach into some bold new field of public policy is lunacy. It has been happening in the United Kingdom for 
years. Indeed, the model in the United Kingdom is a far more advanced model than what we are considering at 
Fiona Stanley Hospital. It is very interesting. In the United Kingdom, generally the soft facility service 
providers, like Serco, are brought on board prior to the design of the hospital so that they can have an input in 
how to deliver the very best outcomes in terms of value for money and patient care in those hospitals. As I said, I 
had the opportunity to visit two hospitals in London. I visited St Bart’s. St Bart’s is a massive hospital. I also 
visited Royal London. Royal London has 746 beds, and St Bart’s has 288 beds. St Bart’s is the oldest hospital in 
the United Kingdom. It was started by Henry VIII. With full PFI, they are building a new hospital on two sites to 
deliver a service with, as I said, over 1 000 beds. It is a massive project. I also visited a new hospital in 
Manchester, Manchester Royal Infirmary, and the Forth Valley Hospital in Scotland. These are massive projects, 
built by the United Kingdom government to deliver quality health care to its citizens using the private sector. 
The United Kingdom is even going a step further than that. I was given a briefing on a hospital in the south west 
of England for which the private sector is currently joint-venturing with surrounding hospital trusts—a new 
development in the way the public sector and the private sector combine—to take over the operation of some 
surrounding hospitals. We are practically a generation behind when it comes to engaging with the private sector 
to deliver public sector infrastructure.  

The use of a joint venture is a very important and powerful emerging tool. It enables us to leverage off the 
strengths of the public sector with the strengths of the private sector. There are existing joint ventures in London 
in the areas of pathology and a range of other health areas. It basically enables us to better utilise underutilised 
assets. I am not going to talk about all the other emerging areas in this field of engaging with the private sector. 
There are many. My hope is that we will deal with this issue at Fiona Stanley Hospital. As I understand it, this 
will be one of the most significant outsourcing contracts in Australia. The government has proceeded with it only 
on the assumption that it will provide the best outcomes. As I said at the start, PPPs are not for every 
circumstance. But they a very, very powerful tool to help us deliver, in this case, quality health care and great 
value for money to the taxpayers of our state.  

This bill has all sorts of unintended consequences. From a public policy point of view, it takes us back to the 
medieval ages. I have been interested to note the absence from this debate of one of the more forward-thinking 
public policy proponents in the opposition, the shadow Treasurer. I am not sure I have heard him, one of the 
opposition’s more proactive public policy proponents, get up and make his views known on this matter. I do not 
think he will do that, because I think he understands that this is a ridiculous bill, driven by political imperative 
rather than decent public policy outcomes. In much the same way, that member is not happy with the views that 
the member for Kwinana has on uranium mining and retail trading hours—all draconian; all designed to drag 
Western Australia back into the Dark Ages. This is just another example of a Labor Party that cannot move into 
a modern public policy debate because it is hamstrung by its political masters, who live in the past and are all 
about protecting their own self-interest rather than the best interests, in this case, of patients in the state’s health 
system. 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Health) [4.47 pm]: I am very pleased to have this opportunity 
to debate the No Privatisation of Hospitals and Schools Bill. I have to say that I was disappointed that this matter 
was debated in my absence last week while I was away on government business, so it is good now to have this 
opportunity to make some comments. Normally we do not hold debates when the minister responsible is away. It 
is not the done thing.  

Mr R.H. Cook: Normally you let us know if you are not going to be here. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I thought I had. It does not matter. We are here today, and we are getting this opportunity. 

I want to outline first what the government is doing with the contracting out of services in the health system, just 
so that people will know where we are at. At Midland hospital, as people well know, and as we have announced, 
we have called for expression of interests, and we are currently exploring those options, for provision of the 
same type of service that the Acting Speaker (Mr A.P. O’Gorman) has in his electorate—that is, the Joondalup 
model—whereby the service will be provided by a private sector proponent. We have made it clear to the staff at 
Swan District Hospital that if they choose not to go to that new hospital, we are more than happy to keep them 
working within the public sector. That commitment has been made clear. I think the hospital that the Acting 
Speaker has in his electorate is one of the best and most efficient that we have, and it provides an excellent 
quality of service. As members opposite would know, the former government continued that contract for a major 
expansion of that hospital. I accept that maybe there was no choice in that the contract was already in place. But 
I think the former government showed good judgement in accepting that the standard of service that that hospital 
was providing was excellent and the hospital should be the expanded. So that will be the Midland model.  

As members know, we are building a replacement for Princess Margaret Hospital for Children. At this stage 
there are no plans to contract out services at that hospital. That final decision has yet to be made, but I would 
expect that that would not be likely to occur. We will in effect be moving the old hospital to the new hospital, 
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and it will be a similar size. The third style is the Fiona Stanley Hospital where we have again gone to the private 
sector and are in final stages of negotiations with Serco to provide all the backroom services. It will be a public 
hospital, staffed by public staff, but to which level exactly has not been decided. I will discuss that a little further 
later. They are the models we are following. In Albany we sought expressions of interest for contracting out 
services. We provided an opportunity for the cleaners in particular to make a bid and we have accepted their bid, 
which was extremely well presented and well prepared and provided what the government wants in terms of 
service.  

I do not really understand what fires up the belly so strongly in Labor Party ranks, certainly among workers in 
government hospitals, about working for the private sector. When I go to the private sector hospitals I know, 
such as the two St John of God Hospitals and Mercy Hospital and, in fact, the public–private partnership at 
Joondalup Health Campus, what do I hear from the staff working in those hospitals? I hear nothing. I do not get 
representations from them saying how badly treated they are. I do not see a huge exit of staff saying, “We’re 
desperate to work in the public sector; we have to come and work for the government because these private 
sector entities are treating us so badly.” I hear nothing; nor is there an exodus. Obviously, working for the private 
sector, whether it is a fully private hospital or a partnership with government, is not so bad. It is the people 
working for the government who seem to think it might be bad. Otherwise, everyone would be banging on our 
doors trying to get in. What do we hear from the patients? Do we hear them say, “I went to St John of God 
Hospital in Subiaco and it was awful; the treatment was terrible, the service was revolting; I will never go back 
to that private hospital again”? Do we hear people saying, “I will not take out private insurance to give me access 
to a private hospital, because the service I get is bad; the waiting times are terrible”? No. More than 50 per cent 
of Western Australians have private insurance. Why is that? It is because they like the service provided through 
the private hospitals. In my view, particularly the hospital in Midland compared with the one in your electorate 
in Joondalup, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr A.P. O’Gorman) — 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Quoting rates of private health insurance is a false parallel.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: The member for Bassendean is missing the point. The point I am making is that if private 
hospital care is so bad, people would not take out private insurance; they would not choose to pay out their own 
precious money on private insurance if they were not —  

Mr R.H. Cook: Minister —  

Dr K.D. HAMES: Give me a chance. I am just working into my speech; I will take interjections later. People 
want private insurance because they like private hospitals. What can they get at Midland hospital that is 
equivalent to Joondalup hospital? They get the benefits that the private sector has to offer, but as public patients. 
They do not have to pay. They get an efficient, high-quality service provided by the private sector. Are we the 
only government doing this? Clearly, we are not. In the United Kingdom under the Labour Party system and 
across the board we saw contracting out of services. What do we see in other states in Australia from Labor 
governments? We see contracting out of services. Some of those services are done through public–private 
partnerships. They deal only with the construction and maintenance of those hospitals, not cleaning, employing 
orderlies or catering. By and large, that is the model the Labor Party governments in other states have adopted, 
although not all of them. I went to Austin Hospital in Melbourne, and the maternity section was contracted out to 
a private sector operator. The total maternity section next to a public hospital was managed by the private sector 
similar to the way Joondalup hospital is managed. As we heard from the former Treasurer, the new Royal 
Adelaide Hospital is being constructed and managed in exactly in the same way we will manage Fiona Stanley 
Hospital. Unlike Fiona Stanley, Royal Adelaide was funded under a public–private partnership, but its 
management and maintenance will be exactly the same, including the employment of orderlies, cleaners and 
caterers. Those three things are the critical difference sometimes between what Labor governments contract out 
and what Liberal governments may contract out. These things are being done currently in South Australia at the 
new Royal Adelaide Hospital. This state is the only one in which the Labor Party is saying that this is not the 
way it wants things done; it wants to do things differently.  

The Liquor, Hospitality and Miscellaneous Union in those other states has accepted those policies and practices 
established by their Labor Party governments. I have to ask: why is this state different? I made the point 
yesterday that the only difference I can see is that the head of the miscellaneous workers’ union has his eyes on a 
seat in Parliament and is trying to promote himself. It was suggested to me again yesterday that perhaps that was 
not the case. Why then is this miscellaneous workers’ union and this opposition so strongly against the 
contracting out of services? Because they see that as the only clear point of difference between this government 
and themselves when they run in the next election. They are trying to rebuild themselves and to come up from 
the percentage they currently occupy in the polls; they are trying to find something—something, please—to fight 
this government on, and they have decided that is the issue. That is the only issue. It is not because the head of 
the miscellaneous workers’ union wants to run for Parliament, and it is not because, through the miscellaneous 
workers’ union, he supports key people, including the shadow Minister for Health. It is because, as vice 
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president of the State Labor Party, he wants to show the difference between the current opposition’s position in 
the polls, which is nowhere, and that of the current government.  

Let us look back. It is all right for the member for Bassendean to say, “Just because we are doing a backflip on 
this issue; don’t look back.”  

Mr M.P. Whitely: You misinterpreted me.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: The member for Bassendean said that to the former Treasurer. He said we should not look 
back; we have to look forward.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: I said PPPs are prospective privatisation. You misinterpreted my comments completely.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: He should read Hansard. I withdraw my statement, but I will show it to him in Hansard 
tomorrow. I intend to look back at some of the statements made by the Labor Party on the contracting out of 
public services. I refer first to the “Australian Labor Party: Platform, Western Australian Branch 2009”. First it 
gives the rhetoric against privatisation. It reads — 

Labor recognises that privatisation and Public Private Partnerships can be used as a means of driving 
down wages, conditions of employment and cutting costs in the delivery of public services.  

I have to say that I accept that. We have to make sure we guard against those things, because I do not agree with 
them either. We then get to the next statement: Will the Labor Party participate in PPS? Yes, it will. The next 
paragraph reads — 

Labor will only contract out the provision of these services to the private sector where it can be clearly 
demonstrated that this would result in: 

(a) Superior service at reduced cost to industry and consumers, particularly to isolated and 
disadvantaged consumers; 

(b) No decrease in the total level of employment or workers entitlements;  

(c) Positive long term budget outcomes; and  

(d) A maintenance or improvement in the nature and built environment.  

It says, provided it does all those things, the Labor Party will contract out; that that is okay. That is exactly what 
we are doing with the contracting out of services. Everyone is worried and all the supporters of members 
opposite are worried we will not do those things. I think we will. We are making sure that in the contracts we 
write up with the private sector operators, we will do that. Let me refer to some other quotes. I have a question 
the member for Bassendean asked in 2008 to see whether the government supported public–private partnerships. 
The member for Bassendean—I do not know whether he was the member for Bassendean at the time; he 
probably was not—asked — 

Will the Treasurer please advise the house of the government’s response to the opposition’s public 
private partnership policy released yesterday? 

The former Treasurer and current Leader of the Opposition replied — 

The opposition has been rather slow to release a PPP policy. We released “Partnerships for Growth” in 
December 2002. 

He went on to say — 

Only last week the Premier opened a PPP project; therefore, how can it be said that we have a 
philosophical objection? 

Obviously, the Labor Party does not have a philosophical objection to PPPs. The now Leader of the Opposition 
also said — 

The philosophical support of the Attorney General was important in that PPP project proceeding. That 
is a good example of our PPP policy. 

I have a few other quotes. Given that the member for Vasse read a few quotes that I was not expecting him to 
read, we might double up. 

Mr R.H. Cook: He talked for longer than expected too. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: That is true. A media statement from the then Treasurer on 17 December 2002 states — 

“Partnerships with the private sector may deliver better value for money with some projects,” he said. 

“For instance, the private sector may finance, build and own a Government building and provide the 
security and maintenance services, while Government departments focus on what they do best—
delivering the community services. 
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… 

Projects best suited to partnerships with the private sector — 

The then Treasurer went on to list them and said they include health, schools and training institutions. They are 
the things that the Leader of the Opposition believes are best suited to using the private sector for. He believes 
that partnerships with the private sector are best used in those fields. In August 2005 the then Minister for 
Housing, the member for Cockburn, said that New Living was managed by Landstart, the development arm of 
the Department of Housing and Works, in partnership with the private sector. The former member for Armadale 
talked about the first rail facilities project of its kind in Western Australia to involve a public–private 
partnership. In October 2006, the now Leader of the Opposition referred to the effectiveness of the public sector 
partnership agreements with the private sector in countries such as the United Kingdom. He was encouraging 
construction companies in Western Australia to take up those examples. It is interesting that the key members of 
the opposition who were arguing against this bill have now left the chamber. In September 2006, again the now 
Leader of the Opposition said that he was, broadly speaking, supportive of modes of private sector participation 
in industry. The former Minister for Health talked about the contracting out of renal dialysis services, which was 
something he was very proud of. Again, that was a public–private partnership. It is clearly wrong for the 
opposition to now suggest that public–private partnerships and the contracting out of services are totally 
contradictory to Labor Party policy. That exposes everything it is doing today as a political stunt. Again, the 
former Treasurer, the current Leader of the Opposition, said that partnerships with the private sector differed 
from privatisation. The member for Vasse has already referred to that comment. When talking about calls for 
government investment and infrastructure, the Leader of the Opposition said when he was Treasurer that 
partnerships with the private sector are not privatisation. The opposition has argued that we are trying to use one 
word and the opposition is trying to use another. The current Leader of the Opposition clearly differentiates 
between contracting out, partnerships with the private sector and privatisation. Clearly, privatisation involves 
selling government assets to the private sector. Past Liberal governments privatised some services. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: People are assets. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The Leader of the Opposition said that those partnerships are not — 

Ms J.M. Freeman: They are an asset to the health system. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: They are a great asset to the public health system. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: Why are you selling them off? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The member for Nollamara needs to talk to her leader and ask him why he made that 
statement. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: I need to talk to you because, unfortunately, I need to convince you. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The member does not need to convince me because interjections are disorderly when I am 
speaking. 

The former government talked about the services that it thought were okay to be contracted out, including X-ray 
services and renal dialysis services. I think everyone supports that concept. What level do we get down to? Do 
we get down to the level of orderlies and cleaning? Would the former government have supported contracting 
out cleaning services? What medical services are we looking to contract out? In the document “Partnerships for 
Growth”, which was put out in December 2002, is a list of ancillary services that the government speaks about. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Dr K.D. HAMES: That is a list of core services that would continue to be delivered by the public sector. Only 
services that are ancillary to infrastructure were to be delivered privately. This is a Department of Treasury and 
Finance document released by the former government in December 2002. The former government said that it 
was okay to contract out ancillary services and that the opportunity would exist for the private sector to provide 
ancillary services and that such services could include engineering, maintenance and cleaning. It is clearly 
delineated in a Labor Party document that an ancillary service could be contracted out — 

Ms J.M. Freeman: It is not a Labor Party document; it is a Labor government document. It was never a Labor 
Party document. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: What is the difference? 

Ms J.M. Freeman: There is a big difference. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Does that mean that the member did not agree with the government of the day? 

Ms J.M. Freeman: No, I did not agree with the government of the day. I can say absolutely and categorically 
that I did not agree with the government about that. 
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Dr K.D. HAMES: The government of the day certainly agreed to that, and a large number of those former 
government members are sitting opposite. The member for Nollamara is being led by the former Treasurer. 
Guess what this is? It is a Treasury document. 

Ms J.M. Freeman interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Nollamara! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am finding it difficult, Mr Deputy Speaker. The leader of the Labor Party put out a Treasury 
document to say that it is okay to contract out cleaning services. I recognise the problems that occurred when our 
government contracted out some cleaning services, particularly at Royal Perth Hospital. The member says that 
she disagrees with what the former government stood for. I can tell the member that I disagreed with what our 
government did at the time. 

Ms J.M. Freeman interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Can I make just one point? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Nollamara! The minister will please address his comments to the Chair. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I disagreed with the contracting out of services that occurred at that time because it was not 
done properly. There was a significant reduction in the number of staff and an attempt was made to get people 
who were not responsible for cleaning to do the cleaning. It was done improperly and was a significant 
contributor to the outbreak of infection that occurred in that hospital. I accept that. However, that does not mean 
that we cannot learn from the mistakes that were made. We must make sure when we draw up contracts to allow 
private sector services to provide those types of services that we do not make those mistakes again. We must 
ensure that the staffing levels and the standard of service provided are first class. 

I want to move on to a couple of comments made by opposition members, particularly the member for Midland. 
On 20 October she said, as reported in Hansard — 

Yesterday, as I understand it, the government was seeking private providers for services at the new 
Fiona Stanley Hospital, which is in the process of being built. In doing things this way this government 
has not been honest and transparent. There has been no statement from the government on what it 
proposes to do or why it proposes to do it. There has not been any community discussion or 
involvement … 

On coming to government we did not say that we would contract out services at Fiona Stanley Hospital, nor did 
we need to, because that was the policy outlined in the “Partnerships for Growth” document. I have read into 
Hansard the words in the document of the former government that state quite clearly that services at Fiona 
Stanley Hospital were to be contracted to the private sector. We had no change in policy. I have not changed the 
policy of the former government in this matter. That is quite clear from the list of services in the Treasury 
document of 2002 that are appropriate for contracting out.  

I have just come back from India, where I met many hospital officials. I was particularly impressed by the 
operators of the Apollo Hospitals group, which runs about 50 private hospitals in India. By the way, a large 
number of public patients are managed at Apollo Hospitals in the private sector. Madam Reddy, whose father 
initiated Apollo Hospitals, told me that she had tried different public and private combinations and that the best 
combination was to contract out the backroom services. However, she in fact drew the line at contracting out the 
orderly service. She had tried contracting out orderly services in the past, but in her view it was not an 
appropriate fit; to have proper vertical integration of services within a hospital system, it was important for 
orderlies to be included in the public and not the private sector.  

Mr M. McGowan: So we are going to emulate the Indian experience. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: That is in fact what the union wants us to do; that is what the missos are calling for. Do 
members opposite not understand that? The missos are saying they do not want the contracting out of orderlies. 
They do not want cleaning and catering services contracted out either, but, as I said, they do not want orderly 
services contracted out. I am saying that I am prepared to look at that because the arguments put forward by the 
miscellaneous workers’ union and my experience in India suggest that is something I should look at again, so I 
will do that.  

I will go on about some of the other comments made. In particular, I want to talk about the so-called survey 
conducted in the areas around Fiona Stanley Hospital to see what the public thought. As we know, the company 
involved in that survey has some links to the Labor Party. I was interested to read the questions asked in that 
survey and the one of most interest to me—talk about push polling—states — 

The State Government has announced that Serco is its preferred company to provide privatised services 
at Fiona Stanley Hospital … Serco manages immigration detention centres and Acacia prison.  
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It then asks people if they think Serco should have the contract to run a hospital. 

Several members interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: What sort of deceptive push polling is that? What an absolute disgrace that is. Let me tell 
members a bit about what Serco does. I do not know it all. 

Ms J.M. Freeman interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am not saying the statement is inaccurate; I am saying it is deceptive. It is clearly deceptive 
because it insinuates that the only thing Serco does is run prisons and detention centres, and that is clearly not 
true. All a person has to do to find out what the company does is go to the Serco website. Shall we talk about the 
hospitals that Serco manages? Serco manages Norfolk and Norwich University Hospital, which treats 600 000 
patients a year in Norfolk and provides a tertiary cancer centre for neighbouring counties. Serco provides 
building fabric, catering, car parking, cleaning, grounds maintenance, help desk support, linen and laundry, 
mailroom services, electrical and mechanical maintenance, portering, security, switchboard and waste 
management. Significantly, they are the same tasks that it is looking to manage at Fiona Stanley Hospital. Serco 
also manages the Forth Valley Royal Hospital, which has 860 inpatient and day-care beds. That is 860 beds! We 
are building a 643-bed hospital for which Serco will be responsible; at Forth Valley it manages an 860-bed 
hospital. To suggested that Serco manages only detention centres and prisons is an absolute nonsense.  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Of what relevance is that? We are not contracting with the Australian arm of Serco; we are 
contracting with Serco. Serco is an international company with international expertise. I do not know whether 
members opposite have been to Acacia Prison lately, but I can tell them that it is extremely well run. One of our 
members visited just last week and was extremely impressed. 

Mr F.A. Alban: It was spotless! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Serco is contracted to Wishaw General Hospital in Scotland—a 663-bed hospital. Leicester 
Royal Infirmary, built in 1771, now has 1 000 beds. Serco manages a 1 000-bed hospital that has the busiest 
accident and emergency department in the United Kingdom. To say that Serco does not have experience in 
hospitals is blatantly wrong. I think the company would have good grounds to take action, if it was of a mind to 
do so, on some of the derogatory remarks made in the public arena denigrating the company. The government 
has great confidence in this company. However, members must remember what sort of hospital Fiona Stanley 
Hospital will be at the end of the day. It will be a public hospital. It will be a public hospital with public doctors, 
public nurses, public occupational therapists, public physiotherapists—I will not go down the whole list of 
services, although I see members waiting for that list! The whole range of services will be provided to public 
patients. Sure, the areas that support those services are still under discussion, but this will be a public hospital 
providing public hospital services for patients in the region. I think this hospital will be something that we can be 
extremely proud of. It has been suggested that I have not made a commitment about what will happen in other 
public hospitals. I say to those listening in the public gallery that I quite clearly have stated that I will not be 
initiating a process in this term of the government. We will not be contracting out any of the services that 
currently exist at Fremantle Hospital, Royal Perth Hospital and Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. If I have my way, 
nor will we do so in the next government. 

Ms J.M. Freeman: What about Midland? What about those workers at Midland? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I told the member 15 minutes ago what will happen at Midland. Go back and look at 
Hansard. I have committed, for those staff working at those hospitals, that we will not change the way we 
currently operate. That is not to say there will be no change. I have given a commitment that if someone 
convinces me and the Liberal Party to change that policy—that is a big “if” that I do not see happening—going 
into the next election, we will state quite clearly that that is what we intend to do. I have made that commitment. 
If, going to the next election, the Liberal Party says that that is something it will do, quite clearly, that is the right 
time for people who want to protect their positions to campaign against the government. I put it to those people 
working in government hospitals that, given that no changes are going to be made that will affect their conditions 
of employment at least for the term of this government and given that the changes being made are for only the 
new hospitals—in effect, for only Midland hospital and Fiona Stanley Hospital—there is no point in continuing 
that action.  

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands — Minister for Education) [5.18 pm]: I want to draw attention to the 
parts of the No Privatisation of Hospitals and Schools Bill 2010 that I find bewildering and inconsistent, perhaps 
ambiguous and certainly unrealistic in parts. It seems to me this bill does not genuinely safeguard the best 
interests of schoolchildren or indeed the best interests of hospital patients. I find the bill is somewhat repugnant 
in that it suggests that the policies of an elected government should be constrained now and into the future by a 



9026 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 17 November 2010] 

 

private member’s bill. If it is the case that members opposite want to establish a set of rules about what 
governments might do now and in the future, perhaps constitutional questions need to be answered about this 
legislation. If this bill is a true expression of what the opposition thinks this government should be doing in 
Western Australia and if the opposition wants a private member’s bill to constrain forever how we operate 
schools and hospitals, maybe a referendum should be held to see whether the people of Western Australia agree. 
When we look at the bill itself —  

Ms J.M. Freeman: Does the minister want to move a motion?  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: No, not at all. I think it is for the opposition to do that.  

I find the bill contradictory. When I read through the bill, it is certainly difficult to understand where it is going. 
Clauses 6 to 9 of the bill prohibit the privatisation of public hospitals and school services. I think that is pretty 
unreasonable. Even assuming that involvement in the public hospital and school sectors is a great social evil, as 
suggested by members opposite, clauses 10 and 11 of the bill specifically preserve various and disparate existing 
commercial arrangements in public hospitals and schools. On the one hand the bill says we cannot have any 
privatisation, we cannot have any of that evil, and on the other hand it says we will preserve what is already 
there.  

Mr R.H. Cook: It is not a radical bill; that’s why.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition is saying it was all right up to a certain point, but 
from today onwards it is not okay! That is quite bizarre. Where is the great principle in all of this? There is no 
great principle in all of this.  

Mr P. Papalia: Is the minister lecturing us about principles?  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: No; I am saying the opposition does not have any great principle in this — 

Mr P. Papalia: That is a bit rich coming from the person who has abandoned principles since she changed sides 
of the chamber!  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro! Minister, please address your comments to the Chair.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. The bill does not present to me any great principle 
because on a certain date things will not be allowed that were allowed beforehand. It is very confusing and 
inconsistent. Clause 3(2) has the definitions of terms used, and the list underneath “Hospital Services” and the 
list underneath “School Services” are not comparable at all. On the one hand the term “general administration” is 
used with respect to hospital services, but garden variety administration is the term used with respect to school 
services. Perhaps the member for Kwinana can tell me the difference between “general administration” as it 
applies to hospitals and “administration” as it applies to schools. They are two different terms that could mean 
quite different things. Is there a difference?  

It would seem that school catering would remain eligible for privatisation under the bill but hospital catering 
would not. What is the difference; why the difference? Under this bill school nurses would be eligible for 
privatisation, but under “Hospital Services” nurses are not. Why are nurses in one and not in the other? What is 
the difference? Either privatisation is some sort of a mischief that must be eliminated on the basis of principle, or 
it must not. I ask again: where is the great principle in this bill?  

We then turn to clause 11(2) on page 5 of the bill. It seems that clause 11 makes it clear that the prohibition of 
privatisation of school services would not apply to existing private schools or school services. What if there was 
new funding arrangements of low-interest loans to schools in the future? Will those schools be prohibited? What 
about new private schools coming online—will they be prohibited? This bill will prohibit me, as Minister for 
Education, from making any arrangement with such schools, as I interpret it. It does not matter that the School 
Education Act allows me to do this because clause 5 of the bill renders the School Education Act invalid on this 
point.  

We have some really interesting situations in our schools, particularly in smaller communities and in the regions, 
where non-government schools and government schools are actually working together and sharing teachers to 
give kids more opportunities in years 11 and 12. Is that going to stop? 

Mr R.H. Cook: It is an existing arrangement, is it?  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: What is meant by “existing arrangement”? Does it provide a blanket across the state, or in 
a particular school or group of schools where something is happening now?  

Mr R.H. Cook: An existing arrangement.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: No; the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is still not telling me the answer. If we had that 
situation in, say, Karratha where a Catholic school and a government high school were working together to 
provide a range of subjects for kids—it happens there now, so that is an existing arrangement and I can 
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understand that—but what if two schools in another town wanted to get together to do that? Is that an existing 
arrangement? No, it is not; it is a new arrangement. 

Mr R.H. Cook: I am trying to work out whether the minister wants me to answer by way of interjection or 
during my reply?  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I want to know the answer to that because it is confusing. The Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition can either do it later or — 

Mr R.H. Cook: I will do it in my reply.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Okay. I think that is a really important question. 

Mr R.H. Cook: I agree.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I do not think the definition of “existing arrangement” is clear enough for us to 
understand what is meant. There are 780 government schools and about 350 non-government schools in this 
state. There are over 1 000 government and non-government schools in this state. If we are talking about existing 
arrangements and future arrangements, we need to be really clear about what this bill means. I think it is 
confused and confusing.  

I can give lots of examples, but I will give just a few, to illustrate that this bill would prohibit a range of entirely 
desirable arrangements that have enjoyed bipartisan support for a long time. For instance, getting sports coaches 
into schools—people with particular skills work with kids to provide sports coaching. Schools buy that in. As I 
interpret this bill, if schools are not doing it already, they will not be able to do it in the future. I refer to 
chaplaincy services and other service programs like Food Bank that provide breakfast in many schools. Maybe 
existing schools can continue doing it, but if I open a new school, it will not be able to do it. Food Bank does a 
fantastic job. What about a school that decided to engage an artist-in-residence for a term, and it had never done 
it before. It is not an existing arrangement; therefore, that school could not do it. It could not provide those 
children in that school with an exceptional experience by having an artist-in-residence. There is a whole lot of 
other examples I could give, but I know that time will defeat me.  

Let us look at the collaborative arrangements we had during the Building the Education Revolution program. 
Those arrangements would not have been possible under this bill. I refer to things like private project 
management and the use of private architects. We would not be able to do that in the future, according to this 
bill. What if, member for Kwinana, the commonwealth government’s current inquiry into school funding comes 
up with a recommendation that we should have voucher funding for some schoolchildren, or for all 
schoolchildren? The member for Kwinana would not agree with that, and the inquiry may well come up with that 
result. The member certainly would not agree with it and this bill would prevent us from doing it.  

Mr R.H. Cook: The minister is right; I would not agree with it.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: I know he would not, but it might be a darn good idea for some kids.  

Let me give an example that is a really important one. At the moment a small number of schools are called care 
schools that provide an alternative schooling environment for some of the most troubled children in our state. At 
the moment, there are about seven or eight privately run care schools. We have provided special funding for 
government schoolchildren to go to those schools if it is appropriate for them. Very small numbers do. We 
would not be able to provide that special schooling environment for those youngsters with very special needs 
under this bill. That would make the job in our public schools more difficult because these youngsters often have 
mental health issues and other issues, and a care school can provide very close and often one-to-one care. 
Schooling is also very important for them.  

What if we want to extend the Clontarf football program, which exists in some schools and not in others? That 
group is run according to an agreement with the state. It is doing some really good work in our schools. They are 
examples that need answering.  

I want to draw attention to the issue of cleaning and gardening duties in schools. We have 780 government 
schools in the state. There are currently nine schools that employ contract cleaners. In certain parts of the state, 
particularly in the Pilbara, we are not able to get day labour. An arrangement has been very carefully worked out 
in which, under certain circumstances, we can contract out the cleaning in order to get our schools cleaned. 
Without those contracts, those schools would not be cleaned. Karratha Senior High School, the Pilbara TAFE 
annex, Karratha Primary School, Halls Creek District High School, Derby District High School, Cassia Primary 
School, Port Hedland Primary School — 

Ms J.M. Freeman: That’s an existing service.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: Yes, it is an existing service in those nine schools, but does that mean that it is restricted 
to only those nine schools and that it could not happen anywhere else? That is not explained in the opposition’s 
bill; it is not clear in the bill and I am not sure whether members opposite even know what they intended. 
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This can be looked at in another way. In the Pilbara, companies such as BHP Billiton and Woodside are very 
involved in their communities and want really good schools. Those companies have put millions of dollars into 
schools in the Pilbara. Does this legislation mean that we will no longer be able to accept those arrangements 
with those companies? I suspect it does mean that. That we can take their money but we cannot go the other way 
and work in partnership is very, very strange thinking on the part of the opposition.  

From time to time it is really important to enter into contracts with private information technology providers and 
others that have expertise that we do not have in our schools. Section 216(1) of the School Education Act 
states — 

The Minister may do all things necessary or convenient to be done for the purpose of furthering the best 
interests of students and educational programmes in government schools. 

Clause 5 of the No Privatisation of Hospitals and Schools Bill provides that where the legislation is inconsistent 
with the Hospitals and Health Services Act or the School Education Act, the no privatisation act will prevail. 
Therefore, in the contest between no privatisation as defined in this bill on the one hand and the best interests of 
schoolchildren on the other, children come last. I find it quite abhorrent that any private members’ bill, or any 
bill, would say that the best interests of children come last because having no privatisation is much more 
important than anything else. In this vast state of ours, we need some flexibility so that we can provide for the 
best interests of children, and sometimes that means getting private people in to help us do that job. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.31 pm] — in reply: I thank members for 
their contributions to the debate on the No Privatisation of Hospitals and Schools Bill 2010, which it turns out 
has crossed a few periods of private members’ time. 

I must confess that there have been an extraordinary number of remarks in the contributions about one of the 
health unions involved in this particular issue—namely, the Liquor, Hospitality and Miscellaneous Union. 
Indeed, I thought there was something bordering on an obsession with the secretary of the LHMU. I daresay that 
there was perhaps even a bit of sexual tension in the chamber such was the obsession that the other side had with 
denigrating the secretary of the LHMU or the union itself! But of course this is not about the union. This is not 
about demonising — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr R.H. COOK: This is not about attempts to demonise a particular union. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr R.H. COOK: If it is by the other side — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Jandakot!  

Mr R.H. COOK: — it is to distract the debate by simply undertaking an exercise of demonisation of the 
LHMU. Perhaps, members opposite should also be demonising the Health Services Union, which is equally 
concerned about job losses in its sector. Perhaps they should also be talking about the State School Teachers’ 
Union, which is equally concerned about job losses in its area. Perhaps members opposite should be demonising 
the thousands of workers who have been mobilised in this campaign because they, too, are concerned about the 
loss of their jobs and the loss of their wages and conditions. What is apparent — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr R.H. COOK: What is apparent, Mr Deputy Speaker — 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! The member for Kwinana has a right to be heard in this place. 

Mr R.H. COOK: What is apparent is that members on the other side have a particular perception about 
privatisation and they seek — 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Riverton! Carry on, member for — 

Dr M.D. Nahan interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Riverton, I call you for the second time. 
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Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr R.H. COOK: We obviously have particular concerns about the impact of privatisation. I have particular 
concerns about the impact of bad privatisation. 

Mr P.T. Miles interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Wanneroo! 

Mr R.H. COOK: Bad privatisation is essentially when a company goes in for low rent, and the only way that 
the private entity can actually eke out an existence and a margin in the contract is to simply attack the wages and 
conditions of the workers involved. Once upon a time, called pre–global financial crisis, the private sector had 
access to very cheap capital. What the private sector used to do in the context of these big infrastructure projects 
was to use its access—its competitive advantage—to cheap capital to undertake particularly clever projects that 
allowed it to utilise some of that competitive advantage to create margins in the context of a project that made it 
in some respects more palatable. Nothing could be further from the truth today.  

To demonstrate this, let us look at, first of all, the government’s own policies in relation to the Midland health 
campus and Princess Margaret Hospital for Children. To give him his dues, the minister went to the last election 
saying that the government would have a public–private partnership for Princess Margaret Hospital. That was 
because in the context of when he was campaigning, the minister knew that the private sector had access to a lot 
of cheap capital and would be able to, hopefully in his term, develop this campus and have it operating by 
2014—I think that is what the Liberal Party policy said. Of course, nothing could be further from the truth today. 
Members opposite also entertained the idea that they would have a PPP at Midland health campus because they 
thought that would be clever, too, saying, “We want to develop Midland health campus and we want to chop the 
living daylights out of the budget; therefore, perhaps we’ll go to the private sector and get it to fund the project.” 
Enter the global financial crisis, and all those ideas came tumbling down. We now have a government that goes 
begging to the federal government to try to fund the capital component of the Midland health campus, and it did 
not do too badly. 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Mr R.H. COOK: The state government got $180 million out of the federal government.  

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr R.H. COOK: The government then went to BHP Billiton and Rio Tinto and said, “Can we have a bit of a 
contribution to Princess Margaret Hospital?” The government is doing this because it knows that private capital 
is no longer cheaper than public capital. That is why the government is abandoning its PPP proposals. However, 
some people are always wedded to particular ideological positions; that is, they are wedded to the idea of 
privatisation. But once the concept of private equity is cut out, all that is left for a private entity to create a 
margin to provide public services is to chop out the service delivery end. That means it cuts back on staff, cuts 
staff wages — 

Mr A.J. Waddell: Cuts corners. 

Mr R.H. COOK: — or cuts corners. I thank the member for Forrestfield. That is what we are left with in terms 
of this government’s privatisation policy. 

I want to go over some of the contributions made by members. I want to go over the — 

Dr K.D. Hames: That’s why everyone’s flocking your way — 

Mr R.H. COOK: Keep talking, minister! The minister sought the sanctity of the Chair when he was on his feet 
because he did not like the member for Nollamara making comments, but he should just go for it because I love 
this stuff! I love exposing the hypocrisy and the ridiculousness of the government’s position.  

I listened to the member for Ocean Reef—what a childish and stupid contribution to the debate! What he had to 
say was simply that the Joondalup hospital was no longer going to be a tertiary hospital, yet he knows full well 
that that is simply a distortion of what is the case. It is disinformation and it is an effort to scare the living 
daylights out of his constituents because the member’s constituency is scared of privatisation. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members!  

Mr R.H. COOK: Nothing in this bill stops Joondalup hospital from remaining in private hands, and that is in a 
clause that all members opposite ignored, except for the member for Riverton, who simply opted to distort the 
truth and provide misinformation. 
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Let us dispense first of all with the issue of Joondalup Health Campus. Nothing in this bill stops the Joondalup 
Health Campus continuing to develop. Of course, under a Labor government it would become a tertiary hospital. 
This is the minister that the member for Ocean Reef needs to talk to about tertiary hospitals being abandoned in 
the northern suburbs. It is this minister who abandoned the plans for Joondalup hospital to become a tertiary 
hospital campus. If the member does not believe me, he should see the chair of the education and health policy 
committee. She will tell him what the case is and she will back me up on that issue. 

Another interesting aspect about the Joondalup Health Campus is that members on the other side of the chamber 
love to talk about the expansion of the Joondalup Health Campus and the fact that it took place under a private 
hospital management arrangement. It is true that it did, but it took many years of teeth-pulling negotiations with 
a private entity to reach agreement on the nature of that expansion. It took long, protracted and difficult 
negotiations, which ultimately proved successful but which ultimately delayed the expansion and upgrade of that 
hospital. Ask any of the people involved in those negotiations at the time. They will say that the huge fly in the 
negotiation ointment was the private sector interest that wanted to make sure that it took some skin out of the 
process. The member talked about the expansion of the Joondalup Health Campus. The expansion of the 
Joondalup Health Campus, in my opinion, would have happened much quicker. I take nothing away from the 
management of the Joondalup Health Campus. I think Ramsay Health Care, and in particular Kempton Cowan 
and his team, is doing an amazing job. That is great because it provides those opposite with the only sanctity in 
this debate, because they can point to it as the one place in Perth where the privatisation system has worked. 
They have not always thought that and nor has the member for Vasse, because in 2004 the then Leader of the 
Opposition, Hon Colin Barnett, MLA, had a policy position that they would bring it back into public hands. The 
member for Vasse makes an interesting observation about the cycles of policy, but when it comes to the issue of 
hypocrisy, I do not think we need to rely on the member for Vasse to provide us with any particular lessons.  

The member for Forrestfield made some interesting observations on the issue of risk. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Right! There are three separate meetings going on on this side of the house and a lot 
of talking. Member for Kwinana, continue please. 

Mr R.H. COOK: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. The member for Forrestfield and the member for Bassendean 
made very important contributions. They both talked about what is in some respects the half-truth of 
privatisation, which is the transfer of risk—in particular, the transfer of financial risk, which we have seen in 
projects such as Spencer Street Station is simply not the case. The most important aspect of this is that what we 
will never transfer is the political risk. That is why the Premier, when he was then Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition, wanted to bring Joondalup hospital back in-house. That was because the difficulties associated with 
the private sector operator at Joondalup Health Campus were causing difficulties for the government of the day 
and political opportunity for the opposition of the day. Therefore, he wanted to bring it in-house because it was 
going pear-shaped. Mercifully, Kempton Cowan has rescued that project. Now those opposite talk about it as 
being one of the great successes of privatisation. That has not always been the case for the member for Vasse, 
because they wanted previously to bring it back in house when it was not working. 

The member for Kingsley raised the issue of the Karratha school cleaners. It is interesting that she obviously 
read my second reading contribution in which I pointed out that in fact the situation of the Karratha school 
cleaners is a very good example of how the bill is reasonable in its intent; that is, that there is an existing practice 
within the department about the way services are provided, and nothing in this bill stops that from continuing. 
That is something the member for North West wanted to clarify, and I was very happy to clarify that with him. I 
was very happy to dub that particular clause the “Karratha Primary School clause”, because it provided a very 
clear guide for that instance. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: If that works, why would you not allow it? 

Mr R.H. COOK: Welcome to the debate, Leader of the National Party. I thank him very much for joining us. 
He has been missing until now, but it is nice that he could stagger in so late in the piece. I am sad that we did not 
hear from him during the earlier debate, because some of his members are expressing some very positive views 
about this bill. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Not me, because I think you are a dill. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members! 

Mr R.H. COOK: I would like to thank those members of the National Party who are supportive of this 
particular bill and let them know that the leader of their party thinks that they are all dills. 

I would like to wrap-up on a final couple of points. The member for Vasse made perhaps one of the most telling 
comments in this debate when he said that it is an issue of privatisation versus outsourcing. The particular project 
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that is attracting attention at the moment in relation to Serco is not privatisation; it is outsourcing. Mercifully, we 
have the official newsletter from Fiona Stanley Hospital stating that that is in fact what it is doing; it is 
privatising hospital services. The member for Vasse also said that of course we undertake PPPs because they are 
based upon, and I paraphrase the member for Vasse, the assumption that it gives the taxpayer better value for 
money. That is the point. We have seen no evidence from this government that privatisation will deliver better 
hospital services, better wages and conditions for the workers, better joined-up services for the hospital and 
better services for the patients. 

I would like to conclude by quoting a couple of hospital workers who addressed a forum that we had in this place 
earlier today. Mr Brodie Clayton, who is a lead cleaner at Royal Perth Hospital has experienced both working in 
a privatised—or outsourced, as the member for Vasse would like to tell us—cleaning company as well as a 
hospital. He says — 

Another aspect of working for a private company within a Government organisation was the fact that it 
was plainly obvious to us as workers at the time that we were not really considered as equal with other 
staffing groups who are directly employed as Government employees, this inevitably had the effect of 
an “Us and Them “ outlook, and created a counter productive environment, as many of the workers I 
worked with quite often referred to when they were once Govt Employee’s before they were made 
redundant in the mid Nineties and how much better the hospital was run, not just in terms of appearance 
or hygiene but also in terms of moral and a true sense of purpose when at work, I can without a doubt 
say that I was often not happy with the work I was doing because I knew that it was not being done 
correctly, it was not being done correctly because you are litteraly running to compete duties, bare 
minimum staffing resources were being utilised to try and keep up with the task of cleaning a hospital, 
and a facade was being painted on the outside that all was well when really areas were going without 
being cleaned for days at a time, people who are sick of not being covered and due to this being asked 
to do 2 areas and “just skip it over tonight” featured quite prevalently and ultimately at the end of 2001 
these practices and the use of Patient Care Assistants to do ward cleaning as well as patient care 
assisting as there were no dedicated ward cleaners at the time, culminated and led to the VRE outbreak 
of 2001.  

This is a very reasonable bill. It does not stop the government doing all those things in the public sector that are 
done by the private sector now. It is simply a line in the sand to protect workers, hospital and school services and 
to protect education and the health system for Western Australian patients. 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (26) 

Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr W.J. Johnston Mr J.R. Quigley Mr P.C. Tinley 
Dr A.D. Buti Mr J.C. Kobelke Ms M.M. Quirk Mr A.J. Waddell 
Ms A.S. Carles Mr F.M. Logan Mr E.S. Ripper Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mr V.A. Catania Mr M. McGowan Mrs M.H. Roberts Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr R.H. Cook Mr M.P. Murray Ms R. Saffioti Mr D.A. Templeman (Teller) 
Ms J.M. Freeman Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr T.G. Stephens  
Mr J.N. Hyde Mr P. Papalia Mr C.J. Tallentire  

Noes (26) 

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

            

Pairs 

 Mrs C.A. Martin Mr I.M. Britza 
 Mr P.B. Watson Mr R.F. Johnson 
 Ms L.L. Baker Mr F.A. Alban 

 

The voting being equal, the Speaker cast his vote with the noes. 

Question thus negatived. 

Bill defeated. 

[Interruption from the gallery.] 
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The SPEAKER: People in the gallery, you are welcome to be in here. You are unable to participate in the 
debate of the house. If there are further interruptions from the gallery, I will be forced to clear the gallery. But 
you are more than welcome to stay for any procedure in this place.  

SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE HERITAGE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA ACT 1990 

Establishment — Motion 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [5.52 pm]: The motion that I am debating is that this house set up a select committee to 
review the Heritage of Western Australia Act 1990. It is a disgrace that this Parliament has not ensured that the 
government of the day has met its — 

The SPEAKER: I am just trying to clarify, member for Perth, whether you are formally moving the motion. 

Mr J.N. HYDE: And the clarification is? 

The SPEAKER: You need to say those words. 

Mr J.N. HYDE: I move — 

(1) That a bipartisan select committee of four members be established to review the Heritage of 
Western Australia Act 1990 with the view to considering — 

(a) the effectiveness of the operations of the Heritage Council; 

(b) the need for the continuation of the functions of the Heritage Council; and 

(c) any other matters relevant to the operation and effectiveness of the act. 

 (2) That in accordance with standing order 277, the responsible minister be directed to respond to 
the committee’s recommendations. 

(3) That the committee report to the Legislative Assembly by 16 June 2011. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, member for Perth. 

Mr J.N. HYDE: The issue is that when a previous Labor government enacted the Heritage Act in 1990, it 
provided that after three years of operation of the act, there should be a proper review of the act. Regretfully, in 
the intervening years, there have been more years of Liberal governments than there have been of Labor 
governments. We at least introduced the act, but successive Liberal governments have refused to undertake a 
proper full review of that act. It is painfully obvious that the act does not meet the needs of the community today. 
This act is 20 years old. The views about heritage within the community have changed substantially in those 
intervening 20 years. Importantly, we have had a number of advances in our understanding of not only heritage 
values per se, but also the great driver that heritage is within the market in terms of the value of property, and of 
how the old furphy—the old urban myth—that a heritage listing devalues a property has been shown to be 
erroneous.  

Today, coincidentally, the current Minister for Heritage introduced the Heritage and Planning Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2010. It was very interesting to look at the heritage and planning legislative bill that I tabled in 
this Parliament in June 2009. I am delighted that the current Minister for Heritage has stolen—not stolen; that 
would be unparliamentary—taken the lead from the extensive work that I conducted in having that bill drafted 
and has replicated in so many ways the attributes that I was calling for and that the Labor Party was calling for 
within that bill. The reality, and certainly the advice that I had before the unfortunate fall of the previous Labor 
government, was that such a review is needed. No doubt that good work that was done in the Heritage Council of 
Western Australia was available for the current minister, and he needed merely to cut and paste what was in my 
bill of June 2009, mirroring almost verbatim the recommendations and increases in the fines and so on. 

This is a very important measure and a very urgent measure. We would certainly hope that next week the 
minister will be able get some government legislative time so that we can push the Heritage and Planning 
Legislation Amendment Bill through very quickly. Therefore, I wish the minister luck with cabinet and the 
Leader of the House in achieving the legislative debating time that this bill deserves. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli: I need it!  

Mr J.N. HYDE: I know, and I am offering the minister bipartisan support with the Leader of the House and his 
other cabinet members. 

I will also mention that one of the impetuses for the issue of heritage has been Guildford Hotel. In fact, one of 
the very first financial commitments the new Barnett government made was to provide for a study into the 
heritage retention of Guildford Hotel. I think the government took on that issue. But it has let the issue fester for 
two years. A rally will be held at Guildford Hotel this Sunday, and there are some 6 000 signatures already. The 
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people of Western Australia want our heritage act and the functions of the Heritage Council to be reviewed so 
that we will have teeth in the preservation of heritage in this state. The legislative changes that were announced 
today—mirroring mine—are a small step. At the moment, if the owner of a non-heritage listed property has a 
downpipe that is in disrepair, the local council can take the owner to task for that and have some resolution of 
that issue on safety grounds.  

Debate adjourned, pursuant to standing orders. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) RECURRENT 2009–10 (SUPPLEMENTARY) BILL 2010 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) CAPITAL 2009–10 (SUPPLEMENTARY) BILL 2010 

Second Reading — Cognate Debate 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MS R. SAFFIOTI (West Swan) [7.01 pm]: In conclusion, I reiterate how disappointed we are that the 
government did not table the relevant information during the second reading debate. This was a sign of an 
arrogant government willing to disregard the basic accountability measures in this place. We look forward to 
sitting very late tonight, as the Premier has promised, to go through in detail the $1 billion of additional 
expenditure that this government is asking Parliament to approve. We need to go through the bill line by line and 
ask for justification of all the items of expenditure. Again, the government is asking for $1 billion in additional 
funding; it was $1.2 billion last year. The numbers are getting bigger and bigger—billions of dollars out of a 
$20 billion budget. This information should have been tabled in time for the second reading debate. It was the 
right thing to do. Again, the Premier has shown his arrogance by not doing so. 

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [7.02 pm]: I intend to take advantage of the general nature of this debate to 
reflect a little on the character, progress and outcomes of this government as it moves along the path of 
incumbency and nears the midway point of these extremely long four and a half years of the Barnett government. 
Some days it seems as though it will go on forever, and some days it seems as though it has already gone on 
forever! I feel that it is appropriate that I take the opportunity to reflect a little on what is happening. I am not the 
only one doing so. I have noticed of late that it appears that the post-election fog that seemed to engulf, indeed 
blanket, the Western Australian political media has finally started to lift. There seem to be a few indications of a 
parting of the mist and of light being shone where previously there was only darkness. I must make the 
observation that it is refreshing to see some particularly young and invigorated journalists who have come into 
the political sphere and who are now focusing far more intently on the achievements, or lack thereof, of the 
government, instead of just making the superficial and almost benign level of assessment or analysis that 
appeared to have been applied particularly for the first year or so after the last election and even in the first 18 
months of the government. The mist appears to be lifting. There seem to be a few chinks in the armour and a few 
openings in the darkness, and the fog appears to be lifting as the sun comes in and starts to warm the cockles of 
the Western Australian Labor Party, as we finally perceive that there are other people in the political world in 
Western Australia. Analysts and observers are taking note of just how poor have been the achievements and how 
negative have been the outcomes of the actions of this government. 

We all know that the problem with conservatives is that they are, generally, conservative. That would not 
necessarily be quite so bad if they just occupied the government benches. It would be okay if they just went over 
there and enjoyed the trappings of office—the big white car, the office with a view, and the ability to get free 
tickets to the Berlin Philharmonic Orchestra or whoever happens to be coming to town at the behest of the 
Minister for Culture and the Arts. That would be par for the course. That would continue in the great tradition of 
many conservative Western Australian governments. It would not really upset the apple cart. It would not do 
much damage. The problem arises when some of the ministers feel that they have to try to change outcomes. As 
we have seen in recent times, that can be very dangerous. Some ministers in particular lack the imagination 
necessary to perceive a better outcome for the future. They just want to revert to something that they are 
comfortable with, which is often a negative outcome. Unfortunately, I refer in particular to the Minister for 
Police, who has recently departed from the chamber. It would have been nice to address him in person. I want to 
talk about some of the aspects of his very poor performance that he has had to confront in recent times. It is 
undeniable that the outright rejection of his abhorrent and extremist stop-and-search legislation has demonstrated 
that not even the minister’s own government is willing to accept some of his behaviour in his attempt to be seen 
to be doing something. He has blundered his way into a situation in which even the members of his own 
government have decided that this is a step too far, and they have called upon the Western Australian public to 
join them in rejecting the minister’s stop-and-search legislation. 

It has been only a week, yet it seems so long ago that the minister was still trying to push through legislation that 
had been pretty comprehensively rejected by the upper house committee that considered it for so long. Only last 
week, the minister was still labouring under the mistaken belief that he might be able to get that legislation 
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through in some altered form. It was only a couple of weeks ago that the minister suggested to me in this place 
that I had it completely wrong—that I had misread the National Party and the upper house committee and that 
somehow I was overly optimistic to suggest that the upper house committee had rejected his legislation and that 
that would be the death of that legislation. I refer to an extract from Hansard of Thursday, 21 October when I 
said to the minister during a speech on another subject that the legislation that I was talking about might present 
an opportunity, particularly in light of the big warning from the other place that the minister was given on that 
day about the general tenor of his law and order legislation. The minister interjected and said that he had not 
been given a warning.  He is about the only person in Western Australia who missed the warning from the upper 
house committee. I said, “I think the minister received a fairly significant message today.” He asked: from the 
other place? And I said yes. He said, “You’re talking about a committee report; you’re not talking about the 
other place.” He believed when that report was handed down that he would still be able to push that legislation 
through; that he would be able to bully some of his own government members into abandoning their principles 
and supporting that outrageous legislation. He was wrong and has been proven wrong. I think the government 
has been proven wrong by a raft of measures it intends to pursue in the arena generally termed “law and order”. 
The stop-and-search legislation was a significant pillar of the government’s agenda, such as it is. The fact that 
we are conducting this debate tonight and had to rush some legislation into this place that has not appeared 
urgent at any time prior to now indicates that the government does not have any agenda at all. The closest thing 
it had to any sort of agenda has been the law and order debate, and the stop-and-search legislation was central to 
that debate. It was the underlying jewel in the crown of the pursuit of the Minister for Police, the Premier and the 
Attorney General of their populist agenda. They embarked upon that agenda immediately upon taking office 
when they introduced mandatory sentencing and subsequently changed the truth-in-sentencing legislation and 
that third item—the stop-and-search legislation—the key component of their law and order agenda. When that 
came crashing down it gave us the opportunity to look more closely at the rest of the government’s agenda and at 
the impact the extremist position of the Attorney General in particular, the police minister and the Premier has 
had on the average Western Australian; in fact, on some of the most vulnerable Western Australians.  

The Attorney General denies that his approach is having any negative impact. In fact, he always claims that 
every person who has been placed in our prisons as a consequence of his actions deserves to be there. Before I 
continue I will reiterate, as I usually do, the government’s achievements in this field. Over the past 10 years the 
growth in the prison population of Western Australia is 49 per cent. That encompassed the previous Labor 
government and two years of this government. That is cause for concern. That should be enough for us to stop 
and ask: are we going to accept continuous growth in the prison population forever and the associated cost and 
negative outcomes? Whilst the previous Labor government’s policy had a negative impact and added to the 
prison population and we should be ashamed of that fact, this government has made an art form of it. In its first 
18 months in office, this government increased the prison population by 27 per cent. In effect, 900 additional 
people were crammed into overcrowded prisons. The consequence to the budget bottom line—we are debating 
an appropriation bill—was an additional $90 million in recurrent expenditure in that first 18 months due to the 
growth in the prison population. A line item in the document given to us by the Premier associated with this 
appropriation bill provides a breakdown of how expenditure has occurred and relates to corrective services in the 
past six months and indicates that the increased prison population resulted in additional costs of $49.7 million. 
Why is that all relevant? Because the Attorney General continues to be in denial about the impact of his agenda 
and the extremist views, extremist legislation and extremist rhetoric he, the police minister and the Premier 
engage in.  

In November last year—a year ago—the Attorney General told Parliament that people are in prison, not because 
they are poor or because of the colour of their skin, but because they have committed serious offences against the 
laws of Western Australia. The Attorney General would have us believe that everyone in our prison system is an 
evil threat to society and deserves to be there and there is no other possible way of dealing with them. In 
September this year he repeated the claim—he has said it many times—on the ABC Stateline program when he 
said, “If you’ve ended up in the Western Australian prison system and are one of those 4 700 people, you well 
and truly deserve to be in that prison.” There is no mistaking the minister’s view or the underlying message to 
the people of Western Australia. It is a populist message. The message is: be afraid of all the people in prison; 
we claim to be doing the right thing by cramming more and more people into our prisons and there is no other 
alternative. The problem for the minister, the Premier and this government is that there are other views. Not all 
those people who have been crammed into the prison system are necessarily a great threat to society. Not all of 
them will benefit from going to prison so that their likelihood of reoffending is reduced when they get out. In 
fact, many of them will come out far worse because they have been sent to prison when an alternative program 
may have resulted in the better outcome of their reoffending at a lower rate.  

In 2007 a study was commissioned by the then corrective services minister, chaired by the member for Victoria 
Park, that looked into Indigenous licensing and fine default, titled “Indigenous Licensing and Fine Default: A 
Clean Slate”. That report, which I have referred to in this place in recent times, identified that Aboriginal people, 
particularly in remote communities, were incredibly disproportionately represented among driving licence 
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offenders who ended up in the prison system. It is a good report and I commend it to the house for anyone 
looking to do research on the matter. One part I found particularly enlightening reads — 

It is not the purpose of this report to provide an evaluation of the effectiveness of imprisonment as a 
sanction for licensing, driving or fine default offences. It is important, however, to highlight the 
compelling evidence that offenders who are sentenced to prison have higher rates of recidivism and 
recidivate more quickly than offenders placed on probation. And, with repeat incarceration, all 
prisoners are more likely to progress with high probability to more serious crimes with each successive 
imprisonment. 

Those findings were footnoted. One was from a national report, “The Experience of Prison and Premature 
Death”, and the other one was the Australian Law Reform Commission report, “Reducing the emphasis on 
imprisonment”.  

That report and those referenced reports are not the only places we can find those sorts of conclusions. Last 
year’s Law Reform Commission report of Western Australia produced in June 2009 draws a similar conclusion 
when it says — 

Deterrent forms of punishment, such as imprisonment, do not usually modify the behaviour of persons 
suffering from a mental impairment.  

This is interesting because this report was specifically focused on diversion from the prison system that may be 
achieved for mentally ill people. We must remember—I will always refer to this—the Attorney General believes 
there is no cohort in our prison system who could be removed from that prison system and produce a more 
effective outcome or be treated in a fairer way, but, far more importantly, a more efficient and productive way 
whereby a reduction in their recidivism rate is achieved. That was not the finding of the Law Reform 
Commission. The commission report states — 

Deterrent forms of punishment, such as imprisonment, do not usually modify the behaviour of persons 
suffering from a mental impairment. … deficiencies in treatment and management of mentally impaired 
offenders within prisons can exacerbate mental illness and result in a high rate of recidivism upon 
release. This has become known as the ‘revolving door phenomenon’, where mentally ill or cognitively 
impaired people cycle through the courts and prisons with their problems and needs becoming 
increasingly complex to manage.  

The reason I raise that, apart from the fact it identifies a second cohort of people; namely mentally ill people—
the first being Aboriginal people, who end up in prison due to drivers’ licence offences—is that I have recently 
heard the Attorney General claim that he has been considering an alternative to imprisonment for treatment of 
mentally ill offenders.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr P. PAPALIA: The Attorney General has been considering an alternative to imprisonment for mentally ill 
offenders. The problem is that I had not heard him say that until I started talking about the mentally ill offenders 
in the system. I had heard the Minister for Mental Health talk about it, and I commend him for doing so, albeit I 
am a little disappointed that he has not taken any action in that regard. At least he acknowledges there is a 
problem. The Attorney General, until very recently, denied there was a problem. He has consistently, for more 
than two years now, refused to acknowledge that some people in our prison system would be more appropriately 
and effectively treated elsewhere. He has challenged me in this place to provide some examples of cohorts. I 
have referred to Aboriginal people in remote communities who suffer as consequence of licensing offences and 
now I have talked about mentally ill offenders who could be treated more effectively in a secure residential 
facility. I acknowledge that the Attorney General is finally coming around but I do not like the way he is trying 
to rewrite history by suggesting that he has done it of his own accord. The Attorney General has been dragged 
kicking and screaming into acknowledging that perhaps some unfortunate mentally ill offenders are stuck in the 
revolving door of our prison system and would be better off being treated elsewhere. The rest of us would be 
better off too because those offenders would be less likely to reoffend upon release than they are currently. 

I will refer to a couple of cases which are different from the average case of a mentally ill offender but which 
illustrate the stupidity of our system. The cases involve two women whom I have referred to before. They are 
Louise Scotchmer and Rita Ariyaratnam. Both those mothers suffered from postnatal depression and were 
charged with and imprisoned for killing their children. Louise Scotchmer’s family, including her partner and 
other family members, is begging for her to be released. I believe that it serves no purpose to incarcerate either 
of those women. Perhaps we do not have an appropriate place to put Rita or Louise. Those cases should serve as 
a catalyst for us to organise a secure residential facility. I am not talking about the Frankland unit but about an 
appropriate alternative secure residential facility where mentally ill people can be treated if they have offended 
in a way that requires them to be imprisoned. 
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I believe there is another cohort to whom the Attorney General appears completely blind. He is incapable of 
acknowledging that there are a lot of people that he and this government have thrown into the prison system at 
great expense to the people of Western Australia who will come out worse than they went in. They will reoffend 
at a higher rate. In effect, the Premier, the Attorney General and the Minister for Police are making crime in 
Western Australia worse by cramming more people into our prisons. They can look at another group that has 
been identified by a lot of other people. Before I get to them, I will refer to a couple of other people who have 
identified the cohorts that I have already spoken about. It has been some time since Hon Justice Christine 
Wheeler identified in her farewell speech how dangerous she believed the situation in Western Australia was as a 
result of the juvenile and fairly ignorant level of debate on crime and punishment. She said — 

“reasonably often … people, often young people, people with young children, people with mental 
problems, are in gaol for longer than is strictly necessary or sometimes when not necessary at all.” 

The retiring Chief Judge of the District Court, Antoinette Kennedy, said — 

“It’s cheap and it doesn’t require any leadership to say we’re going to increase all penalties and we’re 
going to lock everybody up longer. 

That sounds very cheap and very familiar. It sounds like the Minister for Police. Antoinette Kennedy also said — 

“But, to actually convey to the community, no, we’re not doing that because it doesn’t work, we’re 
going to do these other things such as early intervention—that requires leadership, and it requires more 
than a 30 second television grab, I’m afraid. 

That is why she was leaving the bench. Antoinette Kennedy also said — 

“I had hoped that over the period of time, more programs would be available for offenders and there’d 
be more chance of putting them out into other programs that would be more effective than jail, and that 
has never come to pass.” 

They were courageous to make those statements. They were immediately criticised by talkback radio and other 
sections of the media. Indeed, without directly criticising them, criticism was placed on them in the public 
domain by the Minister for Police and the Attorney General. 

Another person who has clearly identified a number of cohorts within the prison system who perhaps should not 
be there and who could be treated alternatively in a far more effective fashion was the Chief Justice. In a speech 
in September last year, he said — 

So, while there is, of course, no “average” prisoner, if there are any general characteristics of the recent 
prison intake in Western Australia, they include psychiatric disability, economic disadvantage 
(evidenced through an inability to pay fines), Aboriginality and offending at the lower end of the 
spectrum. 

The Chief Justice said in that speech, which has been well documented and reported on, that a lot of people end 
up in our prison system who may be far more effectively treated in alternative ways. That view by the Chief 
Justice was attacked by the Attorney General at the time. Late last year and earlier this year the Attorney General 
took the opportunity to undertake a series of lectures. In writing a response to a discussion paper of mine that 
was published in Brief, the Attorney General refuted and criticised the view of the Chief Justice that over the 
past decade or so punishment had increased as a result of a number of things, including popular punitivism. The 
Chief Justice argued that a person who committed the same offence 10 years ago would get a longer sentence 
today and, as a consequence, more people are punished for longer. The Attorney General went to some pains to 
try to undermine those findings of the Chief Justice. As much as I admire and respect the extent of the academic 
achievement of the Attorney General, my respect for the Chief Justice far exceeds the respect I have for the 
Attorney General on this matter. I think the Attorney General essentially reflects a lot of the nature of this 
government. The government is more about politics than policy and it is far more about politics than principle. 
Invariably, the government is more interested in politics and getting a news grab rather than achieving a good 
outcome, and the Attorney General reflects that. It is the entire being of the Minister for Police and, ultimately, it 
is a reflection of the entire government. As I said earlier, the government has no agenda. We are debating this 
bill instead of debating some real legislation. We could be dealing with some real legislation to allow this 
government to make positive progress. Instead, we are filling in time so that the Minister for Police can sit at his 
table with his guests eating his prawns and enjoying himself. On Sunday morning he can make a ridiculous 
statement about some other extremist law. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I am sorry. As the member is aware, because I have said it in this place before, I have 
suffered a little and am slightly hearing impaired from my service in the military. I would very much appreciate 
the member repeating that interjection because I did not quite hear it. Is the member afraid to? 
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Mrs L.M. Harvey: I am not afraid. I am waiting to hear more of your intelligent contribution. I do apologise for 
interjecting on you, member. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I do not mind the member’s interjections; I enjoy them. I was just upset that I could not quite 
hear what the member said. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: I want to hear more rhetoric. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: One other person in Western Australia believes that a number of people in the prison system 
should not be there. One other respected individual and authority believes that a number of disadvantaged 
individuals have been thrown into our prison system and have been stuck in the revolving door of the prison 
system. The individual said that it was ridiculous that those people were there. This respected individual said, “It 
is absolutely ridiculous that these people in particular”, and the ones he was talking about are Aboriginal people 
who have become stuck in our prison system. I think that the member for Scarborough may even acknowledge 
that this respected individual is worthy of our admiration and respect; I think that the member for Scarborough 
may even believe that this individual is worth listening to; and I think that perhaps this individual may even have 
some influence on the Attorney General. I wait to see what outcomes this individual achieves, because I am 
referring to the Premier, who, on 1 November this year, on Q&A, said — 

… I take your point about the rate of incarceration of Aboriginal people. It is far, far too high. 

And he further said — 

It is far too high, and that’s one of the greatest social problems that this stage follows and I think you’re 
seeing it now in some of the more innovative programs that have been brought in. 

I will stop the quote there because I am still waiting to see the innovative programs that this government has 
brought in; this government has implemented nothing beyond what the previous Labor government did. If we are 
talking about innovative programs, this government has done nothing and achieved nothing beyond increasing 
the prison muster; beyond throwing another 900 individuals into prison in the 18 months since it came to power; 
and beyond increasing the recurrent expenditure of this government and the state’s taxpayers by an additional 
$90 million in its first 18 months. It has done nothing.  

Ms R. Saffioti interjected.  

Mr P. PAPALIA: I am sorry, it has done something; it scrapped the only alternative to imprisonment for the 
worst juvenile offenders. An incredible, unique-in-Australia innovation was brought into Western Australia in 
2004 after 30 years’ analysis and development overseas that had resulted in a reduction in recidivism that was as 
high as 25  per cent—in some cases it was as high as 70 per cent. That program was brought into Western 
Australia and the Attorney General, with great fanfare, scrapped it a few months ago.  

Ms R. Saffioti interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: That was his contribution, and that has been the innovative contribution from this 
government. 

I will go on to quote from this respected authority, the Premier, Hon Colin Barnett, MLA, who said on 1 
November on Q&A — 

… many of the young Aboriginal people in prison are there for traffic offences, for driving without a 
licence in Aboriginal communities. Well, that’s clearly a ridiculous situation. So you’re now getting 
legislative change to fix that. 

In light of fact that we are filling in time at this time of the year and in light of the fact that the Leader of the 
House has not got any legislation to bring in, perhaps we could bring in the legislation that will fix that, 
Premier—I guarantee that we will consider it favourably.  

I like the way that the Premier quite frequently refers to things that are happening. He is all talk, no action; all 
spin, no substance. As I said at the beginning of my contribution, it appears as though the fog may be lifting. The 
blanket has finally been lifted up at the edge and a torch is being shone in there and the public is starting to see 
through the Premier’s superficiality. The public can now see that the Premier is contributing nothing to this state 
beyond an incredible amount of spin. The Premier has been on more radio shows in the last two years, I think, 
than any other Premier in the history of the state, with the exception of the one who started that type of 
behaviour in the 1980s. 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Bassendean) [7.32 pm]: I am going to pick up where the member for Warnbro left off.  

I think the lustre is coming off this government. It has travelled very well in the polls to date, and I have no 
doubt that if we had had an election recently, we would have been roundly defeated, but I think that situation is 
changing very quickly. I think the lustre is coming off this government for one reason: this government is a one-
man band and it is completely devoid of talent. Some of the National Party ministers are competent, and one or 
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two Liberal ministers can hold a line of argument, but, basically, there is a complete dearth of talent on the other 
side.  

If members ever wanted a clearer demonstration of the complete dearth of talent on the other side, it was when 
the Premier, in his stream of consciousness style the other day when we asked that question about whether the 
member for Vasse would be coming back to the front bench, actually offered to the member for Victoria Park 
that if he was drafted over to the other side the Premier would consider putting him on the bench. What an insult 
that must be to government backbenchers. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected.  

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I think the member for Victoria Park is an incredible talent, but last time I looked, he was 
a Labor member—that is Ben, not Ken, is it not? 

Several members interjected.  

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I think the member for Victoria Park has a great future on this side of Parliament for the 
next two and a bit years, and I am sure he will be over there shortly! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: The lustre is coming off this government because the public has already woken up to the 
fact that it is a one-man band. When it is a one-man band, the future and the electoral prospects of the 
government are entirely dependent on the public perception of the leader.  

We have to give the Premier his due; I think he is an incredibly good short-term parliamentary performer. I think 
the best description I have ever heard of him was that he is the thinking man’s Joh Bjelke-Petersen in that he has 
this capacity to say, “Don’t you worry about that, I’ve got it all under control.” But he is far more articulate than 
the former Premier of Queensland and he has the capacity to understand complex intellectual arguments, 
although he is often quite lazy and makes it up as he goes along. He has a capacity to make it up in such a 
credible way that he does not get found out, but of course that can only take him so far. Government is complex, 
and, over time, politicians develop a record and a level of accountability, and we are starting to see that now. A 
great example of the behaviour of the current Premier is that although, as I said, he is brilliant in the moment 
when everything is travelling well, he has a glass jaw—there is no question about that. Those of us who have 
seen his demeanour when things are not going well, when he is not cock of the walk and when he is not top of 
the pile, are acutely aware of that behaviour.  

Before I came into this place, the only time I had ever encountered the Premier in a public meeting was when he 
was involved in a debate about a republic conducted at the Perth Town Hall. The Premier was on the same side 
as Geoff Gallop in that debate, leading the charge for an Australian republic; I found the Premier’s performance 
incredibly impressive on that day. Before I came into this place I had heard—apart from the fact that the Premier 
was financially reckless and a bit of a cabinet leaker—some good things that some former teachers had said 
about him when he was Minister for Education. When I came into this place, people on our side, at least, said 
that the Premier was personable. However, I came into this place and I saw his capacity to fall apart when things 
were not going well for him as Leader of the Opposition. I was expecting to see nice Colin, but for four years, 
when he was Leader of the Opposition, I saw nasty Colin. 

I have not seen a lot of that since he became Premier because things have been travelling well for him, but in the 
last couple of weeks, now that things have started to come apart, we have seen nasty Colin emerge. I think, being 
the one-man band that he is and being the sole flag bearer for this government, as he gets damaged and the lustre 
comes off him, the lustre will come off his government very quickly.  

I had eight years in government and we know we did things well; we know we did not do them perfectly and we 
know things could have been done better and mistakes were made. We would look at the other side and say, 
“They can’t be all that bad.” But, actually, after two years of watching a Liberal–National government in 
operation, I am absolutely convinced of my commitment to this side of politics, because I see just how 
dangerous the government is, how lazy the government is and how incompetent as a general group it is.  

One of the reasons that the lustre is coming off this government is obviously the issues around the Premier’s 
dealings with the member for Fremantle. We have had two versions of what happened on that particular issue. 
The member for Fremantle’s version of events is pretty clear and she has not retracted it, and I suspect that sort 
of Clayton’s half-baked “maybe I misunderstood” apology was actually scripted by her partner, the member for 
Vasse, who is actually very good at handling crises—God knows he has had enough practice! He would have 
helped her to script that statement as a way of allowing the Premier to wriggle off the hook a little. I actually 
believe her version of events, and if we believe her version of events, the Premier is in deep, deep trouble.  

Let us say for the sake of argument that she has got it wrong and the Premier has got it right. What is the 
Premier’s version of events? This is my understanding of the Premier’s versions of events: she came into the 
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office with two issues; she wanted some repair work done on her electorate office and she wanted an extra staff 
member. That was the guts of the conversation on her part, and the Premier just happened to start a parallel 
conversation. It was not something like, “Jeez, member for Fremantle, you must be pleased about the Dockers’ 
prospects next year!” It was not something innocuous like, “How’s the kids”, or “How’s the weather”; it was not 
about some unrelated topic. The Premier suddenly decided to have a parallel but completely separate 
conversation. The member for Fremantle said that she wanted her office refurbished and that she wanted an extra 
staff member because the member for Kalgoorlie and the member for Alfred Cove are also Independents and 
they get an extra staff member, and the Premier suddenly went into a parallel but completely separate 
conversation that apparently went something like this: “Well, yes; it’s funny you mentioned them. They are 
Independent members, but they support the government. They vote with the government on motions of no 
confidence”, and she said, “I can do that”, and the Premier said, “Oh, I’m surprised you’d say that! Why would 
you say that? I was having another conversation about a completely unrelated matter, and you suddenly say, ‘I 
can do that’! Can you? Oh, well! Do you know what votes of no confidence mean and issues of supply mean? 
We’d better nut this out.” We are actually now having a third completely unrelated conversation: “We’d better 
nut out exactly what this means, so you’re absolutely clear about what’s meant.” So the Premier went through 
with the member for Fremantle the detail of what it means to vote on issues of supply and motions of no 
confidence. He even pointed out to her the politics of the situation, because I do not think it had actually dawned 
on her.  

There have been all these arguments about the dealings that went on with Independents in Canberra. 
Independents actually have to make decisions; Rob Oakeshott, Tony Windsor and Bob Katter had to make a 
decision about who they would support in motions of no confidence and issues of supply. Two of them said that 
they would support the Labor Party team and one said that he would support the conservative team. That is a 
decision that every one of us makes when we join a political party. It is a decision that the member for Alfred 
Cove made when she declared herself a Independent Liberal; it is a decision that the member for Kalgoorlie 
made—all these decisions are made publicly—when he said that he would throw his lot in with the Nationals, 
and that wherever the Nationals went he would follow, loosely. So the member for Fremantle apparently chose 
to be a conservative; she chose to abandon the progressive side of politics to be a conservative. She did not seem 
to understand that, but the Premier understood it and said, “We’d better nut this out,” so they nutted it out. 

So what is his version of events? This is the best possible spin the Premier can put on his version of events: she 
came into his office—I do not know how an ordinary member of Parliament gets to talk to the Premier about 
refurbishing her office, but she apparently has that capacity—and said, “I want to get my office refurbished and I 
want an extra staff member”. There is nothing actually wrong with that; I think there is a compelling equity 
argument for her actually getting an extra staff member. The Premier then started a completely unrelated 
conversation. The member for Fremantle then said, “I want an extra staff member because the two other 
Independent members of Parliament get an extra staff member”, and the Premier said, “We’re going to have a 
completely unrelated conversation now. Did you know that the member for Alfred Cove and the member for 
Kalgoorlie will support me in motions of no confidence?” We are supposed to believe that those are unrelated 
conversations. She then said, “I can do that,” and the Premier said, “Whoa, whoa, whoa! Where did that come 
from? How did you come to that idea? Well, if we’re going to talk about it, let’s actually talk about what it 
means. It’ll mean this, this and this, and it won’t mean that, but it’ll mean this, and do you realise the political 
implications of this?” 

We are supposed to believe that they were unrelated conversations. The member for Fremantle came in and said, 
“I want this, and these are the reasons I want them”, and the Premier said, “This is why the other people get it—
did you know that they do this?” She said, “I can do that”, and the Premier said, “Well, let’s nut out the details of 
what that actually means”. That is the Premier’s best possible spin on this scenario. 

The member for Fremantle has stated time and again that she believed it was a deal. It is exactly how deals are 
done and how conversations happen. She believed it was a deal. The member for Vasse undoubtedly got in her 
ear and said, “Look, the Premier’s in a spot here; you probably don’t realise it but the Premier’s in an absolute 
spot and you, being a conservative, member for Fremantle, don’t want to put the Premier in that spot, so this is 
the best half-baked way we can get out of that spot”. That is the reality of what has happened; she told the truth, 
and the member for Vasse tried to give her some half-baked way of backing out of it. Unfortunately, she has dug 
herself in too far. Her version of events is entirely credible, which makes the Premier corrupt, because he has 
done the deal. 

I have gone through the Premier’s version of events, so I will not go through it again. His version of events is 
that he and the member for Fremantle had parallel conversations, and that these parallel conversations just 
happened to arrive at a position that gives the member for Fremantle an advantage. Let us forget this rubbish 
about taking the matter to cabinet. When was the last time the Premier stood up in cabinet? Why has the Premier 
not answered the question that I have tried to get an answer to by way of interjection on the floor of the 
Parliament? I bet he has never stood up in cabinet, because he is a one-man band, but the lustre is coming off 
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him and his government very fast. The second question which I have asked by way of interjection and which the 
Premier consistently avoids is: why would he start a conversation about issues of supply if not to do a deal? This 
is the best version of events that the Premier can offer. 

Let us compare this situation to the actions of former minister Tony McRae. Let us compare this to his actions. 
Tony, I think, rang Julian Grill. 

Ms R. Saffioti: Julian rang him. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Julian rang Tony. He had a conversation that actually involved misinformation about an 
issue on which Tony, in the end, did not even deliver. Grill did not get the outcome he wanted; Tony just 
acknowledged that there was an issue there. Tony then went on to discuss fundraising; that was stupid, but I do 
not think it could be classified as corrupt. It was stupid; one keeps those sorts of things unrelated. The phone call 
was incoming from Grill, and Tony acknowledged that there was an issue. He gave Grill misinformation to sort 
of fob him off and then talked about fundraising. They were two distinct conversations that should not have 
occurred during the same phone call; I acknowledge that, but there was no reward. Julian Grill did not get a 
reward in the end, unlike the member for Fremantle, who got her reward. Let us not pretend that this will go 
through cabinet processes, because if it does go through cabinet processes, how will the Premier be able to say 
no to her? She has a compelling, merit-based argument. She already had a compelling argument because of the 
resourcing of the member for Kalgoorlie and the member for Alfred Cove. But the Premier tied the two 
conversations together and gave her the reward. In the case of Tony McRae, the first conversation started and 
finished, and then the second conversation started and finished. In this case, the Premier and the member for 
Fremantle had intertwining conversations that we are expected to believe are unrelated, when in the end the 
Premier gave her a reward. He clarified the terms of her support for him and went to York and bragged about it! 
It defies belief that a deal was not done there.  

Let us have a look at the consequences for Tony McRae—a good friend of mine. I have a lot of time for Tony; 
he is a decent person. What were the consequences for Tony? He lost his ministerial position and he lost his seat 
by 66 votes, and let us not pretend for one moment that the damage that was done to him through the Corruption 
and Crime Commission did not cost him those 66 votes. We lost government by one seat. The Premier is sitting 
on that side of the house because of the damage that was done to Tony McRae. Tony McRae, a good man, a man 
very interested in public policy, had his ministerial and his political career destroyed and has suffered permanent 
damage to his reputation by the fact that the Corruption and Crime Commission carried out its processes. He did 
not do half of what the Premier did. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: He did not do half of what the Premier did, even by the Premier’s own implausible 
version of events. He never initiated a conversation that was directly related to the original request. He never 
clarified the deal, and he never delivered the goods. The Premier has done all those things, even by his own 
version of events. If we are to believe the member for Fremantle, it is an explicit agreement. I sat in this chamber 
when we were on the government side when the now Premier got up and made holier-than-thou speeches about 
the corrupt team of 22 in the Labor Party. The vast majority of the accusations in those speeches were 
fabrications. The Premier went around this room lording it over everyone in the chamber. But now he thinks he 
is exempt because he is Colin Barnett, the Premier, and he does not have to be held accountable to the same 
standards that he tried to impose on others. I have seen the Premier rattled. The Premier is rattled because he 
knows what he has done is wrong. The Premier is rattled because he knows what he has done is corrupt. The 
Premier is on borrowed time. 

The SPEAKER: I advise all members in this place on the use of the word “corrupt”. I have listened very closely 
to the member for Bassendean and I have let the member go to this point, but if any member in this place is 
going to accuse another member of being corrupt, it has to be by substantive motion. I just put that out there as a 
piece of information. If a member is going to make an accusation about a person in this place using the word 
“corrupt” it needs to be by substantive motion. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: When one looks at the perversion and the pollution of the processes of this Parliament—
the corruption of the processes of this Parliament—it is difficult to find a term that better describes the behaviour 
than “corrupt”. I cannot find a term—I am struggling for words—that better describes that behaviour, even by 
the best possible slant that the Premier has tried to put on this issue, and I will go back through it again so that 
we are crystal clear about this. The Premier’s version of events is that the member for Fremantle came to the 
Premier—let us forget about tarting up the office, the substantial issue is the extra staff member—and said, “I 
want an extra staff member because the member for Alfred Cove and the member for Kalgoorlie have an extra 
staff member. It is only fair. They are Independents. I want an extra staff member.” That bit is not in dispute. 
That is the same in the member for Fremantle’s version of events and the Premier’s version of events.  
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The Premier’s version of events is then that he started a completely unrelated conversation. Just because it 
happens to be a point of fact, the Premier said, “The member for Kalgoorlie and the member for Alfred Cove 
support the government on issues of no confidence and on supply.” The Premier said that was a completely 
unrelated conversation. It was not an unrelated conversation such as, “Did you watch Collingwood in the Grand 
Final? I thought the second one was a bit of a fizzer.” That was not the nature of the conversation. There was, I 
would suggest, a fair nexus between the first thing, “I want an extra staff member because they are getting one,” 
and the Premier happening to say, “Yes, you are right; they do. And, guess what? They support the government.” 
That is the Premier’s own version of events. Then, presumably in some third parallel conversation after the 
Premier said they supported the government on issues of no confidence and issues of supply, the member for 
Fremantle said, “I can do that.” The Premier then thought, “Oh my God! Where did that come from? How did 
that happen? I do not know where that idea came from. That sprung out of nowhere.” Then the Premier said—let 
me be clear that this is the Premier talking—“Let me explain to you, member for Fremantle.” Again I am 
paraphrasing the Premier, but I do not think this is in dispute; if it is, the Premier can feel free to interject. Let me 
put on the record that the Premier is sitting in his seat listening to every word I have to say. If I am wrong in my 
interpretation of events and if there is something that the Premier wants to clarify at any time, he can feel free to 
interject, because I will cede the floor by way of interjection. The Premier is here, folks, and Hansard will record 
that. The Premier then clarified what it means to support the government: It means that the member supports the 
government on issues of supply and no-confidence motions. Then the Premier told the member for Fremantle 
that she can go ahead and vote freely on all other matters. The Premier then goes one step further and turns into a 
political adviser. The Premier has said, “Now, member for Fremantle, you need to consider the political 
implications here because, remember, you were elected as a progressive in a traditionally progressive seat, and 
they might not be too happy about you being a conservative.” Presumably, for her own reasons, the member for 
Fremantle has said, “That’s okay.” Now what part of that version of events have I got incorrect, if any? I take the 
silence of the Premier to say that is in fact an accurate representation of his version of events. That is an entirely 
accurate reflection of the Premier’s version of events.  

I had a couple of questions, and I have tried to get them on the record a number of times by interjection in this 
whole affair. I have always enjoyed a good relationship with the Premier, and I think he has strengths and 
abilities. But I have lost complete respect for the Premier over this issue, because it has shown a fundamental and 
fatal flaw. The two questions that I wanted answered were straightforward questions. I noticed the other day 
when I was on three calls to order, and I asked these questions—they were questions requesting information—
that I did not get called again. I wonder why that was! The first question is: what on earth would possess the 
Premier, after the member for Fremantle had said that she wanted extra staff because other Independents get 
them, to start a parallel conversation on the issue of Independents’ support for the government on issues of 
supply, if not by way of connecting the two conversations? It is completely and utterly implausible to think that 
those two conversations were not connected. By way of conversation, please enlighten me, the Parliament and 
the people of Western Australia why the Premier, when dealing with an Independent member of Parliament, 
would actually start that second, apparently parallel, conversation. Why then would the Premier, if the two 
conversations were unconnected, clarify that? Because that is the impression I have, it is the impression 
the public, Rebecca Carmody and Joe Spagnolo have, and it is the impression that the public will increasingly 
get!  

The Premier should enjoy his Christmas break, because this ain’t going nowhere! The Premier should enjoy his 
Christmas break, because this is coming back after Christmas. This ain’t going nowhere! If something far less 
than this can destroy Tony McRae’s ministerial career and his political career and cost the Labor Party 
government, when Tony McRae did far less than the Premier has done, it is going to have serious, serious 
implications for the Premier. This issue is not going anywhere. The Premier has all of December and January 
and most of February to try to get his act together on this issue but I do not think he can because I think the 
member for Fremantle dropped him in it. That half-baked effort by her boyfriend to manufacture a Clayton’s 
apology—“If I misunderstood you, Premier; two people can have a different version of events”—does not wash 
with anybody. We know what happened. The Premier did a dirty, grubby little deal. He could not help himself. 
He boasted about it. What did he expect the members of his backbench to do? They leaked. What did he expect 
members of his backbench to do when he came into this place and said that none of them is worthy of being a 
minister? We all know that the Premier is considering bringing back the buffoon from Vasse. The Premier said 
that none of his backbench members is worthy of being a minister, so he will offer a ministerial position to the 
member for Victoria Park. How does he think they feel? I think he is right; I think his assessment of their 
abilities is quite accurate. They are bloody hopeless. Let the record reflect the fact that the Premier is now 
leaving the chamber, having answered none of the questions and refuted none of the comments that I put on the 
record.  

I will just encapsulate the essence of my speech. This was going to be a speech on mental health; I did not quite 
get there in the end. I return to what the member for Fremantle said and her clear recollection, as reported by the 
Fremantle Herald on Saturday, 13 November 2010. The article states — 
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Her clear recollection of her conversation with premier Colin Barnett was that he’d stated independents 
Janet Woollard and John Bowler had extra staff because they supported his government.  

That is a paraphrasing of her comments in that article. It continues — 

“My perception … has been firm from the start,” she said firmly. “I thought to get [staff] I had to agree 
I wouldn’t block supply or [support] a motion of no confidence in the government.” 

Mr P.C. Tinley: Say that again. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: That is what the member for Fremantle said. The direct quote was — 

“My perception … has been firm from the start.” … I thought to get [staff] I had to agree I wouldn’t 
block supply or [support] a motion of no confidence in the government.” 

That is clearly her version of events. It has been firm from the start. Anybody who has ever done a deal on 
anything — 

Mr P.C. Tinley: When was that article—last Saturday?  

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Yes, it was Saturday, 13 November, and is headed “Carles a goner: expert”. 

Mr P.C. Tinley: After the Premier got to her. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: This was after her half-baked “two people can have a different view” comment. She is 
not retracting her understanding; she is acknowledging that her understanding could be incorrect. Let us be 
honest. Who has got to her? The member for Vasse said that the Premier is in a spot here. The Premier’s 
behaviour on this issue has been implausible and corrupt. There is no other way that we can describe it. I notice 
that the Attorney General has not interjected and the member for Swan Hills has not interjected. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Mr Speaker, I will interject. The member knows it is wrong to sledge another member of 
this house. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members. I am taking a point of order.  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Mr Speaker, he knows it is wrong to call another member corrupt in this place and I ask 
you to direct him to withdraw.  

The SPEAKER: I give that direction to the member for Bassendean. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: In relation to that point of order, I am not across the standing orders as well as others; I 
have not given them a lot of attention during my time in Parliament. But I do know what corrupt behaviour is, 
and the Premier’s behaviour was corrupt. There is no question about that. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, if you are going to make that allegation, it needs to be in a 
substantive motion; otherwise, I will ask you to withdraw those comments. If you want to move a substantive 
motion, I am prepared to accept that. That is my advice to you.  

Mr M.P. WHITELY: The Premier’s behaviour was corrupt. I do not know what else to call it. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Bassendean, I formally call you to order for the second time. I ask you to 
withdraw those comments. If you are not going to move a substantive motion, I will sit you down.  

Mr M.P. WHITELY: I cannot withdraw those comments — 

The SPEAKER: Well, sit down, member for Bassendean. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: — because the behaviour was corrupt. 

The SPEAKER: Take a seat, member for Bassendean. 

Debate Resumed 

MR P.C. TINLEY (Willagee) [8.05 pm]: I would like to speak on the appropriation bills and relate my 
comments specifically to a targeted department. It is interesting on a couple of fronts that we are talking about 
two issues. The first is the budgetary impacts and the second is something that was debated in this house during a 
private member’s bill on privatisation or outsourcing or whatever we call it. I am talking about the housing 
maintenance or zone maintenance issues. It is back. It has not gone away. It is still a debacle. It is interesting to 
note the context of the debate we just had on privatisation because it is a good example of how so-called 
outsourcing can go wrong when we do not do it right. All sorts of things can go wrong. 

I remind members that the statement by the Minister for Housing on the expected savings from zone 
maintenance or outsourcing the maintenance of the approximately 40 000 dwellings that the Department of 
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Housing owns and operates would deliver a $20 million saving over a three-year period. I will be particularly 
interested to ensure we get a really good level of detail in next year’s budget. I put the minister on some sort of 
notice that he should come armed to estimates with a very clear level of detail on where those $20 million of 
savings are, or approximately 10 per cent saving on current spending. I want to know how he will demonstrate 
that $20 million saving, or proportion thereof, when he has appointed a further 27 FTEs just to manage the 
transition, not to mention the millions of dollars spent on a call centre, IT and so on. 

One of the biggest problems in housing maintenance is that it strikes at the one thing that the Liberal Party 
purports itself to be the champion of; that is, the small business sector of this state. Seven hundred contractors 
are being squeezed out of their business by a particularly ill-conceived and very poorly implemented outsourcing 
model. I have some correspondence that I will quote. It is not old. Correspondence continually streams into my 
office and other members’ offices about how this is impacting on small businesses and the way they undertake 
their business. According to my notes, it states — 

I always thought it was in the Governments best interest to help small business as all of us combined are 
the biggest employers in the country, not to have the State Government bring in a national company in 
to squeeze us out.  

He is referring to the contractor that picked up seven of the 10 zones at Transfield. Another contractor states, 
according to my notes — 

… the new arrangements are screwing the living daylights out of us however we do have 50+ people 
working for us and it is them and their families we are concerned about. We personally are ok — 

They will wind the business up and go on their merry way — 

however we have a moral responsibility to those who work for us.  

They are two insights into what is happening with zone maintenance. It has not gone away. It is still here. It is 
the gift that keeps on giving. It is the gift of pain, I hope, to the minister. I hope he is paying some attention to 
this.  

We also have the continual issue of payments that has not stopped either. Companies have been strung out for 
120 days, and not for insignificant amounts. Just last week one company told me that it was owed $217 000. It is 
a small company. Another plumbing company is owed $250 000. That company had over 10 apprentices; it now 
has four apprentices. The first people who get cut are the ones who cost the most in terms of supervision, time 
and effort. Another small painting company is owed $170 000. A cabinetmaker is owed in excess of $120 000. 
That particular cabinetmaker has been working for the department for more than 18 years doing cabinetry work 
for it. The husband and wife team who work out of their little factory in Bibra Lake have had to take an overdraft 
on their house just to cover costs in the hope that they will get through. 

Why have I not named those companies? I will tell the house why I have not named those companies. Apart 
from respecting their requests for privacy, I have not named them because I know that the minute I do, the work 
will suddenly dry up. We still have the chief executive officer of Transfield, Mr Bruce James, saying as at 
2 October that all subbies have been paid in full, yet we continually see these documented examples of the 
department, which supervises this head contractor, leaving these people adrift. 

The inefficiency continues. The outsourced model has not worked in this case. The outsourced model has 
delivered consistent inefficiencies in the time it has been in place. Just by way of one example, I am holding in 
my hand to show members a typical work order that is issued through the notorious portal. It takes some 
understanding, but one column in this work order is to identify the location of the fault and where the work is to 
be done. In some cases it is detailed by code, item number and location. Under the column “location” more often 
than not the word inserted there is “unknown”. That plumbing company therefore is told to replace tap washers 
in a location that is unknown. That company is therefore paid the schedule rate of approximately $49 to change a 
set of tap washers. The company’s staff walk into the property, but who knows which tap washers need to be 
replaced? Therefore they replace all of them. If they do not replace all of them, they get onto the call centre and 
wait 20 to 40 minutes to find out whether or not they can get a variation to the order to allow them to change all 
the tap washers. That is a further example of the inefficiencies that are going on. 

Take for example carpenters who have to do door fittings. There is a schedule rate of $129 to fit a solid core 
door, which is a front or back door, on a property. They ring, make an appointment, visit, measure the job, have 
to go and procure the item for themselves and then make an appointment to go back and fit it. All that for the 
price of $129. It just does not stack up. Previously the system allowed for the streamlining of procurement and 
other areas of coordination with the client so that these poor old subbies could get on and make a living and not 
waste their time travelling around trying to get these jobs done. The infamous portal—the idea of the information 
technology system that was meant to be hooked up—still continues to deliver all sorts of pain, both in the job 
allocations and code variations. The portal does not know the difference between a cabinetmaker and a carpenter 
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and it does not have the schedules correctly encoded in it, so that jobs just sit there floating around. Those jobs 
also sit there floating around with no geography. We have examples of subcontractors who live in Mandurah 
taking work and having to move as far north as Mirrabooka or even Mindarie in some cases. There is no 
geographical limit to where they go. These people are meant to be making a living under this government and 
under this minister who presides over one of the first debacles of this government in the way it is handling 
privatisation, or outsourcing as it calls it, of contracted services. 

I know of a case in Hamilton Hill where one house, members will be happy to know, got painted twice in one 
week by two different contractors. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: That’s good value. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: It was great value. It is a vacant property that got painted twice, so it is one of the best 
painted houses in Homeswest inventory. The call centre had wait times in excess of 20 to 40 minutes. 
Contractors ring in on the same line and have to wait for that same period to get clarification of a particular job. 
Workers in that call centre are also required to keep these jobs flowing through. One thing that happened at 
Mirrabooka call centre was that the people in the call centre even had to go to the Yellow Pages to find 
contractors to do the work. So there we have people in the call centre flipping the Yellow Pages to see whether 
they can find a particular tradesman to go to a particular job. 

We also have the issue of emergencies; that is, priority calls for a hot-water system that has blown up or an 
urgent power safety issue. The tradesman has a three-hour turnaround to get to the job, which is routinely 
missed. What also happens is that the head contractor subcontracts. Bear in mind that the head contractor looks 
after seven zones in the metropolitan area. The contractor does not actually look after the zones; it just means it 
is a multiskilled, multitask agency. The subcontractor then passes on that work. The time transition turns a job 
from a routine three-hour priority 1 job into one that attracts extra fees after four o’clock, and the job is actually 
retained until after four o’clock and then issued. 

One of the most recent inefficiencies is about reticulation. Reticulation is a particularly sensitive issue at the 
moment with the water restrictions that are coming on and the scarcity of water. My attention has been drawn to 
one person who has been working for 18 years in reticulation services for Homeswest. There are some 1 600 
reticulated complexes across the metropolitan area, and he has attended to two of those old zones. In the suburb 
of Willagee alone there are 31 Homeswest homes. When maintenance of the reticulation is not done on a vacant 
property, suddenly all the gardens and lawns die. Some people think that is fine and it is hardly a great challenge, 
but they should think about the cost of replacing those things when the work is finally done on them. 

Other constituents have come to see me about some of these properties. They are saying that it is not a very 
pretty sight to see dead and dying lawns and gardens around their streets and to see them affecting the amenity of 
their streets, and they ask: why should they not be whingeing about them? 

Why do these contractors come to me? They have already demonstrated that when they go to Transfield, 
particularly over issues of payment, that the squeaky wheel gets no more work. References to overdue invoices 
and requests for payment are not being heard; they are being pushed back on all sorts of different technicalities, 
not least of which is the interface between the portal and Homeswest. Continual missives, or gag orders, are 
issued. One was issued as late as August this year—in fact one even later than that. An email to contractors 
reminding them of their obligations, according to my notes, states — 

Due to the media coverage surrounding the Department of Housing, Transfield would like to remind 
subcontractors of their individual agreement regarding the disclosure of information in relation to the 
WA Housing Projects … If you wish to make any statement concerning the WA Housing services or 
related contractual arrangements including content within advertisements, publication or media release; 
subcontractors are to seek prior written consent from Transfield Services in accordance with Clause 14 
of their contract. 

It is interesting that Transfield should cite clause 14 of the contract, because I can tell members of the house that 
in fact many of these subcontractors have signed no contract which, in itself, is troubling for them and for the 
future of this arrangement. There is, therefore, a complete free range for some of these contractors, and, of 
course, we know what the consequences would be if they actually did speak out or were even identified in a 
simple way with a particular concern or problem. These are the same small businesses that the Liberal Party 
purports to support and promote; it purports to be the very bastion of their future. They are getting squeezed. 
Their payments have been strung out to 120 days, from one bloke in a van through to companies that employ as 
many as 10 or 15 apprentices. I again remind members of that squeeze. It took 27 per cent straight out of their 
margin. Some would say that that is in the interest of competition; it is a competitive world. That is great; there is 
no problem with that. But where did the 27 per cent go? Did it go back to the department? Did the department 
demonstrate a saving as a result of the privatisation—sorry, outsourcing—of this particular service? No, that 
27 per cent went to the subcontractor, Transfield, and then to the sub-subcontractor in a two-thirds to one-third 



 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 17 November 2010] 9045 

 

share. What does Transfield do? Transfield is simply a post office box that shifts work orders down, gags 
invoices and manages its own cash flow. 

That brings me to the point about where privatisation is going. We heard the member for Vasse bang on about 
how some privatisation is good and some privatisation is bad. He was not too clear about what was good and 
what was bad, but whatever it was that the Labor Party did must have been bad or sometimes it was good; it was 
not always bad, but this one is good. He said that whatever his party does is good, but I might be paraphrasing 
him a bit. The reality is that when we consider privatisation, we need to think of the most basic of human 
motivations when it comes to business—that is, to make a profit. If I were the general manager of Transfield 
Western Australia, what would be my one role? It would be to generate a sustainable and growing profit for my 
business. The general manager of Transfield needs to go to his quarterly meetings on the east coast and report 
that he has increased the profitability of his business in Western Australia by X. If he went to that meeting and 
said that his business had a declining profit of X, he would look pretty grim. It stands to reason, and nobody 
wants to argue about that. I will take an interjection if members opposite think that the logic of what I have said 
is wrong, because it is not. That is the trouble with privatisation. When a profit motive is inserted into the 
delivery of services, that is what will be generated. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: How were the repairs and maintenance of the homes provided before the change? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: They were managed by the public sector. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Dr M.D. Nahan: How were they provided? Were they provided by private contractors or public servants? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: They were provided by subcontractors. 

Dr M.D. Nahan: Okay; isn’t that the same thing? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Yes, it is; absolutely. I thank the member for Riverton for that great bolt of lightning. He is 
an economic genius! 

Dr M.D. Nahan: Why are you ranting against privatisation when it existed before? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Did the member not listen to a word I just said? 

Dr M.D. Nahan: I must admit that I did wander off a bit when you waffled. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: And we hear that from the member for Riverton—the waffler and warbler from Riverton! 
That is a bit rich, mate! I will continue with the comments I was making before that inane interjection; I thought 
it was going to be quite genuine. 

Safety and standards also drop. When the managing director, chief executive officer or general manager reports 
at his quarterly meeting that he has increased profits, he has done it through one of two ways: either he has made 
more billable jobs or he has cut costs. There is no other way to do it; he has either cut costs or raised rates. It is 
as simple as that. 

Mr C.C. Porter: Or he has become more efficient. 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: If he has cut costs, he is more efficient. 

Mr C.C. Porter: Do you think that the only way to increase efficiency is to cut costs? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: What we are seeing not 12 months into this outsourcing is an increased number of referrals 
for dangerous gas installations to EnergySafety. We are waiting for the answer to a question on notice about the 
number and the increase. There are some interesting numbers that I will get to. 

Mr C.C. Porter: Just to clarify that, you say that the only way a business can become more profitable is to cut 
costs or increase its charges. Is that what you are saying as a matter of theory? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: It is not a matter of theory; it is a matter of fact. 

Mr C.C. Porter: Is that right? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Can the Attorney General say that again? 

Mr C.C. Porter: What I am asking is: is it your theory that the only way that a business can become more 
profitable is by either increasing its prices with all other things being equal—ceteris paribus—or leaving its 
prices where they are and cutting its costs? 

Mr P.C. TINLEY: Either–or, or efficiency, if the Attorney General wants to use that lovely, cute word, which is 
fine. 

What we are seeing is the illegal, if it is proven, installation of gas appliances in houses. For example, an off-the-
shelf vanity unit was installed in a house in Rockingham. Members might think that there is not much to that, but 
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the department has very clear specifications in its contract for the finishes, fittings et cetera that it wants to be 
used. This is a good example of the business cutting its costs by in excess of $100 by darting down to Bunnings, 
grabbing a vanity unit and shoving it in the bathroom. Home renovators would say that that is fine if it were their 
own home. These specifications exist for a reason. 

We are also looking forward to the answer to the question about the number of hot-water systems that have been 
changed in the Homeswest housing stock. We understand anecdotally that the number of full modular 
replacements is on the increase, and that is how these companies will improve their efficiency. They will do 
modular replacements rather than part replacements. Why will they do that? They will do that because it is a 
faster way to do it and it is a quicker and easier billing method. There is a $179 schedule rate to replace a hot-
water system over and above procurement as opposed to particular part procurement. Who is the winner? It is 
not the department. 

Of course, we also have the Auditor General’s report, which is absolutely scathing in its comments about the 
safety issues with the residual current devices retrofitting program. It stated that the Department of Housing 
could and should have done more to improve the program earlier than it did. More than 35 000 houses needed 
retrofitting of RCDs and other safety devices. It was a sham and a shambles, and it was poorly led. What is the 
effect? The effect on Transfield, which is running the zones in the metropolitan area, is that the level of its key 
performance indicator for its responses to priority repairs is as low as 35 per cent. No other subcontractor in the 
history of Homeswest has had such a low level. 

We are also seeing a very interesting phenomenon. These are the little indicators that tell me that things are very 
crook. The number of vacant dwellings has jumped from 272 to 520, an increase of 248 houses since March. 
There is smoke and mirrors here because there are houses being refurbished, houses undergoing maintenance 
and houses being refitted. It is particularly difficult to get to the bottom of this issue, which probably suits the 
government; it can just muddy the waters a little more. Another indicator is the number of complaints. The 
number of complaints has increased. In 2007–08, there were 147; in 2008–09, there were 222; and in 2009–10, 
there were 270. There is a creeping trend here. There have been 88 complaints in the past four months. 
Following that trend, there will be 352 for the year. I will be particularly interested to see the nature of some of 
those complaints. We are starting to see the department trying to work around the edges and to get out from 
underneath. It no longer allows Transfield to do refurbishments. In its very efficient system of outsourcing, 
privatising or corporatising—whatever we want to call it—the department is now putting single houses out for 
tender to be refurbished. Why? It is doing that because the total cost of the work is likely to be over $15 000 with 
all of its scope. Why is that important? It is important because it needs somebody who is registered with the 
Builders’ Registration Board of WA, which Transfield is not.  

We continue to have tenants such as 88-year-old Mrs McLeary of Unit 4, 9 Drury Street, Willagee waiting six 
days for a hot-water system to be installed. This lady needs a gopher to get around because she is significantly 
impaired. She has a diary of the times that she rang the department, the people she spoke to and their responses. I 
find that absolutely shameful; is it any wonder the complaints line is running white hot on some of these things? 

But it does not stop there, members. It does not stop at the poorly conceived, poorly instituted housing 
maintenance program—it goes further than that. This department is moribund and this department could not run 
700 contractors; it had to outsource it to three head contractors who now, in the metropolitan area only, employ 
more than 1 150 contractors. I do not understand the maths of how this is working because they are employing 
more people in the metropolitan area alone than the department did across the whole state, and they are doing the 
work less efficiently and very, very poorly. 

This also extends to what is probably the bane of the life of every member who has a significant amount of 
public housing in his electorate; that is, antisocial behaviour from Homeswest tenants. It is always a sensitive 
issue, and for members who have ever had to deal with it, it is a particularly difficult issue because we are 
talking about some of the most disadvantaged people who seek out public housing to have something 
approaching the quality of life that approximates to what the average Western Australian could hope to enjoy. 

Thirty-three per cent of the population of my electorate reside in public housing, so I have had a real education in 
the past 12 months on the fun and games that goes on. For anybody who has attended one of those incidents that 
occur from time to time in those places, it is of particular concern. I applauded the idea of the former Minister for 
Housing when he decided to run out a little plan—I do not know if it was his idea—and form the antisocial 
behaviour intervention team. I thought that was not a bad idea and I wanted to see how the little trial of it went. 
The former Minister for Housing, Troy Buswell, stated — 

The officers involved in this team will be focused on getting that mutual commitment to solving 
problems before they get out of hand. 

That sounds pretty laudable. The media release continues — 
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The Department of Housing is focused on supporting tenants to maintain a tenancy, and eviction action 
is taken as a measure of last resort when other efforts have failed. 

Where is it now? What happened to the trial? There were two teams; how many were in the team? There were 
three in each, across 40 000 housing stock. How is that a viable trial?  

Fortunately, one of the ASBI teams of three people in the Fremantle office is under the guidance and leadership 
of the regional manager, John Pynes, who does a tremendous job with very limited resources. The ASBI team is 
drowning. John Pynes would say that he would have, on any one day, at any one time, no fewer than 40 cases 
that would be of a level to be referred to the ASBI team, so we are talking about the worst of the worst. What are 
they doing with them? They are just trying to keep their heads above water and trying to manage. There is no 
intervention whatsoever; it is just managing it through to litigation and to eviction if they have to. What is the 
problem? The problem is that the people of my seat who live left and right, back and front of these people who 
cause them absolute merry hell experience a complete loss of what I believe is one very important right—that is, 
the quiet enjoyment of their house. It is just beyond the pale that they should have to experience that loss. 
Funnily enough, just today a situation came to a head. In November last year a young couple moved into a house 
in “Hammy Hill”—or as the couple came to call it “Hammy Hell”—alongside a Homeswest tenant. It was a 
classic renovator special that they had bought fairly cheaply, they thought—I can understand why. When I first 
went in there, the walls had been stripped down and they were doing all the normal things that young couples try 
to do to make a first start. Their life was made hell by a single mother next door, who, despite their repeated 
requests and complaints, actually had to be taken to eviction because there was no capacity for the department to 
intervene. I am very keen to see what this government will do about the modification of the Residential 
Tenancies Act that will give this department something better to work with by way of a legislative remedy. But I 
would like also to see, on the social policy side, how it is actually going to deliver true intervention so that we do 
not increase the homeless population of this state and we deliver the proper services that these people deserve.  

MR C.J. TALLENTIRE (Gosnells) [8.34 pm]: I rise to speak to the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) 
Recurrent 2009–10 (Supplementary) Bill 2010 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 2009–10 
(Supplementary) Bill 2010. The amount of money involved in this appropriation is quite staggering. I think it is a 
poor reflection on the management of the state’s finances. I wish to dwell in my contribution, though, on how 
this is having a knock-on impact on electorates such as mine—the electorate of Gosnells—and the sorts of 
consequences that we are seeing.  

I will begin by outlining some of the priority works that we need and that one would like to feel that, in a rich 
state, would be something that local government authorities and others could bid for to achieve the necessary 
funding. We urgently need a number of things; for example, there is a roundabout that gets very busy at certain 
times of the day at the intersection of Yale Road, Garden Street and Nicholson Road, and many of my 
constituents find it impossible to get onto the roundabout. We urgently need the money to put in there some form 
of signalisation—traffic lights—that could stem the flow of traffic coming down Nicholson Road at peak time to 
allow vehicles coming from other roads to gain access to the roundabout. 

That should not be a major task. I accept that there is, of course, a need to do extensive study and to have experts 
from Main Roads Western Australia look at it, and to have the City of Gosnells’ own traffic experts look at 
different options, but I am already sensing a degree of resistance because of the state’s budgetary situation. I 
think that, with these two bills, one reflects an expenditure in excess of the approved amount of some 
$820 million and then another of $94 million; if that is the sort of money that the state is having to scrape up at 
this stage and request an excess approval for, it reflects badly on the management of the state’s finances. This is 
all at a time when the state is, of course, on the cusp of a major boom. This is a rich state, doing well, and yet we 
are struggling to provide the sort of infrastructure that can make people’s day-to-day lives comfortable and help 
people commute to work without undue stress, help them get home in reasonable time so that they can get on to 
all those sorts of activities such as taking children to sporting events and getting to different community activities 
themselves, and to be able to go about their day-to-day lives with the minimum of fuss. Those things are not 
happening without a great degree of difficulty for many of my constituents at the moment.  

We urgently need proper consideration at least of, for instance, the sinking of the freight line that extends 
through my electorate and will mean Nicholson Road will no longer need boom gates. There is potential for that 
to be incorporated into an extension of the Public Transport Authority railway line from the Thornlie train station 
to Nicholson Road—a new train station could be constructed there. 

These are the sorts of things that constituents in my electorate talk to me about. I am very proud to say that I 
have a leader in the Leader of the Opposition who is constantly out there in different electorates, talking to 
people and hearing these things himself. An example of that occurred on Friday night when we had the City of 
Gosnells Multicultural Food Fair. I am very pleased to acknowledge that the Leader of the Opposition came 
along and joined me, the member for Forrestfield and the member for Cannington. We were in a crowd of 7 000 
to 8 000 people because the Multicultural Food Fair is becoming incredibly popular. The citizens of my 
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electorate really enjoy this event, which is an annual event—I think it is unfortunate that it is only an annual 
event. It is that perfect opportunity for members of Parliament—the government of the day, including the 
Premier—to come along and hear about the sorts of things people would like to see the state’s finances directed 
towards. I will come back to that issue.  

Where is the government getting its grassroots information from? Is it actually going out to community events 
such as the food fair in Gosnells to hear the desires and wishes of the people of the state? I would really like to 
explore that because I have a suspicion—a fear in fact—that all too often the Premier and the cabinet of the day 
are much too close to a group that we might term the “power elite”. It is a group of people who represent major 
corporate interests, the people who are on all the A lists and the people who have direct access to our media. 
They are people who can get a piece of legislation through this place, if they need it, very quickly. They are 
people who can raise issues of concern very quickly with the decision makers in this state. I do not know that we 
are giving equal time, or anywhere near a significant percentage of the amount of time that we should give, to 
the sorts of people whom I meet constantly but who were very much a part of the character of the event that I 
was talking about. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you know that my last two urban visits have been to Armadale and to Mandurah—Labor 
electorates? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I am pleased to hear that, Premier. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: So don’t have a stereotype view; actually observe. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I have yet to be invited to one of those visits when the Premier is in my electorate, so I 
am not with that group. I wish I were. However, I would like to feel that the Premier was giving at least equal 
time to the people who live in electorates like mine, and not giving time to just those people whom we might call 
the power elite—those “A-listers”. I was here at Parliament last Friday, and I noticed a constant stream of senior 
Liberal Party members. I saw Senator Mathias Cormann and Hon Norman Moore welcoming people from the 
Chamber of Minerals and Energy and from some big mining companies. They obviously have an incredible level 
of access to the Premier and to senior members of the government. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: They certainly know how to get on to the Leader of the Opposition’s office. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I am not sure whether the member was listening, but I was just saying how often the 
Leader of the Opposition is out and about at community events and hearing about the sorts of concerns that 
people in electorates like mine have. I do not know; perhaps we need to formalise this to get some sort of equal-
time system developed, because I do not see it at the moment. I do not see any mechanism for checking whether 
we are giving all sectors of our society — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I went to a Muslim festival this week with about 2 000 people. I didn’t see a Labor member 
there. You are so self-righteous. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: No, I am not, Premier. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You are. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I am simply basing my comments on the evidence that I have seen and on events that I 
go to myself. 

I can back up my position by pointing to the situation that the City of Gosnells has found itself in. It is finding 
that managing its finances is such that it is looking to make significant cuts. Perhaps following the lead of the 
state government, it wants to have efficiency cuts. The City of Gosnells has contemplated cutting back on what I 
would call essential community services such as the provision of a performing arts centre. I thought that was a 
very sad move that the city was contemplating, but I am pleased to report that, on reflection, the City of Gosnells 
was able to rescind a motion that it had put that the Don Russell Performing Arts Centre in the City of Gosnells 
be reduced in status to something approaching a hall and that it no longer be a fully serviced performing arts 
centre. Thanks to some good community action led by a lady called Ruth Kershaw from the Older Women’s 
Network and a number of other people in the performing arts community in the electorate and also in other areas, 
we were able to convince the City of Gosnells that the Don Russell Performing Arts Centre was too important a 
community asset and that it should not be let go just for the sake of saving a few dollars. There was a claim that 
the city could potentially save $200 000, but that is the state of finances in Western Australia. In this rich state in 
which we live, we are finding that local governments are prepared to try to skimp and save $200 000, with the 
huge cost to the community of diminishing the status of a performing arts centre to just a hall that can be hired 
out. 

Mr C.C. Porter: Member, a genuine interjection: do you know how much the CEO of the City of Gosnells is 
paid? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: CEOs earn more than I do, and perhaps almost as much as the Attorney General does. 
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Ms R. Saffioti: So you want a community asset to be shut down. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: It hasn’t even been built. 

Mr C.C. Porter: That’s not what I said. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Which community asset is the member for Vasse talking about? 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): Order, members! I have given the call to the member for 
Gosnells. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker. I am not sure how the Hansard staff will have 
been recording this discussion so far, but I seek to clarify that the Don Russell Performing Arts Centre was built 
in the early 1990s. It is a thriving facility and one with a great tradition of performing arts. It is one where people 
who have gone on to international renown had their first performances. A gentleman by the name of Aldo Di 
Toro, an opera singer who is now based in Milan, gave his first performances at the Don Russell Performing Arts 
Centre. The benefits that come from providing venues such as a performing arts centre are enormous, and we 
must not allow ourselves to be tempted into these sorts of cost-saving measures that perhaps can seem attractive 
because they can shave $200 000 off a budget. They are serious mistakes. Disinvestment from community assets 
is a terrible shame. 

Mr C.C. Porter: Could the city merge with a neighbouring council and have one CEO? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I do not think that is planned, Attorney General, simply because the City of Gosnells 
and a neighbouring council such as the City of Armadale are both very substantial councils. I think that many 
Wheatbelt councils perhaps would be more of a size that would justify some sort of merger. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Madam Acting Speaker, I think I have demonstrated that there are some important 
assets. I have also spoken about the City of Gosnells Multicultural Food Fair. I understand that also has a cost 
associated with it. There is a temptation amongst people at the City of Gosnells to consider that that is something 
that could be done without. However, as I have mentioned, some 7 000 or 8 000 people attended the event last 
Friday. It was a tremendous evening, and it was alcohol free as well, and no-one questioned it; it went off 
without a hitch. It was a brilliant occasion. I think in Gosnells we are really setting the trend and showing that 
people enjoy alcohol-free events such as food fairs. They enjoy the variety of foods that are on offer. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Members, please! Member for West Swan, your colleague is on his feet and I can 
hardly hear him, and Hansard cannot record what he is saying. I do not want to call you to order, but I will if you 
persist in interjecting. Member for Gosnells. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker. I will now move on to the issue that I began to 
touch on about the access that some people have in our society that I believe many in our community, and 
especially in electorates like mine, do not have. I wanted to raise an issue that relates to the mining sector—those 
people who have incredible access to our decision makers. I was extremely disturbed to see in The West 
Australian last Friday a piece of investigative reporting—I was pleased to see The West Australian doing some 
investigative reporting, but I was disturbed to learn that four Western Australian mining companies had invited 
to Perth a man who is under investigation for the most serious of human rights abuses. This man is presently a 
minister for mines in the Democratic Republic of the Congo. He was invited here as a guest of Sundance 
Resources, Cape Lambert Resources, Elemental Minerals and Waratah Gold. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Who gave him his visa so that he could come in? Are you blaming us for the visa? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I am pointing out, member for Vasse, that those companies, when asked about the 
investigations, said, “Oh, we don’t know anything about that.” As soon as the man was asked a question, he left 
the country. I think this is a serious issue for Perth-based companies. When I looked at their business addresses, 
one was based in Leederville, one was based in Colin Street, West Perth and another one was based in Hay 
Street, Subiaco. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): Members, please! Members from both sides. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I am pointing out that we have a problem when our companies invite people to this 
country without any due diligence in checking the credentials and records of some of these people. I think that is 
a great shame. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Do you agree with the federal government having Rebiya Kadeer come to Australia last year? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I am going to stick with this issue. 



9050 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 17 November 2010] 

 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Three hundred died in central China. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: At least 353 people died at the hands of Minister Pierre Oba. Does the Premier want 
to play a game of who is worse because of the scale of the massacres? 

I raise this issue so that we can discuss something of great merit that the Canadian government considered 
recently, which is legislation that holds companies to account for their corporate–social responsibility when they 
operate overseas. It was known as Bill C-300 and was recently debated in the Canadian Parliament. I am very 
disappointed to say that it went down by only a handful of votes, because I think that this is the sort of legislation 
that we should be looking at in the Western Australian Parliament to hold our companies to account. 

Mr C.C. Porter: What does it do? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: It is a mechanism for making sure that a company that is found in any way responsible 
for environmental or human rights abuses can be brought to book in an Australian court. I think that is an issue 
that we need to look at. It is all very well for these companies to have direct access to Hon Norman Moore and 
other people. 

Mr C.C. Porter: There were some quite senior figures who had direct access to your government, to the extent 
that they were ringing up ministers in Parliament on the Whip’s phone. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I raise this issue because I want to establish two things. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: We need a mechanism to make sure that all sectors of our society have something 
approaching equal access to the decision makers in Parliament and government, and we also need statutory 
mechanisms that can be used to bring to book companies responsible for human rights or environmental abuses. 
Another case that has been well documented is the case of Esmeralda—not the muse of Quasimodo, but 
Esmeralda Exploration Ltd—which was responsible for an environmental disaster in the Danube. We need to be 
able to hold such companies to account in Australia. It would apply a level of pressure to make them responsible. 

Mr C.C. Porter: Is this going to be federal Labor policy? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I am floating the idea here tonight and we will see where it goes. There is very much a 
need to discuss this as policy to make sure that our companies are held to account. 

In the time available to me, I want to touch on a couple of other matters that relate to my electorate, particularly 
the issue of retail trading. The Thornlie Square Supa IGA is suffering greatly because of the retail trading hours 
changes that have been put in place. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member for Vasse! 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: I have a good relationship with the owner of the IGA that I frequent, Mr Scott 
Grainger. He has done everything possible to reduce his overheads and the floor space of the IGA, but the 
sudden introduction of the retail trading hours legislation has brought about a serious downturn in revenue. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: How? Why? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Because people have stopped going to his store. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Where are they going now? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: To Coles. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Is that a government issue? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: It is a difficult one for a business owner. The member for Vasse has not really let me 
get to my point. I wanted Mr Grainger to be able to discuss his case with the current Minister for Commerce. I 
wrote to the minister on 3 November, asking him to meet urgently with Mr Grainger; to date, we have had no 
response from the minister. Mr Grainger has been totally ignored. I think he has exceptional circumstances that 
he should be able to put to the Minister for Commerce, and that he should be allowed to explain to the minister 
in detail, and he is not being allowed to do so. Instead, we have a minister who has put in place legislation 
without having the courage to speak to people who have been seriously affected by it. That is a demonstration of 
the minister’s failure to properly implement a legislative change that he has brought about, and of the failure of 
the minister to have the courage of his convictions and to talk to people who have been directly affected by 
decisions that he has made. That is a great shame. 
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Mr T.R. Buswell: What about the customers? Do you think they’re happy? 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: The member for Vasse has missed the point. I am simply asking the minister to meet 
with my constituent, who has been greatly affected by this legislation. He could perhaps explain a situation that 
the minister could help with, but the minister has failed to live up to his responsibilities and meet with him. 

I turn now to another issue that the member for Willagee addressed in some detail, which is the issue of the 
Transfield contracts for the maintenance of Department of Housing properties. We are yet to see the 
improvements to this contract that have been promised. The member for Willagee provided a number of 
examples of things not having improved. Today I heard about yet another case in which someone went without 
hot water for an extended period simply because the gas hot-water system did not work effectively; complaints 
were lodged, but no action was taken. This is another case in which the same minister, in his capacity as Minister 
for Housing, has failed to resolve a problem. The minister is not getting problems resolved in an efficient 
manner, as either Minister for Commerce or Minister for Housing. There are issues involving unqualified people 
working on properties and poor quality contractors. There are situations in which subcontractors have not been 
paid. There have been a number of serious problems. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: There’s a lot of happiness in Gosnells. 

Mr C.J. TALLENTIRE: Happiness? Of course there is a lot of happiness in Gosnells. I am not sure what the 
member for Vasse is driving at. 

I am concerned that we have not seen the promised improvements in Department of Housing maintenance 
systems. Transfield has let us down badly. I am concerned that we have somehow been locked into a contract 
that is perhaps impossible to improve. That is a grave concern. 

The Gosnells electorate is a happy electorate. People are going about their daily lives, but in a rich state they 
deserve better, and this government is failing to deliver the proceeds of our great wealth. This government is not 
ensuring that people in the Gosnells electorate are properly heard; it is putting too much time into listening to 
those people I described previously as the A-listers. Too much time is spent wining and dining those people and 
not enough listening to the people in my electorate. At times they do get frustrated, disappointed and 
downhearted because they are being neglected. I am concerned that the Barnett government is not going to turn 
that around. Although the Premier says that he is meeting with people in my electorate from time to time, he 
certainly never invites me to those events. I look forward to that! I look forward to being present the next time 
the Premier attends an event in my electorate and watching him listen to the complaints and the suggestions, the 
positive contributions that people make, about how their lives can be improved. I am looking forward to the 
Premier being in attendance so that people in my electorate can get their point across to him—the positive ideas, 
the suggestions and constructive criticisms that they might make. I share their frustration that far too much time 
is spent simply dealing with those people who have the money in this state and not enough time is spent listening 
to those who have every right to be heard, who have legitimate complaints and who really have a valid point to 
make. I think there is an urgent need for that to be turned around and I look forward to being invited to the next 
event the Premier attends in my electorate. 

MR A.P. O’GORMAN (Joondalup) [9.01 pm]: Thank you — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): Members! I have given the member for Joondalup the call. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: At least I stay loyal! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Does the member want to come out and test that in my electorate? I have tested it 
three times; they keep saying that I am loyal to them. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Listen, member for Riverton, get past the next election, and think about which bed you 
are sleeping in tonight! The member for Riverton should go back into his box, okay. 

I have a few issues that I want to raise — 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, members! Member for Joondalup, please address your comments to the 
Chair. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: I will; I did not even say a word when they interjected. 

Mr R.H. Cook: How many times have you been returned, member for Joondalup? 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: I have been returned three times now. 
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Dr M.D. Nahan: Sometimes luck runs for three times! 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: I want to talk specifically — 

Dr M.D. Nahan: But when they find out what he’s against — 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Does the member for Riverton’s mouth want to give his brain time to catch up?  

I want to talk tonight, in the first instance, about school dental therapy and school dental therapy clinics. This is 
an issue that has been close to my heart and it is raising its head again at the moment. It is an issue that has been 
brought to me again by a group of women and it has actually come back to the fore because of the movie that is 
out at the moment, Made in Dagenham, which is about the gender pay gap. This group of women who deliver 
dental therapy services to our students in our schools do an absolutely fantastic job. They get fairly pathetic pay 
for the job they do. They have miserable equipment: they cannot even have a phone answered by an answering 
machine because they do not have one in their dental therapy clinics; they do not have a photocopier; they do not 
have a computer. Every member in this place cannot operate without a computer, but these school dental 
therapists are still operating on an old cardex system that takes hours and hours and hours of their time to update 
and get to a standard at which they can send out appointments for these schoolkids. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Why didn’t you make this speech in the past eight years? 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: I did; I took it up many times. If the Premier likes, I will throw it on the table; I have 
done this many times. This is an issue that goes back a long, long time and many of these women are now in 
their 40s and 50s and are getting to the point at which they are saying, “Enough is enough. We’re going to be out 
of this job and there’s not going to be anybody to replace us.” One of the things that have kept our population so 
healthy is that people had excellent dental therapy services when they were young. We all know that. Even 
members from the other side in the federal parliament, such as Hon Dr Mal Washer, agree with me that we have 
to keep good dental therapy services going, particularly for our young people. These women feel as though they 
are being victimised because they are women, purely and simply and for nothing other than the fact that they are 
women. They are a group of women who cannot really get a leg up to have some decent pay and decent 
equipment with which to do their job. I am not talking about the tools that they use inside the students’ mouths; I 
am talking about the backup tools that they need—the computer systems, something as simple as a telephone 
answering service or answering machine, a photocopier and a fax machine, so that they do not have to run 
around the corner into the school to send a fax or to photocopy some records or a referral or something like that. 
It is an outrageous state of affairs that in 2010 they still operate in that manner. Those are some of the things that 
we should be directing some of this state’s budget to. We are also seeing a shrinking of the school dental therapy 
service right across this state, which will come back and cost us a whole lot more money when we have a lot 
more people requiring probably full mouths of teeth, lots of dentures and lots of root canal work into the future. 
It is a big problem and I urge this government to tackle it. 

We tackled it and because I had written previously to the former Minister for Health there was a fairly quick 
response; a $3 000 a year attraction and retention bonus was put in place for the extent of the GA4 collective 
agreement. Therefore, we did do something—not enough, not nearly enough, but it is one of those issues that 
will keep coming back. I know that the particular ladies in my electorate—in fact, it is not just my electorate, it is 
the electorates of the members for Hillarys and Ocean Reef as well—keep coming back to me. 

Another thing that these women want is safety in the school dental therapy clinics at the schools. Just about 
every school dental therapy clinic in this state has only one entry–exit door. There is no emergency exit at the 
rear of the buildings. Even the newest clinics being built are the same. Craigie Heights Primary School opened 
earlier this year with a school dental therapy clinic at that facility. When the plans were being drawn up, we 
asked for and got an emergency exit door, a second door, at the back of the school dental therapy clinic. 
Therefore, if there is a problem—although it is not the case that people generally get angry at these school dental 
therapists, but there are occasions and with the extent of the mental health problems that we have in this state 
today, we do not know when we might get somebody being aggressive—there is an alternative exit. I am sure 
that just about every member in this place has more than one door to their office; they have an exit that they can 
get out through if they have an aggressive constituent in their office. The majority of them have—I can see the 
member for Murray–Wellington is shaking his head saying that he does not. That is something that is essential 
and should be in all our offices, and primarily it should be in the school dental therapy clinics because we may 
get a situation in which they have to get out of there in a hurry. That could be something as simple as a small 
electrical fire at the front reception area and they would have no way to get out. It is a concern for them, because 
it is primarily women in these areas. As I said, when the Craigie Heights Primary School was being designed, we 
had that exit included in the design. In fact, I had a discussion about it with the architect, who could not 
understand why I was pushing this point, but we had it put in. However, when the school was finally built, and 
construction started under the current government, that second door was removed. I think it is a disgrace that in 
2010 we cannot have something as simple as an emergency exit door at the back of the school dental therapy 
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clinic. That issue needs to be addressed urgently, not only for these women but also for the future health of 
children in the state.  

Another issue I would like to take up relates to the West Perth Football Club and its clubrooms. As members 
know, the West Perth Football Club moved from Leederville out to Arena Joondalup.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): Members, there are a number of conversations going on in the 
house at the moment and I am having difficulty hearing the member for Joondalup. Could members please take 
their conversations outside.  

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: The West Perth Football Club moved out to Joondalup in 1992–93 with the express 
purpose, as I said in my speech the other day, of promoting Australian Rules football in the northern suburbs, 
which it has done very well. One of the issues the club has had during the whole time it has been out there is that 
it does not feel like it is home. The football club does not have clubrooms it can call its own. The club has been 
asking and campaigning for this for many, many years. The Labor government got to a point at which 
VenuesWest offered to give the club some land, but then it would have to find some millions of dollars to build 
the clubrooms. Off the top of my head, the construction price was about $6 million for clubrooms and change 
rooms so that West Perth could have a proper home base in Joondalup. People at the club are very happy to be 
out there; it is just a matter of building the clubrooms around them. We have seen the Premier at the stroke of a 
pen give his football club, the Claremont Football Club, $16.5 million to build new clubrooms. I know that the 
Premier is saying that that came to the club because it handed back some land that it had on a peppercorn lease, 
which will allow for extra accommodation units in and around the area where the Claremont Football Club had 
that land. It is a similar situation out in Joondalup. We have lot 9000 McLarty Avenue, which is about nine 
hectares of land that is owned by the Department of Housing that is waiting to be developed. LandCorp also has 
a small strip of land and the Department of Education has the lot adjacent to lot 9000, which comprises about six 
hectares, if I remember correctly. So there is a very large block of land out there that can be sold off, and I think 
that some of the proceeds from that can go to the West Perth Football Club, in the same way the land is being 
developed around the Claremont Football Club. 

I thank the member for Vasse; I know he is a good supporter of West Perth.  

It is important that we bed this club down so that its members have some financial stability into the future and 
can continue to grow the game of Australian Rules out in the northern suburbs. It is one of the things that has 
been holding that club back. It has won, off the top of my head—the member for Vasse might correct me—three 
premierships since it has been out in Joondalup.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: I have forgotten.  

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: I am pretty sure it is three since the club has been out there, and we would like it to get 
a few more. What the club does not have out there is a nice trophy cabinet in its own clubroom to put trophies in. 
It is vitally important to the West Perth Football Club—I know the Minister for Sport and Recreation is aware of 
this—but the matter seems to progress at a snail’s pace.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: VenuesWest is like a giant anchor around their neck!  

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: That is what people say, but it is not only West Perth Football Club. The Wanneroo 
Wolves basketball club has a lease on premises in the stadium. That lease will be up in 2012, so that club has 
about two years in which to find a new home; about six basketball courts are needed with an exhibition court. 
Again, that is something that has been going on for a number of years and has not progressed. In fact, when I 
raised it with the Minister for Sport and Recreation, he was not aware of it in the first instance. He is now aware 
of it. It is one of those issues that needs to be progressed. The Wanneroo Wolves is a state basketball team, but 
under its banner it has many, many—I cannot even count the number—junior basketball teams in the Joondalup 
and Wanneroo areas that service an enormous number of young people, keeping them in sport and keeping them 
connected, off the streets and engaged in good, solid activities that assist them in their growth and development. 
It is one of those things that really needs to be tackled.  

I mentioned lot 9000 McLarty Avenue, which is Department of Housing land. When the Labor Party lost 
government, consultants had been engaged to draw up concept plans for lot 9000 McLarty Avenue. A number of 
consultations had taken place with local stakeholders, and I was part of that process. My understanding was that 
it was almost ready to go to subdivision. Just recently I have had information that the intended subdivision of 
that area is now planned for 2025–26. For God’s sake; we have a shortage of housing in this state! We have a 
shortage of affordable housing. This is the department that is charged with providing affordable housing right 
across the state. It has nearly 10 hectares in a prime location smack in the middle of the City of Joondalup, close 
to public transport and close to sports facilities, schools, hospitals and universities. It is the ideal spot for us to 
have some housing. In the concept plans that I was involved in, there was talk of up to 850 accommodation units 
from one-bedroom apartments right through to three-bedroom apartments, and about 85 out of that 850 would be 
allocated to the Department of Housing. For God’s sake, members opposite, get off your hands and get out there 
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and start building it so that we can have properties in the northern suburbs at an affordable cost to people who 
are desperately in need of housing! That is called both social housing and affordable housing. What is happening 
in Joondalup is that we have lots of private developers and the absolute cheapest one-bedroom, one-bathroom 
apartment one can find is about $300 000, which is a very, very small apartment. We need to pull down the 
prices of accommodation in that area, and the Department of Housing, with this roughly 10 hectare lot, could 
take a step, rather than holding it in a land bank until 2025–26. It is a disgrace that that is happening in this state, 
and that is happening with some of our departments.  

There is some more land out in the City Joondalup. There is land at old school sites, including the old Craigie 
high school site. I remember the now Premier and the now Minister for Education going out there and standing 
beside the graffiti wall that was commissioned by the City of Joondalup and making comment about the fact that 
it has gone to the vandals. I can tell members opposite that it has not improved. Yes, they have taken away the 
graffiti wall and the basketball court, but there has not been one bulldozer on that land or one bucket-load of 
sand moved on that site since those walls were removed. Again, it is a 10-hectare site that can provide much-
needed housing close to shopping centres, the beach, public transport, rail stations, the Craigie leisure centre, 
sporting facilities and schools, but nothing is being done with it—absolutely nothing.  

[Member’s time extended.]  

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: We have another school site, which was the old Craigie Primary School that was 
formerly the Camberwarra Primary School. That school became vacant when in government the Labor Party 
amalgamated Craigie and Camberwarra primary schools onto the one site—the former Camberwarra site. We 
bowled over the Craigie Primary School and put in train plans to build a brand-new school. If I remember 
correctly, we put $13 million in the budget to build the Craigie Heights Primary School. That happened earlier 
this year. When the school decamped from the old site, it took as much of its equipment as it could, but now I am 
getting complaints from members of the local community saying that it is a hangout area for all the local hoons 
and vandals—the graffiti is unbelievable and there are broken windows. The education department has done 
nothing to remove the furniture that was not taken to the new school. All that furniture is still sitting inside those 
classrooms deteriorating. In a day and age when we keep talking about sustainability, it is outrageous that that 
furniture has been left out there to be vandalised. It could be used for burning if somebody gets to that point, but 
at this point, we have been lucky enough that that has not happened. If the education department does not want 
it, it should take it out, put it in storage and send it to Africa, Sri Lanka or some underprivileged country — 

Mr J.E. McGrath: Send it to Northam.  

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: Yes, it could be sent to Northam or some of our remote communities. It looks like 
excellent furniture and it could be well used, but it has been left sitting on an unattended site that is not even 
fenced. It is now an area that is visited by vandals. There is graffiti there. The paint that was left in the cupboard 
has been thrown all over the place and used for graffiti. The windows are broken. The neighbours around the 
area are terrified because of the amount of activity that vandals get up to at night. The simple answer is to take a 
bulldozer in and bowl the buildings over. It should be left as a vacant site—hopefully not as long as the Craigie 
high school site—until a subdivision plan can be put through the Western Australian Planning Commission and 
the council and that land is sold off, if that is the intention. If the intention is to keep the buildings there, the 
government should at least put a fence around the site so it cannot be vandalised. The residents in that area are 
from one of those suburbs that is probably not as flash as some of the others in my electorate, but those people 
still deserve the best service that this government can give. It is about time they got it. There are two vacant 
school sites in the suburb of Craigie in my electorate that are just a disgrace. They are a blight on the 
environment.  

While I am talking about schools, I want to mention school crossing guards. This has been an issue for some 
time. It is an issue not only in my electorate, but also in the electorate of the member for Hillarys, the Minister 
for Police. The problem centres around Bambara Primary School. Once again, the P&C association has come to 
me because it is not satisfied that it is being listened to by the government. About a year ago, maybe a little 
longer, the same issue arose about the school crossing guards. At that time the school crossing guards were put 
back at Bambara Primary School and Beldon Primary School while the minister was undertaking a review. That 
review seems to have been completed but nobody has seen the findings or the recommendations. We do not 
know what is happening. The school is saying that the same thing is happening now that happened about a year 
or 18 months ago, in which the regular school crossing guard does not show up on occasions. The school is told 
that the school crossing guard is sick but it found that the school crossing guard is at another school down the 
road. The school is asking whether the department will maintain its school crossing guards. What are the 
findings of the minister’s review? What are the criteria for having a school crossing guard outside a school such 
as Bambara or Beldon? Why is the minister being so secretive about his review? Has he found that there is no 
way he can keep a school crossing guard at a school in his own electorate or has he found that it is just not 
financially viable any more to have school crossing guards? He needs to tell people what is happening so they 
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can take the next step and put measures in train to protect their children. Parents need to put strategies in place to 
protect them from the many cars on this road. The road that Bambara Primary School is on is now considered to 
be a rat road. A rat road is a road that people cruise down to avoid the traffic lights and to see whether they can 
get to their destination a bit quicker. They speed down the road. The school community is proactive; if the school 
cannot have a school crossing guard, it wants to approach the community of Joondalup and get some 
infrastructure in place—namely, islands or speed bumps or something like that to reduce the speed of traffic 
around the school or, at the very least, some orange flashing lights. I have seen them in the electorate of the 
member for Ocean Reef around the Currambine Primary School. They are flashing signs that indicate the speed 
limit is 40 kilometres an hour. I have not seen any in my electorate. 

Mr A.P. Jacob: They’ve got a good local member. 

Mr A.P. O’GORMAN: The member is telling me that one has to be a good Liberal local member to get flashing 
signs in one’s electorate. I have not seen any in any Labor electorates. I have not seen any in my electorate. I 
have not seen any in any other Labor electorates that I drive through. It would be good if the minister would give 
this school some information as to what he intends to do. The member’s seat is a bit more marginal so maybe the 
government is looking after the marginal electorates. The minister needs to address this issue and tell the general 
public what he is going to do about school crossing guards, whether he is going to take them away, whether he 
has completed his review and what the findings of his review were. If he has recommendations from his review, 
he must outline what they are so that school communities can understand what they have to do and how they will 
maintain their school crossing guards. If they are not going to maintain them, how can they maintain safety 
around the schools for young children—or is it a case that we have to see one of these young children bowled 
over and killed outside the school before action is taken? It is a pretty serious issue. I am sorry that the minister 
is not in the house because I would have liked him to have heard my questions so he could give us some 
answers.  

I also want to talk about the Commercial Tenancies Act and the small business commissioner. When the deal 
was made between the Premier and the Leader of the Opposition to extend trading hours to nine o’clock on 
weeknights, a commitment was given that the Commercial Tenancies Act would be amended and we would have 
a small business commissioner. The fear out there in retail tenancies is that the small business commissioner will 
be a toothless tiger. Retailers fear that it will be subsumed into the Small Business Development Corporation and 
it will just be a figurehead without any teeth. They want to see the legislation. We asked the minister to give us 
some idea of when he would be bringing it in. We tried to get him to commit to bring it in before Christmas. 
Quite evidently, that will not happen, which means it will be at least July next year, if not September or October, 
before any of that legislation is enacted and those small businesses have some protection and hopefully have a 
place that they can go with their disputes so they can have them mediated and rectified rather than going to the 
State Administrative Tribunal.  

One of the reasons I raise this issue is an eviction from Lakeside Joondalup shopping centre. I will not mention 
the tenancy at the moment but I am sure that I will be able to do so in the near future. This coffee shop owner 
had a business in the shopping centre. She was a franchisee. The franchisor business went bankrupt. It was 
discovered that the coffee shop owner no longer had a lease with Lakeside shopping centre. Lend Lease 
proceeded to take action. Even though she had always paid her rent, she gave the bank a guarantee for the 
premises and she did all the interaction and negotiation with Lend Lease, it still had no compunction whatsoever 
to push her out of that place. It pushed her off the floor, and she no longer has a business. It is an outrageous 
state of affairs that should not have been allowed to happen. We are hoping that a small business commissioner 
will have enough teeth to prevent that sort of thing happening in the future.  

I know that the Minister for Commerce has had a submission from the Shopping Centre Council of Australia 
saying that the best place for a lease register to be based is at Landgate. That is because it is a government 
organisation. It is an organisation that can be seen to be independent and fair and it can log those commercial 
leases, as New South Wales does. I have been to New South Wales and had a look at the system there. The 
majority of leases over there are registered with the New South Wales equivalent of Landgate. That is very 
helpful to small businesses over there because they can go to an organisation and get some information from a 
lease register on the cost per square metre and the percentage of outgoings that they would have to pay. They can 
get lots of information about the going rate for rent in the shopping centre or shopping strip that they are looking 
at going into. I know myself that many market rents are pulled out of the air and that it is really difficult for 
small businesses to fight a landlord if they do not have some information on the market rent rate. I have heard of 
increases in rent of up to 40 per cent in the particular economic climate that we are in at the moment, and that is 
putting many small businesses out of business. At Lakeside Joondalup Shopping City at least four tenancies are 
boarded up at the moment; and that has occurred since extended trading hours came in. Some tenants were at the 
end of their lease and the conditions that were being put on them to continue were just persecutory. These people 
felt that there was no longer a reason for them to be in business, as they would be working for the shopping 
centre rather than working to put some profit back into their pockets. There is therefore a big issue around 
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commercial leases. I know the Minister for Commerce is holding consultations at the moment. I hope that when 
those consultations are concluded, he will acknowledge the problems out there. I hope he will acknowledge the 
need for a proper lease register and a proper small business commissioner with some power to force very large 
companies to deal properly with their small business tenants, and not just push them into the ground and walk all 
over them as they have done and are doing at the moment at Joondalup. 

MR M. McGOWAN (Rockingham) [9.32 pm]: I rise to add a few remarks to debate on the Treasurer’s 
advance legislation, the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2009–10 (Supplementary) Bill 2010 
and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Capital 2009–10 (Supplementary) Bill 2010. I am pleased the 
Treasurer is in the chamber for what I expect is one of his last periods as Treasurer. I am sure he will enjoy that. 
He is also, like the former Treasurer the member for Vasse, a one-hit wonder when it comes to state budgets. 

Mr P. Papalia: What tune would you play for him? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yesterday I suggested My Sharona by The Knack and Come On Eileen by Dexys 
Midnight Runners. In relation to the current Premier, I am open to suggestion on any other one-hit wonders. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I’ve got one for you. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes, please. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Divine: You Think You’re A Man But You’re Only A Boy. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Ha, ha! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: How about Love Shack by the B-52s? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: A beautiful song! 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): I have just one message, member for Rockingham, and it is not 
for you; it is for the member for Willagee about interjecting from somewhere other than his seat. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. 

Ms R. Saffioti: You’re So Vain—you probably think this song is about you! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Ha, ha! 

Mr T.R. Buswell: That was written before I was born! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I think we are moving away because of course these are not one-hit wonders. As I recall, 
Carly Simon wrote a number of hits. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: What about Divine? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am not familiar with that song. Perhaps the member for Vasse can give us a rendition 
later on. I think the member for Vasse has made that one up. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I most certainly did not make it up. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am a little perplexed about that one. 

My speech is in relation to the issue that is current and important—particularly important for my constituents in 
Rockingham but I think important for all of us in this house. The issue can be simplified down to local content; it 
is about making sure that we maximise the manufacturing and industrial work out of the mining and oil and gas 
industries in Western Australia. That is growing as an issue in Western Australia, and so it should. 

I want to read to the house a letter I received from a constituent of mine. He runs a fabrication workshop on the 
Kwinana industrial strip. I gave him a call after I received this letter. He wrote to the Premier and he forwarded a 
copy of it to me. In the letter he refers to the fabrication issue and so forth. He wrote — 

It is quite easy to say that we are booming Mr. Premier but please i invite you to visit us here at our 
facility so you can see the real side of life when we have to put off the workers who are then left with 
no prospects this year. We like other fabricators are tired of the rhetoric that keeps being passed around, 
it is time for action Mr. Premier or we face a major crisis in the not too distant future. 

… 

The sad fact is if we have no work we can not train but the governments past & present have created a 
false belief by paying employers … to take on trainees but the cold hard facts are that when these 
subsidies run out employers such as us are still left with the task of letting go these trainees as there is 
still not enough work out there to keep these people on. Our industry is a large feeder of so many other 
industries that rely on these contracts that are going overseas from electrical, transport, non destructive 
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testing, inspection personnel, local suppliers … consumables to even the local lunch bars all as you can 
see are affected. 

I called him consequent on receiving that letter. He told me that he runs a workshop on the Kwinana strip. I have 
the address with me but I will not read it out. It is a fabrication workshop that relies upon the mining industry for 
work. He is basically at the moment operating at 20 per cent capacity and has laid off 10 people in the past week. 
He is basically laying off staff because there is not enough work for his workshop. That is a big issue. It is one of 
our citizens who runs this workshop. I am not exactly sure who owns it but he is the manager of the workshop 
and he does not like laying off people. I had a talk with him and he told me that originally his parents came from 
Britain. He grew up locally, made good, runs the workshop and is laying off people everywhere because they are 
not receiving sufficient work. What he hears all the time is the rhetoric—quoting the Premier—that the 
workshops will be full and everyone will be employed, no problem whatsoever, out of the Gorgon project and 
other projects like that. The Premier said that the workshops will be full. But this workshop is just an example of 
a number of them around Perth, particularly in the southern industrial area of Kwinana. I visited one the other 
day with a few of my colleagues and met with the managers of that major workshop and a number of other 
workshops in the vicinity. They are in crisis. There is a huge issue confronting those people because of an 
insufficient amount of work. They have invested based upon the expectation that there will be very significant 
work coming out of the boom in the mining industry that is approaching Western Australia from projects such as 
Gorgon and so forth. As a consequence, they have large debt and they have large workshops with a large number 
of employees, and those employees are not employed. The crescendo of calls and cries from this industry is so 
great that this is not made up. These people are not making this up as some way of trying to get some action that 
will benefit them in a way that they do not deserve. This is real and the complaints of these people are real. 

I note that the Premier himself has taken quite an interventionist stance on a range of things recently. I note that a 
few weeks ago in this place he took the view and indicated to some major multinational companies that he did 
not support the construction of a liquefied natural gas plant: the Scarborough LNG plant at an industrial estate 
just to the south of Onslow. He said that he did not support it being constructed by Shell, as I recall. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Yes; those were the words the Premier used in response to a grievance. He was of the 
view that the Shell plant to be constructed at — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier can explain if he wants to. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You might be thinking about ExxonMobil’s plant. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Maybe it was. It was one of the liquefied natural gas plants that was proposed to be 
constructed as part of the Onslow industrial estate. As we know, Wheatstone will be there and I think Macedon 
will be there as well. If the Scarborough plant is ExxonMobil’s, I got that slightly wrong. The Premier said that 
he does not support the construction of that plant in that location. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No, I didn’t. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: He basically indicated that there might be an oversupply of LNG plants in Western 
Australia. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No, that is completely wrong. What I did not and do not support is ExxonMobil building an 
entire LNG plant offshore and anchoring it to the ocean floor. That is what I do not support. That is one of the 
options. I made it very clear that if it does not proceed at Ashburton north, which is the Onslow site, maybe it 
should look at co-locating with Pluto so that the project is built onshore in Australia. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I would support it building the plant onshore, obviously. That is certainly not my 
interpretation of what the Premier said, and that is not the interpretation that was sent out there. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: No; there is no misunderstanding by the company. It knows exactly where I stand. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am pretty sure that I heard what the Premier had to say. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: There are three options. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am aware of that. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Two are okay; one is not okay. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Just because I called it the Scarborough estate does not mean that the member for 
Scarborough has any particular knowledge about it. It is not actually in her electorate. She might have thought 
that it is in her electorate, but she got that wrong. 
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Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: As everyone in the Liberal Party knows, the member is an expert on everything. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Members, I am turning over a new leaf and trying to be nice to 
everyone, but you are pushing my limits. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: As everyone in the Liberal Party knows, the member for Scarborough knows everything 
about everything, but in the case of the Scarborough industrial site, that is not in her electorate. 

Mrs L.M. Harvey: Don’t you think that, as the member for Scarborough, I might get inquiries about a gas plant 
called Scarborough? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I just thought that the member for Scarborough might have been slightly confused. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: How patronising. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: “How patronising”, says the Premier! If we looked up the definition of “patronise” in the 
Oxford English Dictionary, we would find a picture of the Premier next to it! 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Because the member for Scarborough is a woman, you assume that she knows nothing about 
the industry. You assume that a woman would know nothing about the oil and gas industry. That is the member 
for Rockingham’s implicit assumption—that a woman could not understand the industry. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is a ridiculous thing to say. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: Maybe I should table the Hansard. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The member should read it in. 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: It is the Premier having a go at the member for West Swan. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I am glad that my research assistant is on the job. On 11 March 2010 the Premier stated, 
“My goodness me! No wonder you are absolutely useless.” 

Mr C.J. Barnett: That is true. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The member for West Swan then said, “How boring trying to include estimates in the 
budget.” Mr Barnett responded, “What a poor performer you are.” 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It is all true. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Premier lives on an unusual planet. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The member for West Swan retorted, “The Premier should not personally attack people”, 
to which the Premier graciously replied, “Oh, personally attack you! Give us a break. You’re not a good 
performer, are you?” 

Mr C.J. Barnett: She is not; she is lazy. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: There is much more. I have a whole document full of it. I would not talk about being a 
sexist bully if I were the Premier. 

The Premier does take an interventionist approach to these issues. He took an interventionist approach to the 
issues surrounding the Kimberley LNG project. He took an interventionist approach recently to the sell-down by 
Shell of part of its shareholding in Woodside. The government has taken an interventionist approach to these 
issues. That is true. The commonwealth also takes an interventionist approach to industry in a range of ways. As 
we know, the commonwealth does not apply tariffs so much anymore, but it does apply tariffs to the import of 
motor vehicles. It is a small tariff by historical standards. It applies a tariff to the import of motor vehicles on the 
basis that, without that small tariff—as I recall, it is five per cent—our local car industry would not survive. It 
applies an interventionist policy to defence, otherwise we would not be constructing submarines and ships in 
Australia, because companies would not be able to compete on the price of the construction of such equipment in 
other countries. They are just two examples. The commonwealth does that on the basis that it has a car industry 
in this country that is worth retaining. It is not so important for Western Australia, but it is quite important for 
South Australia and Victoria. The same point applies to a degree in the case of defence. It is very important for 
South Australia and Victoria. 

The point I am making is that there is intervention by governments. I support foreign investment in this country. 
I support the free flow of capital. I think that foreign companies should be able to invest in resource projects in 
this country. But I have just pointed out that governments intervene in one way or another. We have a Premier 
who has been an interventionist on issues surrounding the investment of capital or the undertaking of economic 
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activity in this state. We need to be more interventionist to ensure that we get out of the mining industry local 
manufacturing jobs in the south of this state. There needs to be a more interventionist approach. I will give an 
example of why. I read out earlier a letter I received from a man who runs a workshop in Kwinana. It was about 
what is happening to his workshop. I will read out another document. It is an announcement made on 11 
November by Reed Resources Ltd, which is going to undertake the Barrambie vanadium project in Western 
Australia. It is going to invest significant money to get this vanadium mine up and running, in conjunction with 
the China Nonferrous Metal Industry’s Foreign Engineering and Construction Co Ltd, otherwise known as NFC. 
I support that. I say good on those companies that invest in this state. I will read out the Australian Stock 
Exchange press release announcing its project. It states — 

The updated estimate from NFC will specify the use of Chinese equipment and services for the 
Barrambie project and Reed expects the updated estimate will deliver significant savings compared to 
original Definitive Feasibility Study capital cost estimate of A$628.9 million, subject to escalation and 
foreign exchange movements. 

It specifies that Chinese equipment and services will be required to be put in place for that project. That is not 
fair. 

Mr T.R. Buswell interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Of course, if it is going to construct something in Western Australia, it will use Western 
Australian or Australian labour. Is the member suggesting that it will not? 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I am asking you whether it mentioned that at all. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: It is not mentioned in this document, and I am unaware of it not doing it. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: I am not opposed to the thrust of what you are saying. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: If the suggestion to me by the Treasurer—or whatever he is — 

Several members interjected.  

Mr C.C. Porter: How prophetic! 

Mr R.H. Cook: That is another song—The Impossible Dream.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: That could be the real kiss of death. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Did the Attorney General say “pathetic” or “prophetic”? 

Mr C.C. Porter: Prophetic. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Something In the Air Tonight! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Something In the Air Tonight—there we go; there is another one.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr M. McGOWAN: If the member is suggesting that they will construct their operation not even using 
Australian labour, I would find it hard to understand how that is possible. However, if the member is making that 
suggestion, that is even more disturbing in relation to this matter. It is outrageous that they have said up-front in 
this document that they will specify the use of Chinese equipment and services. If the Premier wants to intervene 
on matters, this is the sort of stuff he should be intervening on. He has intervened when it has come to who owns 
what shares in Woodside or whether or how a gas plant might be built and so forth; how about the fact that we 
have companies coming to Western Australia that will exploit resources owned by all Western Australians, and 
that those companies specify that the plant and equipment they will use will not be constructed here under any 
circumstance, it will be constructed in China? How about that for something that should be dealt with? That 
requires some real leadership from the Premier. I will table the document if the Premier wants me to. The 
Premier should be taking this one up with aplomb. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: What’s the project, sorry?  

Mr M. McGOWAN: The Reed Resources Barrambie vanadium project in Western Australia that was 
announced earlier this week.  

Instead, I have with me a letter that the Premier sends out—I have seen it a number of times—to people who 
write to him via his Premier’s website. They write to him suggesting that maybe he should do something about 
local content and that maybe there should be some greater government interventionism on local content so that 
we actually get a fair go and we do not have arrangements whereby companies just specify that they will build 
plant and equipment overseas. The consistent, standard answer people receive from the Premier—I have a copy 
of it with me—states — 
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The capacity of local industry to win contracts on major resource projects is important to the 
development of Western Australia, and the Government is mindful of the effect of international 
sourcing on the domestic economy. However, there is a limit to the extent that Government can oblige 
the private sector to direct work to local vendors. The Government is bound by the World Trade 
Organisation which restricts local content measures.  

I think that is wrong. I do not think we are bound by the World Trade Organization, “which restricts local 
content measures”. We have local content requirements in country areas for government procurement practices, 
and the government advocates for that—as we advocated when we were in government. Local content measures 
are in place. The Premier says that the government is bound by the World Trade Organization, “which restricts 
local content measures”, but governments all over Australia make these sorts of requirements. As I understand it, 
Victoria does some of these things. We impose a tariff on some products such as motor vehicles that come into 
this country. Is it not about time that the Premier stopped putting out what I think is misleading information to 
members of the general public that states that the Premier, as the patriotic Western Australian that he always 
portrays himself to be, is bound by the World Trade Organization—this is not Canberra; this is an international 
body that he is being dictated to by—which restricts local content measures?  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Member, I am sorry to interrupt you, but what sort of policy options would you consider as 
being available to the government?  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Of course, that is the difficulty, is it not—what to actually do about it? I will just finish 
with this point first.  

The Premier needs to review this statement that he puts out there that the World Trade Organization restricts 
local content measures. I do not think that is right, and I think the Premier and the Minister for Commerce need 
to get their departments to review whether that is the case. If that is the case, the government, potentially, is 
breaching the rules with all the local procurement measures it put in place around rural and regional Western 
Australia to ensure that local towns get a fair bite of the pie when it comes to local projects. 

I will talk now about the sorts of things that can be done. Other countries have put in place percentages; in fact, it 
is actually quite commonplace. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Percentages of what?  

Mr M. McGOWAN: Percentages of various parts of the work involved are put in place by percentage measures. 
I suggested to the Premier during recent debate on a bill that at the bare minimum—up-front—the government 
should have a requirement, as part of the approvals process, that local participation plans are put in place that 
specify in great detail the amount of local content that will be in any particular project. I suggested that to the 
Premier during debate on the Roy Hill bill—in fact, I even moved an amendment to that effect that was defeated 
by the government. I understand why it was defeated; the arrangements had already been negotiated, but defeat it 
the government did. I suggested that as a commencement point, perhaps, that should be something we should do.  

I suggest another thing. The Premier has instigated a review and the Minister for Commerce has said that we will 
have an internal review. I would do far more than have a review. We need to put on the table in this chamber the 
idea of a percentage of local content, and I think we need to invite — 

Ms R. Saffioti: Premier, wake up! 

Mr T.R. Buswell: We’re taking notes. 

Ms R. Saffioti: It’s too late; he’s woken up. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: He is smiling. 

Mr P. Papalia: He’s having a nice dream! 

Mr T.R. Buswell: He’s only warming up! 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I close my eyes occasionally.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: We have to invite into this place—I suggest we do it soon—all the interested parties to 
have these issues thrashed out. This should not be by some internal review inside a department. We should bring 
in the mining industry, the fabricators, the unions and the government to talk about the real policy options, rather 
than the current sort of subterranean argument that these things cannot be dealt with and that, somehow, to do so 
is a threat to investment and so forth. We need to bring all those people into this chamber, and I suggest that it 
should be done over Christmas. Have this chamber; use this room and have them all here. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Would you like to come? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: We should talk about it and what is out there. We should explore what goes on in other 
countries and what sort of measures could be put in place.  
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Mr T.R. Buswell: Like a summit. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: Do it in the next couple of months. It would not be expensive or difficult; the Premier 
could actually hear people’s views. A lot of these companies deal with local content measures in other countries 
so they are quite used to them. I am not saying at this point that we should go to a percentage amount, but we 
should deal with local participation plans. I say that in the next couple of months the Premier should have each 
one of those parties and the representative organisations—the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western 
Australia; the Australian Steel Institute; the Chamber of Minerals and Energy of Western Australia—in this 
place to thrash out the issues. If it takes a few days, it takes a few days. I do not think it would be a difficult thing 
to do. I will chair it for the Premier if he likes.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: You would do a good job, too.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: I would do a good job. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: According to himself! 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I would stay awake! The Premier would not stay awake. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I would not abuse any women in the house! There are two advantages to having me over 
the Premier! 

Mr W.J. Johnston: You would be sober the whole time.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Would you have parallel conversations? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I would not be having parallel conversations. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Would you live in the parallel universe that the Premier does? 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I would not be having parallel conversations — 

Mr M.P. Whitely: Parallel but unrelated conversations! 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  — and I would be fair and reasonable and listen to all the arguments. I do not think that is 
unreasonable, and it is a far better idea than some internal Department of Commerce review.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: The problem is that post-meeting, you’ll still be in opposition and we’ll be the government. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: One never knows; I might get a good job offer out of it!  

Several members interjected.  

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is right; if the Premier comes along, he might duck his head in, see the good job I am 
doing and might make the same offer he made to the member for Victoria Park! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN: That is right! 

In any event, I suggest that there are some ways forward. All the government need do is be a bit proactive and 
imaginative. It can do that it in the next few months if it wants to. I will probably see a press release in the next 
couple of days about the Premier having had another brilliant new idea about holding a summit with all these 
parties to discuss local content. If we do, of course, we will all remember this—although the Premier might have 
thought he dreamt it! It could be something that might actually make a difference on this important issue. 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [9.59 pm]: I rise to address, as shadow Attorney General, aspects of some 
matters pertaining to the administration of justice in Western Australia. I will not touch upon the facts, but there 
was an announcement yesterday by the Corruption and Crime Commission that it would take over the 
investigation of incidents that took place at the Perth police watch-house in 2008, involving the tasering of Mr 
Spratt. We know that this will necessarily involve the examination of at least a dozen police officers at the 
Corruption and Crime Commission. We know that the examination of police officers at the CCC will involve 
administration of the oath and the requirement of the police involved to give evidence true to their oath. What 
concerns me is that it appears to be anathema to a small number of police officers to tell the truth and to be true 
to their oath. Those officers who may be tempted to be untrue to their oath and give false evidence would face 
heavy penalties were they to be prosecuted.  

What worries me about this whole process is what happened in the Mallard case, in which police were 
administered an oath and asked to tell the truth; some officers in that case were clearly not true to their oath. It 
was concluded by the Kennedy royal commission that some officers had committed serious misconduct. The 
Corruption and Crime Commission identified one officer as having given false evidence under oath; I speak of 
Darren Rowtcliff. Darren Rowtcliff was examined by the Corruption and Crime Commission in a private hearing 
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on 16 May 2007. I have with me in the chamber the transcript of that secret hearing conducted at the Corruption 
and Crime Commission. Darren Rowtcliff had previously been examined during the royal commission 
conducted in 2002–03, as to his involvement with Andrew Mallard as the undercover officer who spent a week 
with Andrew Mallard prior to Mr Mallard being interviewed by Mr Caporn and Mr Brandham, and being set up 
for a false murder charge. It is all history, of course, that it was a false murder charge. But integral in setting up 
Andrew Mallard on a false murder charge was the dirty, filthy work of the perjurer Darren Rowtcliff. Darren 
Rowtcliff went before the royal commission and was examined; he had a duty at law to tell the truth. He was 
being examined on allegations as to whether he had supplied cannabis to Andrew Mallard, a smoking implement 
to consume the cannabis with, and whether he had undertaken other actions to set up Andrew Mallard. These 
other actions included, on the last day of the undercover operation, purchasing at a second-hand clothing store, 
ridiculous clothing to dress Andrew Mallard in, including a tartan skirt to make him look like a highlander. 
Darren Rowtcliff, the perjurer, was also examined to determine whether he had caused or encouraged Andrew 
Mallard to have his hair shaved into a mohawk fashion and, further, whether he had encouraged Andrew Mallard 
in other eccentric conduct, which would draw attention to Andrew Mallard, before he was taken to a nightclub in 
Perth where he was predictably bashed by other patrons for looking so ridiculous, just hours before the police 
were due to bring him in for a major interview.  

Darren Rowtcliff is quite a nasty piece of work. He was taken before the royal commission and he denied 
supplying a bong, a smoking implement, to Andrew Mallard. He denied supplying him with cannabis. He denied 
encouraging Andrew Mallard to shave his head to look like some weirdo with a mohawk. He denied all of this 
on his oath and he denied all of this in the circumstances at the royal commission, which should have attracted 
considerable penalty for a corrupt police officer to do these things, if proven. He was then taken into the secret 
hearing at the CCC on Wednesday, 16 May 2007 where he was examined by the counsel assisting, Mr Peter 
Quinlan, who would be known to the Attorney General. The Attorney is in the chamber today, and Mr Quinlan, 
of course, is a counsel of the highest integrity and repute. He then asked the criminal Rowtcliff, “Did you supply 
a bong to Andrew Mallard?” “No, I did not supply a bong.” “Did you supply cannabis to Andrew Mallard?” 
“How ridiculous, I did not supply cannabis to Andrew Mallard.” “Did you purchase him clothing to make him 
look ridiculous—a female’s tartan dress?” “No, I didn’t do that.” “Did you then encourage Andrew Mallard to 
have his head shaven so he would be going out that night in a tartan dress and a mohawk haircut into 
Northbridge as an obvious target?” “No, I didn’t do that.” 

I now turn to page 40 of the secret hearing taken on that day. The undercover officers were wearing a secret 
wire. The CCC had obtained that wire and then in secret session played it back to the criminal Rowtcliff. When 
it played it back to him, it is fairly clear — 

Point of Order 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Thank you, member for Mindarie, the member for Murray–
Wellington has a point of order. 

Mr J.R. Quigley: If he can name the section of the standing order. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: It relates to the — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Member, I do not need assistance, thank you. 

Mr M.J. COWPER: It relates to the fact that the member is calling a person a criminal. To my knowledge, he 
has never been convicted of an offence in his life. I just wanted to point that out. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Before I ask you to resume, member for Mindarie, I do not know the issues that you 
are talking about, but I will make this point to you: parliamentary privilege is something that is to be used with 
caution. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I understand that, Mr Acting Speaker. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Has he been convicted of a crime? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: No, he committed a crime! 

Withdrawal of Remark 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Before you do continue, member for Mindarie, I will ask you — 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I will withdraw that. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. Barnett: And apologise. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I will not apologise to Rowtcliff under any circumstances—never! The little crook! 
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Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: That will do! One at a time, and I am on my feet. Member for Mindarie, I will ask 
you, if you do not mind, to your knowledge is any of this before a court at the moment? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: No, it is not, Mr Acting Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Please continue. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: It should be before a court and this is going to the Director of Public Prosecutions and it 
must end up before a court. But this is what he says — 

QUINLAN, MR: It’s fairly clear, isn’t it, that the Jolly Green Giant and the Lean Green Mean Machine 
is a bong. Would you agree?---Yes, but I can’t recall it. From the running sheet, yeah, you’d have to 
assume that. 

He goes on to say — 

The fact that it appears fairly clear that you did provide and loan him a green bong is not consistent with 
what you previously told the police Royal Commission, is it?---I can’t recall giving him a bong.  

It’s clear that you did, isn’t it?---Well, yeah, according to the running sheets, yes. 

He has admitted to the Corruption and Crime Commission that the evidence he gave to the royal commission 
was not true and that in fact he did supply a green bong. Moreover, more tapes were played to Darren Rowtcliff. 
But now the question — 

Having listened to that would you agree with me that at the very least you were the one who pointed out 
the tartan kilt to him? 

Yes — 

That’s not entirely consistent with the account to the Royal Commission that you never influenced him 
or suggested … to him … 

No, it is not. So he coughs again to having misled the royal commission, to giving false evidence to the royal 
commission. He coughs to the CCC that his evidence to the royal commission was not true, and that what he said 
to the CCC earlier that day and what he said to the royal commission was not true, because the CCC was then 
investigating him about the evidence that he gave to the royal commission. Then later on he says that he did 
encourage Mallard to shave his head. Mr Quinlan says — 

You agree from that extract that the reference to “shaving the head” was your idea?---Yes. 

So Rowtcliff again confessed to the Corruption and Crime Commission that the evidence he had given at the 
royal commission was indeed false evidence. Mr Quinlan goes on — 

That’s entirely inconsistent with what you told the police Royal Commission, namely, that you never 
influenced him or suggested anything to him about the way in which he dressed or had his hair cut or 
what he did, that was purely his own doing?---That’s right. I did suggest to have his head shaved but he 
didn’t have his head shaved. 

So he was agreeing, “Yes, that’s right. I have listened to the body wire that I was wearing and what I told the 
royal commission was not true”, and necessarily, what he had told the Corruption and Crime Commission earlier 
that day was not true. 

This person then went on to comment, or had earlier commented, on the character of Andrew Mallard, the same 
Andrew Mallard for whom the Attorney, who was with us this evening in the chamber, made a recommendation 
for an ex gratia payment and apology from the government for the huge injustices that he had suffered at the 
hands of Caporn, Shervill and particularly Darren Rowtcliff, the undercover officer. He said, describing 
Mallard — 

He was just a nasty piece of work. 

I will let the members of this chamber decide this evening, on the revelations of this transcript that have come 
out of the secret hearing of the CCC, who was the nasty piece of work. The nasty piece of work was this 
Rowtcliff, who played a crucial role in setting up Andrew Mallard and then went and told lies to the police royal 
commission, which is an offence, and then went and lied to the CCC, and then confessed the truth only, as a lot 
of people do at the CCC, when confronted with the truth on transcripts and on hearing the audiotape of what was 
said to Andrew Mallard at the time, which proved the lies that he was telling the royal commission. 

Now, of course, this was the same undercover officer Darren Rowtcliff whom I contacted and urged to tell the 
truth to the royal commission. As a parliamentarian I had an obligation to come into this chamber and reveal 
what had happened to Andrew Mallard because the system of justice had had a major haemorrhage, and although 
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Andrew Mallard’s case had been taken back before the Court of Criminal Appeal in Western Australia, and then 
on application for special leave to the High Court of Australia, each court had rejected his appeal and sent him 
back to spend the remainder of a life sentence, with a 25-year minimum, as I recall, in prison, where the system 
was prepared to let him rot. I have a duty as a parliamentarian. I did not know this person. I knew nothing of this 
person, but as a parliamentarian, seized with these facts, and even though I knew it was going to cause me great 
distress in life and cause a breaching of a lot of friendships that I had in the Western Australian police service, I 
nonetheless had a public duty to bring this into this Parliament. However, before I brought the matter to 
Parliament—bearing in mind the caution that you gave me, Mr Acting Speaker, that we should be cautious in our 
use of parliamentary privilege—I first contacted Darren Rowtcliff and put it to him: “I know what the story is; 
the game is up. I know how you’ve supplied the cannabis. I don’t know where you got the cannabis from, but I 
suspect I know where you got it from because I acted for those undercover officers before.” I have found out a 
thing or two, I can tell members, but I will not go there.  

I want to tell members that I believe I had a moral responsibility to contact the undercover officer and, without 
coming onto the floor of this Parliament and naming him and identifying an undercover officer, give him the 
opportunity to go to the royal commission to tell the truth in secret. Not only had I done that, as the Attorney 
General knows from the CCC report into this matter, but also I had taken every reasonable step to protect his 
identity. I had contacted the then Director of Public Prosecutions to arrange for a certificate of indemnity should 
he tell the truth to the royal commission. I had contacted a very well known practitioner, who is now a very well 
respected District Court Judge, in the person of Mr Michael Bowden as he then was, and arranged for him to 
look after the undercover officer and to facilitate his telling the truth to the royal commission. I had also 
contacted the Western Australian Police Union of Workers to make sure that it could fund Mr Bowden to 
represent the undercover officer. Therefore, rather than having just come into this chamber and name an 
undercover officer, I had contacted the undercover officer and spoken publicly to him, and given him every 
opportunity to put this matter right. Surely this Parliament and any decent Western Australian could not leave an 
innocent man to rot in prison for the rest of his life just to protect the identity of an undercover officer. I gave the 
officer all these opportunities. Perversely, this all came to pass. Rowtcliff’s lies were exposed at the CCC. The 
dirty work of Caporn and Shervill was exposed at the CCC and they were shamed out of the police force. We all 
know that. And we all know that Mr Mallard was ultimately cleared by the High Court of Australia and received 
apologies from the commissioner. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. Francis): Member, before you continue, I will comment again. You are 
entitled to comment as you see fit and I have no idea of the circumstances of the case that you are talking about. 
However, I remind you again to exercise privilege with caution. Thank you, member. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: In good Aussie fair play, before naming someone in Parliament—which is a very big step 
for a member to take, but a step that must be taken in certain circumstances when all other steps to achieve 
justice have failed—I contacted the undercover officer. As noted in the CCC report, my efforts in that regard 
were not an act of misconduct, nor were they criticised by the CCC in any measure; quite the contrary. I received 
congratulations, along with Ms Colleen Egan, for our efforts in bringing these matters forward to the public 
attention and in righting a grave wrong. I received congratulations. I do not say that just to pat myself on the 
back in public. We all know what then happened. Darren Rowtcliff, encouraged by the Police Union, made a 
complaint to the Legal Practitioners Complaints Committee that I had acted unprofessionally in saying that he 
should go to the royal commission to tell the truth to save me having to come into this Parliament to name him. 
They say that is unprofessional conduct. I do not want to litigate that matter here; it is a matter for the legal 
profession. The complaints committee, noting that these matters were out of time, also adjudicated that it was in 
the public interest that these matters go forward. I do not quibble with that here. I will leave my counsel, Mr 
McCusker, to take that up in the State Administrative Tribunal hearing room. However, I do say that all people 
should be brought to the table. There has been protection for Darren Rowtcliff from prosecution for the lies he 
told at the royal commission and protection for Darren Rowtcliff for the untruthful evidence he gave in the early 
stages of his hearing at the CCC.  

I have discussed this matter with two senior Queen’s Counsel in Melbourne, and I have discussed this very 
transcript with two Senior Counsel in Melbourne, when I was there the week before last. I had conferences with 
two separate senior silks who will be providing a written opinion on this, which I will supply to the Director of 
Public Prosecutions.  

Mr C.C. Porter: As I understand it, you have or you intend to make an application or a submission to the DPP 
that they initiate an ex officio indictment with respect to the person that you are speaking about?  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I do not know whether it is indictable. There was a hearing conducted by a special 
commissioner, Mr Dunford, and at the end of the hearing Mr Dunford, looking at these big targets in the big 
picture, then went back to Sydney. This body of evidence, this clear evidence of false evidence, then just fell 
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through the cracks because Mr Quinlan went back to the bar—I have spoken to him privately but that will 
remain private. Mr Quinlan went back to Francis Burt Chambers. Mr Dunford returned to Sydney. Mr Cock, 
who was then the Director of Public Prosecutions, had a lot on his plate; he had Mr Bates on his plate, and this 
person was a fair way down the pecking order. However, it is good enough, five years later, for him to write to 
the Legal Practitioners Complaints Committee, as he is entitled to do and I do not quibble with that.  

Mr C.C. Porter: Leaving aside the LPCC matter, if you take the view that the individual you are speaking of 
should be subject to prosecution and that is a view that is going to be made in a submission to the DPP or 
elsewhere, is it not simply better to make that submission and let consideration of that submission run its course?  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: It might or it might not be, but as I found in the Mallard case, without publicly ventilating 
these matters, nothing happens. It is the same in the Spratt case. Without that video being played publicly, 
nothing would have happened. It was only the fact that the CCC publicised that video that people say this has to 
happen. The LPCC is a separate matter. But the complainant in that matter is a person who has deliberately lied 
to the royal commission and to the Corruption and Crime Commission and is not prosecuted. If the Attorney 
thinks about this person’s evidence back in 2002, had he gone to the royal commission and told the truth, it is 
highly likely that Mr Mallard would have been released sometime in late 2002 or early 2003 because the whole 
brick wall would have cracked and it all would have come tumbling down. But he did not; he went back to Mr 
Caporn for assistance and they ran an operation on me to see whether they could arrest me. We know all that 
from the CCC hearing. They tried to run a section 383 prosecution against me, which Mr Cock would not buy, 
that I had threatened someone.  

It has got to be in the public arena now that these transcripts, which came out of the private hearing, prove that 
this police officer—a former police officer now—told untruths to the royal commission and to the CCC.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.M. FRANCIS): I remind the member about my previous warning about using 
privilege with caution. I would like the member to acknowledge that he understands what I am saying to him.  

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: I do acknowledge, thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.  

And, therefore, it is important. As in the Spratt matter, it has gone to the DPP. The DPP is not the charging 
officer, but he has the power to ask the Commissioner of Police to do certain things and undertake certain 
inquiries and gather statements on his behalf. That is what I will be asking the DPP to do, because clearly the 
Commissioner of Police, who knows about all this, has no appetite for it because this person was an undercover 
officer and the Commissioner of Police has no appetite to bring this purveyor of false evidence before the courts 
to let the courts decide.  

I ask members to think of what happened in the Smith’s Beach inquiry. Mr Burke was charged with giving false 
evidence because he said that he did not ring Norm Marlborough and ask Norm Marlborough to appoint Beryl 
someone to the South West Development Commission. Norm Marlborough was charged, because he said he did 
not receive such a request from Mr Burke. It is a very serious thing if people are going around organising people 
to get into statutory positions on that sort of basis. To give false evidence we know is a serious matter, because 
they were prosecuted and convicted. However, their offence—what they did—pales into insignificance. Neither 
Mr Burke nor Mr Marlborough lied to put an innocent man in jail. Neither Mr Burke nor Mr Marlborough gave 
false evidence to keep an innocent man in jail. So it is absolutely breathtaking that a person could give all this 
evidence, which the CCC knew to be false, because it kept on playing the transcript back to him, and he had to 
admit it. I have read those parts where he said, “Yes, it is not consistent with what I have told the royal 
commission.”  

The CCC is now going into its next big police inquiry. If all the constables know, as they do know, that a police 
officer like Darren Rowtcliff can go there and give false evidence and there will be no consequence, what is 
going to deter any another officer from acting in like manner? We know from the tape and from the statement of 
material facts, which is already in the public arena, that there is a huge difference between what the police told 
the court happened at the Perth watch-house on 31 August 2008 and what the video showed happened. So we 
know that there is some small minority of police officers like Darren Rowtcliff who in any situation are wont to 
tell a lie. If they are in a corner, they are wont to tell a lie. So there is a public imperative for bringing the likes of 
Darren Rowtcliff before the courts to let him explain to a jury why he has told these lies—why he has said these 
things. The person who has ultimate responsibility for that in this state is the Director of Public Prosecutions. Mr 
McGrath is probably not aware of any of this, because this all happened before he became the DPP. I would be 
very surprised to learn that Mr McGrath has had time to read the secret evidence taken from Darren Rowtcliff on 
16 May 2007.  

Darren Rowtcliff of course, in fairness to him, denied in this transcript, and denied elsewhere, that he supplied 
cannabis to Andrew Mallard. He gives evidence, however, that Andrew Mallard came into possession of a large 
quantity of cannabis, which he denies giving to him. Well at least at the LPCC proceedings, because he has made 
that allegation and raised that matter in his complaint, Mr McCusker, QC, will have the opportunity of cross-
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examining Darren Rowtcliff thoroughly in that regard, and we might have some further evidence at the end of 
the LPCC hearing to supply to the DPP. 

What is the way forward? The way forward now is that I will be obtaining these two written opinions from the 
Queen’s Counsel whom I have conferred with in Melbourne in the last two weeks. From these materials, it looks 
rather obvious that there is a very strong prima facie case against Darren Rowtcliff. Darren Rowtcliff of course 
in his letter to the LPCC says, “My identity is so secret that I cannot even sign this letter. It is signed by the 
Police Union.” So the Police Union is up to its armpits in supporting what we now know from the CCC. The 
CCC reported that he was corrupt, but he was not a police officer anymore; so it was as though, because he is not 
a police officer, it is not pursuing him. Therefore, the way forward is to get these written opinions from the 
Queen’s Counsel, and to put this forward to the DPP, and for me then to make inquiries. I know that, without my 
stirring, nothing is going to happen here. I am not going to give up on this. It might even be part of my 
valedictory address to this chamber in 21 years’ time; that is, I will still be here making this speech.  

I believe that the authorities cannot overlook this issue. Now that it is in the public arena and now that the secret 
evidence has been read in the public arena, they cannot overlook it. This matter will go to the DPP with a request 
that the DPP give the commissioner directions to take statements. What worries me is that Rowtcliff is part of an 
old policing family. His late father Bill, who passed away only last week and was buried on Remembrance Day, 
was a close friend of the Commissioner of Police. I understand that there will be no appetite whatsoever by the 
Commissioner of Police to bring Rowtcliff to justice. 

Mr M.J. Cowper: It’s a shame you weren’t there. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY: He was buried down at Norfolk Chapel, and people were having a look at Darren 
Rowtcliff at 2.30pm last Thursday. What is important is that if people are going to go before royal commissions 
and the Corruption and Crime Commission, they should be brought before the court to be made accountable.  

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn) [10.30 pm]: I wish to contribute to this debate on the Appropriation 
(Consolidated Account) Capital 2009–10 (Supplementary) Bill 2010 and the Appropriation (Consolidated 
Account) Recurrent 2009–10 (Supplementary) Bill 2010. I will take up where the member for Rockingham left 
off and talk about the issue of local content. The member for Rockingham has already raised the appalling 
situation of Reed Resources Ltd bragging in the business newspapers that it is able to save at least 20 per cent of 
the cost of its $628.9 million project by ensuring that the fabrication of the entire plant is made in China. It 
intends to import the entire plant and all of its components from China. It is one thing for a company to try to 
save money in construction costs but it is another thing to have no local content in Western Australia. It is 
another thing altogether to go to the media and the public environment bragging that it is going to get all of the 
company’s operations made overseas. Not one bit will be fabricated in Western Australia—no engineering, no 
fabrication and no jobs for Western Australia, and it is proud of it. The member for Rockingham has said to the 
Premier that he should intervene and take this company to task. He should intervene and set down very clear 
guidelines as to what he expects from the mining industry and the oil and gas industry with respect to the 
engineering, design and fabrication of their equipment here in Western Australia.  

I wish to raise an issue with the Premier that he has raised on numerous occasions in this house. I refer to the 
floating liquefied natural gas tanker that Shell has announced it will put into position in the Browse Basin gas 
field. The floating liquefied natural gas structure will be the first of its kind in the world. As the Premier knows, 
LNG trains are always based on land. Until this point, no liquefied natural gas processing train has ever been put 
on a ship, a concrete barge or a structure and put out at sea. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Apart from the Adriatic.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: There is a very small one in the Adriatic. This is a very, very big processing train. It is the 
first of its kind in the world.  

I hope the Premier remembers some of the things he has said in this house about the Shell proposal. The Premier 
said, quite rightly, that Shell and many other major oil and gas companies have said to governments in Western 
Australia, including the previous Labor government, and I am sure they are saying it to the Premier’s 
government, that they should not keep asking for domestic gas and keep trying to procure domestic gas or set 
aside any percentage of gas from major gas fields for domestic purposes because to make those fields work, we 
have to monetise them. The only way we can monetise them is to liquefy the gas that comes out of those eight 
trillion cubic feet gas fields, or larger, such as the Gorgon or the Wheatstone, or the Scarborough field proposed 
by Chevron. The only way governments of Western Australia can monetise them and make them real is to 
liquefy the gas out of them and send it to China. If governments of Western Australia want domestic gas, they 
should look for the smaller fields. They should get operators to develop the smaller fields of around two or three 
trillion cubic feet and use those smaller fields for domestic gas purposes. They are far better for domestic gas 
purposes than the really big gas fields such as the Gorgon gas field. What does Shell do? It announces it will 
build the world’s first floating liquefied natural gas plant, which will directly go after the smaller gas fields. The 
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Prelude field, which is where the Shell FLNG facility will be anchored, is a 2.5 trillion cubic feet field. Once it 
has sucked that up and turned it into gas, liquefied it and sent it off to Asia, it will move on to the next gas field, 
and the next one, and the next one. Where will Western Australia get its domestic gas from? It will have to go 
cap in hand to the majors, who will say, “Look, you shouldn’t really try to isolate part of our gas field for your 
own purposes.” They will run the same argument: “It is difficult for us to do that; it is economically irresponsible 
to our shareholders to do that; you go and find your own gas fields.” That is what is happening at the moment. 
The worst part of that announcement by Shell for the FLNG is that it will go after those smaller gas fields that 
the oil companies and gas field companies themselves say are appropriate for domestic gas, thereby cutting off 
supplies of domestic gas. 

The whole facility will be fabricated offshore and floated into position here in Western Australia. It will not be 
like arguing with Woodside to try to get work for the Pluto LNG trains or with Chevron to get the Barrow Island 
trains and at least getting some of the service provisions and components of those major LNG facilities done 
here in Western Australia. This particular project will require no services to be provided out of Western 
Australia. It will require no engineering or fabrication to be done out of Western Australia. Everything will be 
done overseas, and the whole platform will be floated into place. When the Premier was on this side of the house 
he spoke at length opposing that FLNG. I strongly agreed with him at the time. In fact, as the Minister for 
Mining and Energy, I wrote twice to my counterpart, Minister Ferguson, begging him not to approve the Shell 
Prelude FLNG project saying, “Do not do this; if you do this, not only will it be bad for future supplies of 
domestic gas to Western Australia, but also it will be an absolute killer for the engineering sector in Western 
Australia; we will get absolutely no work out of this project”.  

Mr C.C. Porter: Presumably the commonwealth motivation is that if they come up with a system that does not 
allow onshore processing of the gas, they could write the state out of the deal, so to speak.  

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Absolutely; it is in commonwealth waters and the commonwealth does not have to take any 
notice whatsoever of the Western Australian position. I put it on record that the only motivation for the 
commonwealth to sign off on it is so that it can get 100 per cent of the royalties from the deal. That is all the 
commonwealth wants; it does not care about domestic gas in Western Australia or what these types of projects 
do to our fabrication or engineering industries. The commonwealth simply wants to get its hands on the money 
those royalties will generate out of those fields. It is absolutely disgraceful. I say that as a criticism of my own 
Labor government in Canberra. I say that because there are many companies—the member for Rockingham 
referred to some of them—that have made serious investments on the basis that the Premier and others have 
talked up a forthcoming boom in this state that will emerge out of investment in the mining and oil and gas 
industries. The member for Vasse, who has just walked in and is sitting at the back of the chamber, proudly and 
quite rightly, I might add, talked about the investment that a company, Civmec, had made in my electorate in the 
Australian Marine Complex. The member for Vasse in his role as the Minister for Commerce at the time — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: My former role 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member for Vasse in his former role as the Minister for Commerce was there at the sod-
turning ceremony for Civmec in the AMC. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: And I acknowledged you. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: The member for Vasse proudly talked about how big that facility would be and proudly 
talked about the contribution that facility would make to the Western Australian economy. Unfortunately, it has 
not come true for Civmec. Civmec at the moment has 20 technical assistants wandering around a brand-new 
fabrication facility, the biggest in Australia. It has 20 TAs wandering around it. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Biggest indoor facility. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Actually it was proposed as the biggest fabrication facility in the southern hemisphere, but I 
think it is the biggest in Australia. That facility is so big that it has the capacity to take 400 people a shift. It can 
employ 800 people at 400 a shift; and it has 20 TAs pushing brooms around. It put money into that spanking 
brand-new project in order to take advantage of what it believed was the forthcoming boom that would come out 
of the mining and oil and gas sectors in this state. As we have seen from what the member for Rockingham has 
put up, Reed Resources proudly said, “We’re taking this project offshore to China. We’re going to have it 
fabricated in China.” And of course Shell now says, “And we’re going to bring this entire floating LNG facility 
in from Asia.” 

Mr T.R. Buswell: The federal environment minister approved that offshore facility this week. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Yes, and I have been on the record just now condemning it. As the minister in the member 
for Vasse’s former portfolio, I twice wrote to him. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: How much work would they have got if Inpex had stayed in WA? 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN: Inpex may still come back to WA. Inpex is not necessarily committed to the Northern 
Territory, regardless of what the Premier has put on the record over and over again—not at all. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: So their application to blast a channel in Darwin harbour is a fake! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: That is right, yes!  

Mr T.R. Buswell: So they are going to blast the channel in Darwin harbour and then come back to WA? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: That is not Inpex; that is another company. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: No, it’s not. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Even if Inpex did come back to WA, I put to the member for Vasse and to the rest of the 
members of this chamber that the amount of work that we would get out of the Inpex project would be minor. 
Inpex would take exactly the same route that Gorgon took. It would say, “Yep, we’re going to have some 
services done in this state. You can provide the earthworks. You can provide some of the electrical work. You 
can provide some of the food and catering. You can even put some of the dongas up on site. Oh, yes, of course, 
we’ll do the cranage and we’ll do the scaffolding on site and we’ll source that all from Western Australia. But 
the engineering and all the high-value-added components, not a chance. It’s all going to be done in Japan.” 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Do you remember Howard Porter? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Howard Porter had the biggest ever truck order placed for trailers in Australian history. That 
was done in my electorate and it was all done within 12 months. It was a tiny, tiny element of the entire Gorgon 
$54 billion project. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Not if you own Howard Porter! 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Is there an alternative? The member for Vasse asked that of the member for Rockingham 
earlier. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: It was a policy alternative. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: Is there an opportunity and is there a policy framework that we could adopt that would 
encourage—not encourage, but force—these companies to do their engineering, their front-end engineering 
design, their fabrication and their construction in Western Australia? There is. I am sure the Premier is well 
aware of the article in The West Australian the other day about a tale of two Premiers. The Premier in 
Newfoundland, who is a conservative Premier, just like our Premier, ensured that Chevron and StatoilHydro—
the American and Norwegian oil companies—would not only do the front-end engineering and design and 
fabrication in Newfoundland, but also that Newfoundland would have a slice of the project by owning equity in 
it. We can look at the Hebron agreement to see exactly what the Premier of Newfoundland did. I will run 
through this if I may. I am referring to the Hebron agreement itself and the benefits of the agreement that 
Newfoundland expects to get from the Chevron–StatoilHydro Hebron investment in Newfoundland. It is a giant 
offshore oil platform that will operate off Newfoundland’s coast. The agreement states — 

The Operator shall establish a Hebron Project office in the Province with appropriate levels of decision 
making and the Proponents shall begin to mobilize the NL Project Team to the Province as soon as 
reasonably possible following the Effective Date. There will be not less than one million (1,000,000) 
Person Hours of NL Project Team activities in the Province before the date of Production Start-Up … 

The feed engineering is the front-end engineering design and is a critical investment component of any oil and 
gas project. The agreement continues — 

There will be not less than fifty thousand (50,000) Person Hours of FEED for the GBS —  

The GBS is the gravity–base structure. That is a monostand on which the massive oil platform will stand. It is a 
giant facility; it is a not a small project. The agreement continues — 

performed in the Province prior to Project Sanction, which Person Hours shall not include NL Project 
Team Person Hours. 

Over and above what I have just talked about, there will be another 50 000 person hours on the feed project 
alone. The agreement continues — 

… the Proponents will make available, on commercially reasonable terms of employment, engineering, 
technical or other professional positions to qualified Residents of the Province … 

The agreement specifies that people from Newfoundland will be sourced specifically for that job. The agreement 
includes detailed engineering and states — 
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The Proponents agree to perform not less than one million two hundred thousand (1,200,000) Person 
Hours of Detailed Engineering in the Province, which will include FEED Person Hours in the Province 
… 

The paragraph in the agreement relating to the GBS states in part — 

four million one hundred thousand (4,100,000) Person Hours, shall be performed in the Province, in 
addition to the FEED and Detailed Engineering … 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr F.M. LOGAN: That part of the agreement relates to the construction, mechanical fabrication and 
mechanical outfitting work related to the construction of the GBS. 

Under “Fabrication and Other Works”, the agreement specifies exactly what components of the platform will be 
made in Newfoundland. They include — 

(1) structural steel riser components and assembly of offshore loading system components: riser 
bases, rigid risers, tie-in spools and buoys; 

(2) flare boom; 
(3) heli-deck; 

(4) lifeboat stations; 
(5) mechanical outfitting of the GBS; 
(6) subsea drilling template … 

The procurement and contracting head office will be set up in Newfoundland for sourcing those components. A 
critical component of getting any work from an internationally based company is to ensure that the company’s 
procurement offices are in the state in which the project is being developed. If the offices are based in London, 
Houston, or in Stavanger in Norway, I guarantee members that the work will not be done in Western Australia. 
They will say, “Where is Western Australia? We do not know where it is. We are used to dealing with people in 
Texas, Monaco, Thailand, Korea and Japan; we do not know any companies in Western Australia, so we will not 
source any equipment from them.” That is why Newfoundland insisted that the procurement office for that 
project be located in Newfoundland. The government has required the company to invest $120 million in 
research and development in the oil and gas industries in Newfoundland as part of the whole project. It even put 
in a provision about gender equity and a diversity program for the employment of females to encourage more 
females into the engineering and oil and gas industries. This has come from a very conservative government in 
the very conservative province of Newfoundland. 

Newfoundland is probably far more aware of international agreements, particularly free trade agreements, than 
Western Australia is. I say that because of the proximity of Newfoundland to the United States. The North 
American Free Trade Agreement, which includes Canada, is far more real to the provinces of Canada and to the 
government of Canada than the United States free trade agreement is to the states of Australia, particularly 
Western Australia. We are obviously aware of it, but its impact on us is minimal. A free trade agreement such as 
the NAFTA is very real to the provinces of Canada, given that the US is just across the border. As a signatory to 
the World Trade Organization, Canada and its provinces are also aware of their obligations under those free 
trade agreements. Have those free trade agreements prevented Newfoundland from binding a company such as 
Chevron, which is doing $54 billion worth of work on Barrow Island but is sending all its engineering and 
fabrication work overseas, to do all its front-end engineering and design work, all its procurement and a huge 
component of its fabrication work in Newfoundland? Of course they have not. Newfoundland is well aware that 
the Federation of Canada is bound by those agreements. It has a conservative Premier who may well have heard 
the same argument from its Treasury that the Western Australian Premier heard from his Treasury and that the 
previous Labor government heard from its Treasury representatives. They said, “We can’t bind these companies 
to do that because it would be a breach of the US free trade agreement. We are bound by World Trade 
Organization rules. You can’t just put these types of constraints on free trade and on international companies in 
Western Australia.” What a load of rubbish! We have seen in the example in Newfoundland that that is a load of 
rubbish. If we want to, as an independent state, we could demand and bind those companies that are exploiting 
Western Australian resources to invest in work for Western Australians so that we maximise the benefit from 
those projects. 

If Reed Resources Ltd is cocky enough to publicly say that every part of its mine is going to be fabricated in 
China, I can guarantee that those other Mid West companies, such as Gindalbie Metals Ltd, which all have 
Chinese equity in their projects, will do exactly the same thing. Their equity partners will lean on them and say, 
“There has to be some give and take in this. We’ve put the money in to get your project up and running, but we 
expect a bit of payback for the engineering, fabrication and design work and the supply of the equipment for 
your mine site.” I will bet that that is what happened with Reed Resources and I will bet that many other 
companies in the Mid West will try exactly the same thing on. They have to be told by the government of 
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Western Australia that it is not on. We are simply not having the state’s resources exploited in the way they are 
being exploited with no major return and benefit to the people of Western Australia. If we do not do that, we will 
see companies like Civmec go belly-up. I know the member for Vasse cannot speak from where he is sitting at 
the moment, but it is true. That is what will happen. Those companies will not survive. Companies like Park 
Engineers Pty Ltd, PIC and all those others are struggling to survive at the moment. These are big companies. 
These are companies that employ 500, 600 and 700 people when they are going flat out. Those companies will 
disappear from the state of Western Australia. The very people whom the mining companies and the oil and gas 
companies complain they cannot get enough of—who are normally the ones taken on as apprentices in 
companies like the ones I have just referred to in the Kwinana strip and in Welshpool and who are trained up and 
then leave those companies to work in the mining industry or to work offshore—will find that those jobs will not 
be available. They are not even available now. These are major fabrication companies, very serious companies in 
this state, that have empty workshops and do not have any apprentices in place because they have no work. In 
the future they will disappear completely and there will be no engineering skill base in Western Australia.  

Where will the oil and gas and mining companies source their labour from when there is no actual skill base? 
Companies may well be able to suck them across from the eastern states, as some of them are doing now—fly in, 
fly out from Adelaide, Sydney or Auckland. We all know that is happening. What they might do is source all 
their labour from the very same place that they are getting their engineering done. We had an indication of that 
from the member for Vasse, who asked the member for Rockingham: by the way, is Reed Resources also going 
to supply the labour? Is China also going to supply to this mine? That is the scenario that is emerging here in 
Western Australia. Not only do we supply all our resources to our trading partners in north Asia but also now our 
trading partners are providing a significant proportion of engineering for the exploitation of those resources, to 
the detriment of engineering companies in Western Australia. When those skilled pools of labour are gone, the 
next thing that will happen is those same companies will say to the Premier or the minister, “Look, we’ve got no 
choice. We’re going to have to bring all these skilled people in from north Asia.” Either those workforces will be 
brought in on a fly in, fly out basis from Thailand, Malaysia or China, or they will be here on a permanent basis. 
That is the scenario that is emerging here in Western Australia. It is absolutely crystal clear. We can see that 
from what Shell is doing with FLNG and from what Reed Resources is doing. I could go on and on to give 
numerous examples of what other companies are doing in Western Australia.  

The member for Vasse asked whether there is an alternative. Yes, of course there is an alternative. It is right here 
in the Hebron agreement that I outlined earlier. It is right there with the strong position and leadership that the 
Premier of Newfoundland took against a company like Chevron. Given the fact that our Premier was so strong in 
his position on Shell and its FLNG project, I will be waiting to hear him come out and blast Shell in the same 
way he did when in opposition about its Prelude project. I will expect the Premier to go out in front of the 
cameras to condemn Shell. He can even condemn the federal government for approving the whole project. He 
can condemn Martin Ferguson for approving the whole project in the first place, but, most importantly, he 
should condemn them on the basis that they are not providing any engineering maintenance or fabrication for 
Western Australia out of that project. As the government knows, Shell has already agreed, because in its 
response to this media release that went out from one of the companies, it stated, “Of course we’re going to 
fabricate it overseas! You wouldn’t think we’d fabricate it over here, would you? Of course we’re not going to 
do it! Of course we’re going to have it fabricated!” Shell will have it fabricated in Kawasaki’s yard in Korea—
that is where they will do it. The size of the facility means that they will be able to do it over there and float it in. 
Members never know, they might even float the workers in at the same time; they will come in from Asia and 
operate the whole facility.  

I am waiting with bated breath, given all the criticism that the Premier has made of this Prelude project, to hear 
the Premier walk outside Parliament and say exactly the same thing that he said in this place about this Shell 
FLNG, and stand up for engineers and fabricators of Western Australia. 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [11.00 pm]: I rise to speak to the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) 
Capital 2009–10 (Supplementary) Bill 2010 and the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Recurrent 2009–10 
(Supplementary) Bill 2010. Last week I spoke in the house about being able to reply to the Premier’s Statement, 
and pointed out that that was one of the rare opportunities one gets in this place to speak very broadly on a range 
of issues; now we find ourselves, less than a week later, in the same circumstances. Perhaps this is testament to 
how little is before us at the moment, how little there is on the agenda for this house to actually deal with, and 
how swimmingly this government must think everything is going because it feels its legislative agenda can be 
abandoned.  

Anyhow, I seek to address a few issues tonight, if I may. I note it is now 11 o’clock, and we are due to sit again 
at nine o’clock tomorrow, so we have just passed the 10-hour mark. In my previous life working for the 
Transport Workers Union some 20-odd years ago, we would not let people commence work until they had had a 
break of 10 hours since finishing their previous shift.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Are you a life member? 
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Mr A.J. WADDELL: No, I am not a life member of the TWU; I am an ongoing paid-up member of the TWU, 
but I am not a life member yet.  

Mr T.R. Buswell: Member, this bill is actually a legal requirement — 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I appreciate that it is a legal requirement and I appreciate that we need to go there, but it 
is a shame that we are dealing with such a large sum of money at the last minute, as we are in this instance. I do 
not want to get into a discussion with the member for Vasse about that because I have some other issues that I 
wish to raise. 

I recently received some correspondence from eight constituents of mine: Luke McMerrin; Lauren Matthews; 
Ethan Lyall; Indigo Cambourakis—I apologise to her for strangling her name; Jack Oldfield; Jamison Jay 
Lennon; Chloe Theil; and Amelia Davies, who are students at Orange Grove Primary School and part of the 
Edison extension group. They wrote to me on an issue of extreme concern to them, which is the endangerment of 
the Carnaby’s black cockatoo. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: The member may mock this, but they were seeking some assistance about what the 
government could do to help them.  

I was quite warmed by the fact that this group of students had, in their own studies, come across a problem and 
decided to behave in a proactive manner and approach me, their local member of Parliament, about it. To be 
honest, they were seeking a birdbath, which is probably not the great solution needed for the problem of a 
species on the endangered list, but it was a solution to a problem they came to me with.  

These young children could see a train coming; they could see a problem in the distance, on the horizon, and 
they felt that some action was required and they needed to do something about it. The attitude demonstrated by 
these eight, nine and 10-year-olds is missing from this house, this government, the last government, and from 
many governments in the past. Before those on the other side started shouting, “That was under the last 
government; it’s not our fault”, the criticisms that I intend to level go right across the board and are more about a 
general approach to government, not control by one side or the other, or an ideological point of view. These are 
opinions that I have formed over the years I have been involved with government, as an employee of the state 
government, as a user of state government as an ordinary citizen and in my most recent incarnation as a member 
of this state’s Parliament. 

One of the more interesting things that we get to do from time to time is to sit in on audit briefings. The auditors 
go in-depth into a range of interesting and sometimes quite obscure topics in respect of how the public sector is 
operating, and it makes for very interesting reading. I recently attended a briefing on — 

Mr T.R. Buswell: Member, they’re much more interesting when you’re in opposition than when you’re in 
government! 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I suspect so, although one probably feels more powerless in that, like the children in 
Orange Grove, one can see the freight train coming, but it is not quite so easy to do anything about it in 
opposition. At least in government one has the power, and if one chooses to not exercise that power, perhaps one 
does not have the wisdom of the eight-year-olds. 

The audit report the briefing for which I attended in October was titled “ICT Procurement in Health and 
Training”. That is obviously bedtime reading that all members would want to stay up and look at. Of course, all 
members know that I am a bit of a computer geek, so “ICT” attracted me like a moth to a light bulb, so off I went 
to listen to what they had to say. I did so with some glee, because many are the times I recall state auditors 
coming through my department to look into our operations; I would argue against what I termed their narrow, in-
the-box thinking, and told them how they could not see the big picture of what I was trying to achieve and 
bemoaned their tick-a-box, prescriptive approach. I wanted to see what it was like from the other side, thinking it 
would be a bit of a hoot.  

Unfortunately, what was revealed to us in the October briefing was more of a nightmare. They talked about a 
system called the patient administration system. The patient administration system has a long and interesting 
history. It is essentially a computer system that has been in crisis for 15 to 20 years. The Department of Health 
has attempted to do something about it and has failed on one occasion after another. The Auditor General’s 
office was looking at the health department’s approach to acquiring a new patient administration system. By way 
of background, the patient administration system is a system that is very key to our health system. It tracks large 
amounts of patient data. If we were to rip it from beneath our hospital system, we would rapidly fall into a 1930s 
level of healthcare, simply because we would not know anything about patients’ treatment or medication and we 
would not be able to schedule events. It would be an absolute disaster of the highest order. Last week I talked 
about how the people of Western Australia do not expect a lot of us, and that health is probably one of the key 
services that they expect us to deliver. One would think that if it is one of the key services they expect us to 
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deliver, they would expect us to be mindful of any oncoming freight trains that threaten to derail that system. 
The patient administration system is very clearly that oncoming freight train; it is only a matter of time before 
something tragic happens in this area. 

ICT is a difficult area; it is a bit of a black art. It is not understood well by a lot of people. We need to appreciate 
that, across government, our procurement is about $5 billion a year, of which 20 per cent is ICT. That is a 
significant amount of money that is going into the ICT field, yet as I said, it is a black art—it is not properly 
understood. The same rules that apply to, say, procuring a car, photocopier paper or any of those other things do 
not apply, simply because it is a very amorphous product. One of the difficulties that I always had in getting a 
system designed, or procured if we were buying it off the shelf, was the difficulty in corralling all the users into 
agreeing exactly what they wanted. The thing that people are always struggling with in ICT is what we call 
“project creep” or design overflow; that is, someone has a good idea and says, “This is what we want”, so people 
go off and start to build that and as it begins to take form, other changes are occurring elsewhere in the 
organisation or people begin to see the potential of what is being built so they ask, “Can we just add this feature? 
Can we do this? It now needs to react to this circumstance.” Unfortunately, that means people have to re-
architect the entire system or they start patching it up and then it becomes a little patched up here and a bit 
patched on there and it does not function the way it was supposed to in the first place. Therefore, we begin to get 
a system that does not perform appropriately and has massive cost blow-outs, if we do not have the contracts 
right in the first place. There are two approaches to this problem. There is the one that allows for that creep to 
occur and then deals with the cost of whoever we contracted it out to having to constantly send us bills for the 
new work that we have asked for and pushing our deadlines back, or we can sort of lock in our specification and 
say, “All right, this is what we’ve agreed to and that’s that.” The fact that we do not need it any more by the time 
it is delivered does not matter; that will be the spec! It is very difficult to develop a sort of intermediate model 
whereby we essentially work out where we hope to go and build in the flexibility to allow the system to be 
designed against that long-term objective but with the knowledge that it might shift 20 degrees this way or 
20 degrees that way so it has a modularised element to it and we can begin to build it layer upon layer upon layer 
upon layer so that we never have that problem of needing to re-architect the whole system. 

I understand that for many members in the house I am probably speaking the same level of gobbledegook that 
the member for Cockburn was just speaking to me earlier that I did not understand. 

Mr T.R. Buswell: You talked about the patient information system. There is also TRELIS, which was a difficult 
project, and the Office of Shared Services. So what you find is often the bigger projects, which are sort of this 
revolutionary change, are fraught with danger and generally don’t work, whereas you should go and have a look 
at what ICWA did with accident reporting, which is a very small project but it is sensational. I think there’s a 
good lesson about not trying to be too big and too complicated. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I think the member is dead right, and that is the point I am trying to make: we need to 
build it in modules and make it like a Lego set—we build it piece by piece bringing it together. Land 
administration approached its systems using a similar method and it actually works. We do have records of 
government getting it quite right but when we get it wrong, we get it wrong at a spectacular level. I suppose with 
the patient system, the risk that we run of not getting it right is quite significant. People need to appreciate that 
this is a system that is now so outdated we could not purchase it if we wanted to. The hardware—the actual 
physical devices that it runs on—is no longer available, so the Department of Health is scouring the world for 
people who are shutting down their old equipment, buying it second-hand and warehousing it somewhere to 
ensure that we have parts if the system fails. This is a critical system for our health system and we need to get on 
top of it if we do not want to have that freight train come and derail us, as I suggested earlier. That is the point 
that I was trying to raise today. I have multiple other examples of these sorts of problems that we as a Parliament 
or, one could argue, the government of the day—this government, the previous government or whatever 
government—do not have the capacity to identify and deal with. The audit reports are there. I am sure that 
whatever department is responsible has read them and is reacting. But for many departments it will be about 
saving face and ensuring that the risk is transferred somewhere else. That is rather than saying that they are 
running the ship of state, that they want to ensure that people are safe and secure in the future, and that they will 
do the right thing and intervene and say that something is wrong. They should say that they are not concerned 
about who is to blame and who put them on the railway tracks. They should say that they are on the railways 
tracks, that the train is coming towards them, and they should ask themselves what they will do about it.  

There is an argument for a beefed up committee system, particularly out of this house, that would allow us to 
investigate a lot of these issues. What many people do not appreciate is how much we agree in this place. Where 
we do the greatest level of positive work is through our committee system, where, regardless of what party 
members are from, members forensically examine the situation to try to work out what is happening and to come 
up with recommendations. Aside from the odd really heavily political issue, we tend to come up with reasonable 
compromises or recommendations. That can then be fed back into the system to do the right thing, be it 
legislative or at an executive level. 
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Mr T.R. Buswell: What are your views on the proposed role of a chief technologist, which was recommended 
for oversight over these sorts of issues? 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I think that we absolutely need it. I asked the member’s immediate successor some 
questions about the national broadband network and the importance of it to the Western Australian digital 
economy during the hubbub of the federal election. To be honest, his response was that he had somebody 
looking at broadband. It really indicated that there is a huge gap in the way we structure the cabinet and the 
ministerial roles here; that is, no-one really oversights this entire area. That needs to be operating at the public 
service level, and needs to occur at the executive, political level. 

We have had lengthy discussions this evening about where we are at with the mining industry, manufacturing 
and growth. The question is: where to next? There was a time when Australia rode on the sheep’s back; there 
was a time when we saw agriculture as our chief industry. That is now long gone. We now see ourselves very 
much as riding on the mineral boom and on mining. That too will pass. There will be a time when we are no 
longer digging up rocks and crushing them. There will be a time when we need to be doing something else. It 
might be 10, 20, 30, 40 or 50 years from now, but that day will come. We need to start thinking about what those 
industries will be. I think we really need to start making some strategic investments right now. Invariably, those 
are going to be in areas of high technology. We have an educated workforce and everything going for us to be 
big in those fields, but we must have the strategic drivers coming out of government. All of us need to sit down 
and recognise that that day is coming soon and that now is the time to adopt the structures to get it in place. Let 
us have a minister who is looking at that matter. Let us have a chief technology officer within government, and 
let us start pushing forward and identifying those trains that are coming at us—in much the same way as those 
eight-year-olds from Orange Grove did. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Treasurer) [11.19 pm] — in reply: I thank members opposite for their 
wide-ranging comments. I seek leave to continue my remarks at the next day’s sitting. 

[Leave granted for the member’s speech to be continued at a later sitting.] 

Debate thus adjourned. 

House adjourned at 11.19 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 
 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — TV AND RADIO ADVERTISING 

4141. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the Minister for 
State Development; Minister Assisting the Minister for Transport 

(1) What TV or radio advertising is the Minister’s agency running or planning to run? 

(2) What is the cost of the advertising? 

(3) Who are the actors or voice-over actors in the advertisements? 

(4) Where is their home state? 

(5) How much of the advertising cost was their fee? 

(6) What policy does the agency have for using Western Australian actors in advertisements; and 

(a) if none, why not; and will the Minister change that? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

It is worth noting that in the financial year 2007-2008, the Labor Government spent $36.6million on Government 
advertising. In today's money, allowing for a conservative 3.5% annual increase in media costs, that would 
equate to $39.2million, or, 63.3% or $15.2million more than the projected outcome for the current financial year. 

Government Department and Agency expenditure on advertising placement for 2009-2010 by the Liberal 
National Government was $19.9million. This reflects the government's focus on delivering projects and services 
rather than propaganda. 

(1)-(5) Advertising expenditure is published in annual reports in accordance with S175ZE of the Electoral 
Act 1907. 

(6) All agencies within my portfolio adhere to all State Government procurement and advertising policies 
and guidelines. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — TV AND RADIO ADVERTISING 

4145. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Sport and Recreation; Racing and Gaming; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for Health 

(1) What TV or radio advertising is the Minister’s agency running or planning to run? 

(2) What is the cost of the advertising? 

(3) Who are the actors or voice-over actors in the advertisements? 

(4) Where is their home state? 

(5) How much of the advertising cost was their fee? 

(6) What policy does the agency have for using Western Australian actors in advertisements; and 

(a) if none, why not; and will the Minister change that? 

Mr T.K. WALDRON replied: 

It is worth noting that in the financial year 2007-2008, the Labor Government spent $36.6million on Government 
advertising. In today's money, allowing for a conservative 3.5% annual increase in media costs, that would 
equate to $39.2million, or, 63.3% or $15.2million more than the projected outcome for the current financial year. 

Government Department and Agency expenditure on advertising placement for 2009-2010 by the Liberal 
National Government was $19.9million. This reflects the government's focus on delivering projects and services 
rather than propaganda. 

DEPARTMENT OF SPORT AND RECREATION 

(1)-(5)  Advertising expenditure is published in annual reports in accordance with S175ZE of the Electoral 
Act 1907. 

(6) The Department of Sport and Recreation currently does not have a formal policy of using WA actors in 
advertisements. However, all the advertisements we have run in the past three years have featured WA 
talent only. It should be noted that the type of advertisements we have run have also had all talent 
supplied free of charge. 

(a) Not Applicable 
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VENUESWEST 

(1)-(5)  Advertising expenditure is published in annual reports in accordance with S175ZE of the Electoral 
Act 1907. 

(5) Nil  

(a) Not Applicable 

DEPARTMENT OF RACING, GAMING AND LIQUOR 

(1)-(5)  Advertising expenditure is published in annual reports in accordance with S175ZE of the Electoral 
Act 1907. 

(6) Nil  

(a) Not Applicable 

HEALTH DEPARTMENT 

Response will be forthcoming from the Minister for Health. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — TV AND RADIO ADVERTISING 

4147. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister representing the Minister for Energy; Training and Workforce 
Development 

(1) What TV or radio advertising is the Minister’s agency running or planning to run? 

(2) What is the cost of the advertising? 

(3) Who are the actors or voice-over actors in the advertisements? 

(4) Where is their home state? 

(5) How much of the advertising cost was their fee? 

(6) What policy does the agency have for using Western Australian actors in advertisements; and 

(a) if none, why not; and will the Minister change that? 

Mr W.R. MARMION replied: 

It is worth noting that in the financial year 2007-2008, the Labor Government spent $36.6million on Government 
advertising. In today's money, allowing for a conservative 3.5% annual increase in media costs, that would 
equate to $39.2million, or, 63.3% or $15.2million more than the projected outcome for the current financial year. 

Government Department and Agency expenditure on advertising placement for 2009-2010 by the Liberal 
National Government was $19.9million. This reflects the government's focus on delivering projects and services 
rather than propaganda. 

(1)-(5) Advertising expenditure is published in annual reports in accordance with S175ZE of the Electoral 
Act 1907. 

(6) Office of Energy 

Not applicable. 

Department of Training and Workforce Development 

The agency has no formal policy but where Western Australian talent is available and appropriate for 
the purpose it is intended, then the Department will use talent from Western Australia. 

Department of Education Services 

Not applicable. 

Independent Market Operator 

Not applicable. 

Construction Training Fund 

West Australian actors are used as this is the most cost effective method. Where possible, people in the 
industry are chosen. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — TV AND RADIO ADVERTISING 

4149. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister representing the Minister for Child Protection; Community Services; 
Seniors and Volunteering; Women's Interests 

(1) What TV or radio advertising is the Minister’s agency running or planning to run? 
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(2) What is the cost of the advertising? 

(3) Who are the actors or voice-over actors in the advertisements? 

(4) Where is their home state? 

(5) How much of the advertising cost was their fee? 

(6) What policy does the agency have for using Western Australian actors in advertisements; and 

(a) if none, why not; and will the Minister change that? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON replied: 

Department for Communities 

(1) Advertising expenditure is published in annual reports in accordance with S175ZE of the Electoral 
Act 1907. 

(2) Not applicable  

Department Child Protection 

(1)-(5)  Advertising expenditure is published in annual reports in accordance with S175ZE of the Electoral 
Act 1907. 

(6) The Department does not have a formal policy regarding the use of talent in advertising. However, 
where possible, any talent used in advertising is sourced from within Western Australia. 

(a) As the Department engages in a minimal amount of campaign advertising, there is a minimal 
requirement to engage actors, voice actors or performers of any sort. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — TV AND RADIO ADVERTISING 

4150. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Water; Mental Health 

(1) What TV or radio advertising is the Minister’s agency running or planning to run? 

(2) What is the cost of the advertising? 

(3) Who are the actors or voice-over actors in the advertisements? 

(4) Where is their home state? 

(5) How much of the advertising cost was their fee? 

(6) What policy does the agency have for using Western Australian actors in advertisements; and 

(a) if none, why not; and will the Minister change that? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 

It is worth noting that in the financial year 2007-2008, the Labor Government spent $36.6million on Government 
advertising. In today's money, allowing for a conservative 3.5% annual increase in media costs, that would 
equate to $39.2million, or, 63.3% or $15.2million more than the projected outcome for the current financial year. 

Government Department and Agency expenditure on advertising placement for 2009-2010 by the Liberal 
National Government was $19.9million. This reflects the government's focus on delivering projects and services 
rather than propaganda. 

(1)-(5) Advertising expenditure is published in annual reports in accordance with S175ZE of the Electoral 
Act 1907. 

(6) The Department of Water, the Mental Health Commission and the Drug and Alcohol Office have 
advised that they engage their creative advertising agencies through competitive tendering process in 
Accordance with State Supply Commission procurement policies, including the Local Content policy.  

The appointed creative agency is responsible for engaging voiceover talent as part of the overall 
production work and represents only a small component of the total cost. 

The Water Corporation has advised: 

(6) The Water Corporation's policy and practice is to utilise West Australian actors in its advertising 
wherever possible. 

(a) Not applicable 

Aqwest have advised: 

(6) Aqwest engages its Public Relations Consultancy following a competitive tendering process but Aqwest 
is not required to follow State Supply Commission Procurement policies. Aqwest does not stipulate any 
requirement for local content. 
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(a) Not applicable 

Busselton Water have advised: 

(6) Busselton Water does not have a policy for employing Western Australian actors in TV or radio 
advertisements as it does not conduct this type of advertising. 

(a) Not applicable 

ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS FUNDING — SIGNAGE COSTS 

4164. Ms M.M. Quirk to the Minister for Regional Development 

I refer to Corflute signs indicating that housing and works construction had been funded by the Royalties for 
Region funding, and I ask: 

(a) how many of these signs were printed; 

(b) what was the cost of these signs; 

(c) on whose authority were they printed; 

(d) what arrangements exist with other agencies for those signs to be erected; and 

(e) what criteria are there, if any, for the erection of said signs? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

(a) 200. 

(b) $2,579. 

(c) Through agreement with the relevant Agency and the Department of Regional Development and Lands, 
in accordance with the State Government style requirements. 

(d) If required, signage is erected in accordance with the communication arrangements referred to in the 
Memorandum of Understanding between the Agency and the Department of Regional Development and 
Lands. 

(e) If required, signs are erected in accordance with the State Government advertising and style guide 
requirements.  

DEPARTMENT OF REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT AND LANDS — LAND SALE 

4175. Mr E.S. Ripper to the Minister for Regional Development; Lands; Minister Assisting the Minister for 
State Development; Minister Assisting the Minister for Transport 

In relation to the sale of land by the Department of Regional Development and Lands, can the Minister outline: 

(a) if a margin scheme applied for by a purchaser will be agreed to by the Department of Regional 
Development and Lands; and 

(i) if not, why not; 

(ii) if yes, what is required of the purchaser to apply for a margin scheme and receive agreement 
from the Department of Regional Development and Lands? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

(a) Yes, if both the supplier and recipient agree in writing before a property sold is transferred that the 
margin scheme will apply.  The Department of Regional Development and Lands condition of sale at a 
public auction or public tender states that 10% GST applies to the purchase price. 

(i) Not applicable.  

(ii) Answered by (a). 

MARBLE BAR–NEWMAN ROAD — FATAL CRASH 

4177. Mr T.G. Stephens to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport 

In reference to the Marble Bar Road, south of Nullagine, that was the location of a fatal accident on 3 
August, 2010, I ask: 

(a) does the Minister accept that there are features of the Newman to Marble Bar Road, via Nullagine, that 
have contributed to the severity of this crash and which leave all motorists at grave risk on this now 
very busy road; 

(b) at the time of the crash, did this section of the road, with a crest in a road curve, have any guide posts or 
adequately maintained warning signs; 
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(c) since the crash have any funds been allocated to this road for guide posts and new warning signs; and 

(i) if not, why not; and 

(d) what is the speed zone for the section of road where this most recent fatality occurred; 

(e) have the speed zones for this road been reviewed to reflect current level of risk; and 

(i) if so, have new speeds been zoned; and 

(ii) if not, why not; 

(f) what number of vehicles traverse this stretch of road on a daily basis; 

(g) when were the latest traffic figures taken; 

(h) have the deep corrugations on this section of road been attended to since the crash; 

(i) what steps have been taken to ensure that this section of road is immediately upgraded and more 
regularly maintained; 

(j) will funds be allocated to immediately seal all the steep crests and the curves on this road between 
Marble Bar and Newman via Nullagine; 

(k) when will funds be allocated to changing the road geometry of all sections of the road that do not 
conform with the Austroads Guide to Road Design; 

(l) when will funds be allocated by the government, to Main Roads, to ensure that all road and warning 
signs along this road are in good condition, are visible and have reflective surfaces in accord with Main 
Roads guidelines; and 

(m) when will funds be allocated to ensure that guideposts are positioned along the full length of this road 
so as to ensure motorists travelling outside daylight can maintain position through curves? 

Mr M.J. COWPER replied: 

(a) No. 

(b) There are warning signs at this location but no guide posts. 

(c) Existing funds are being used to review and improve all signing. 

(i) Not applicable. 

(d) Unsealed roads are not speed zoned. 

(e) (i) Not applicable 

(ii) See response to part (d). 

(f) Less than 100 vehicles per day at this location. 

(g) September 2009 

(h) Yes. 

(i) Main Roads WA maintains this road on a monthly basis and more frequently when necessary. 

(j)-(m) Main Roads has developed a works program for this road so that works can be undertaken as funds 
become available. Main Roads is also looking at alternative ways to provide improvement works with 
stakeholders. This is currently being put into action and will predominantly complete a sealed road 
north from Newman to the FMG access. Improvement works will continue as funds permit. 

ONE MOVEMENT FOR MUSIC FESTIVAL 2010 — EVENTSCORP FUNDING 

4179. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Tourism 

In relation to the funding agreement between Eventscorp and One Movement, I ask: 

(a) which web marketing companies were listed in the agreement to provide services for promotion of One 
Movement; 

(b) did the 2009 One Movement audit reveal how many giveaway or competition free tickets were provided 
to potential attendees; 

(c) will the 2010 One Movement audit reveal how many giveaway or competition free tickets were 
provided to potential attendees; 

(d) can the Minister confirm that from one web marketing company alone doing competition giveaways for 
One Movement, more than 2,000 free tickets were distributed; 
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(e) what other channels for distribution of complimentary tickets to One Movement were used this year and 
how many tickets were given away from each; and 

(f) as attendance is a key performance indicator which triggers future funding in the One Movement 
agreement with Eventscorp, will the Minister produce all attendance figures, transparently broken down 
into fully paid, concessional, free and complimentary etc; and 

(i) if not, why not? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

(a) None. 

(b)-(c)  Yes. 

(d) Not applicable. 

(e)-(f)  As the Member is aware from a previous question he has asked, the attendance of a predetermined 
number of interstate and international delegates at the conference component of One Movement for 
Music triggers milestone payments put in place for each annual event. There are no key performance 
indicators related to general public attendance that trigger future funding. 

Tourism Western Australia advises that information relating to the distribution of tickets and attendance 
is commercially sensitive to third parties from the public and private sector, and that the public release 
of such information would provide rival host cities and similar competing events with an unfair 
advantage over Perth. This would have a significant adverse effect on the agency's business, 
professional, commercial and financial affairs, as well as those of associated third parties. As a matter 
of procedural fairness to all parties concerned, it would be necessary for this information to be 
requested through the Freedom of Information process. 

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSIONS — FUNCTIONS 

4180. Mr M. McGowan to the Minister for Regional Development 

I refer to the review of the functions and responsibilities of Regional Development Commissions, and I ask: 

(a) as at 12 October 2010, how many times has the review committee met with each individual regional 
development commission; 

(b) what are the current costs associated with the review committee in terms of staffing costs and travel 
expenses; 

(c) did the review committee report to Government in September 2010; and 

(i) if not, when will the review committee report to Government; and 

(ii) if yes, when will the Minister respond to the report; 

(d) is the Executive Officer of the committee, Mr Martin Clifford, a paid employee of the Department of 
Regional Development and Lands; and 

(i) if not, of which agency is he an employee; 

(ii) which agency is paying his wage from its annual appropriation; and  

(iii) what is his usual occupation; 

(e) when was Mr Clifford appointed Executive Officer; and 

(f) on what dates during 2010 has Mr Clifford attended meetings of the review committee in his role as 
Executive Officer? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

(a) At the commencement of the review, meetings were held with all Regional Development Commissions. 
Subsequently, regular contact has been maintained with all nine Regional Development Commissions. 

(b)   $221,503.07 

(c)  No 

(i) By 30 November 2010 

(ii) Not applicable. 

(d) No 

(i) Office of the Public Sector Standards Commission 
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(ii) Office of the Public Sector Standards Commission, but as the review has been extended, the 
Department of Regional Development and Lands has agreed to pay Mr Clifford's salary for 
November and December 2010. 

(iii) Director, Compliance and Monitoring 

(e) 24 May 2010 

(f) Tuesday, 27 April 2010; Wednesday, 12 May 2010; Tuesday, 8 June 2010; Tuesday, 20 July 2010; 
Thursday, 26 August 2010; Monday, 20 September 2010; Friday, 8 October 2010 and Wednesday, 
27 October 2010. 

ROYALTIES FOR REGIONS PROGRAM — ADVERTISING COSTS 

4201. Mr B.S. Wyatt to the Minister for Regional Development 

I refer to the State Government’s Royalties for Regions program, and I ask: 

(a) how many hats with the Royalties for Regions logo or brand have been produced; and 

(i) what is the total cost of these hats; 

(b) how many lapel pins with the Royalties for Regions logo or brand have been produced; and 

(i) what is the total cost of these lapel pins; 

(c) what other marketing paraphernalia has been produced by the Government to advertise and market the 
Royalties for Regions program; and 

(d) what is the total amount of money spent on advertising and marketing the Royalties for Regions 
program? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS replied: 

(a) 1,000 

(i) $5,900 

(b) 2,000 

(i) $3,069 

(c) Pens  
Bookmarks 
T-shirts 
Tape measures 
USB memory sticks 
Calico bags 
Stickers  
Balloons  
Banners 
Flags 
Display systems 

(d) Please refer to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 4109. An amount of $3,264.82 was also spent 
on the production and printing of the over-arching Royalties for Regions Brochure. 

ONE MOVEMENT FOR MUSIC FESTIVAL 2009 — FINANCIAL RETURN 

4206. Mr J.N. Hyde to the Minister for Tourism 

In relation to comments in The West Australian on 6 October, 2010 by Eventscorp executive director David van 
Ooran that the 2009 One Movement visitors injected close to $1.4million into the Western Australian economy, I 
ask: 

(a) will the Minister table audited financial information proving this assertion; and 

(b) given Eventscorp, Healthway and other Government bodies injected over $1million into One 
Movement in 2009, is an unproven $400,000 return comparable to other Eventscorp sponsorships? 

Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

(a) Refer to question on notice 2686. 

(b) The One Movement for Music Festival is a new event in the development stage that delivered a range 
of benefits over and above the injection of $1.36m into the WA economy from interstate and overseas 
visitor spend last year, including: 



 [ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 17 November 2010] 9081 

 

• National and international publicity via television, print, radio and online exposure from 286 event 
specific media items. 

• Tangible outcomes and opportunities for local, national and international performers from exposure 
to many of the world's influential music industry leaders and decision makers. 

• Reinforcing Perth's reputation as a major music hub and breeding ground for upcoming bands. 

• Complementing and enriching Perth's vibrant arts and cultural scene, and adding to the atmosphere 
of the inner-city entertainment hubs. 

• Providing a different and unique event for thousands of Western Australians, as well as interstate 
and overseas visitors, who were entertained in the streets of Perth and at a variety of venues around 
the city. 

As One Movement for Music is multifaceted and the benefits it generates are quite different, it is not 
possible to compare it with other events that receive Eventscorp sponsorship. 

WANGKATJUNGKA COMMUNITY — ACCESS ROAD REPAIR 

4224. Mr T.G. Stephens to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Transport 

(1) Is the Minister aware of the ongoing difficulties of the Wangkatjungka Community (Christmas Creek) 
out of Fitzroy Crossing with the poor state of their main access road from the Great Northern Highway? 

(2) What steps are being taken by the State Government to secure the much needed urgent upgrade of this 
road? 

(3) What funds have been allocated by the State Government for 2010–2011 to secure repairs and 
maintenance, sealing, and upgrade of this road? 

(4) When will the State Government allocate funds to secure the upgrade of this road? 

Mr M.J. COWPER replied: 

(1) This is a Local Government Road under the control and responsibility of the Shire of Derby West 
Kimberley. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) Main Roads WA contribution is $9 000 from the Local Roads Program under the Remote Access Road 
Sub Program with the Shire of Derby West Kimberley contributing (double) $18 000. 

(4) There are no funds in the four year forward estimates. 

__________ 

 

 


