
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Tuesday, 27 March 2007 

                 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling) took the chair at 2.00 pm, and read prayers. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY - PLACING MAIL ON MEMBERS’ DESKS 
Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  Before we commence proceedings today, I remind members that the 
placing of mail on members’ desks is not permitted.  This place is not a mailbox.  If members are allowed to do 
that, we will end up with mountains of material each day.  Therefore, I ask members to refrain from distributing 
their information within this chamber.   

YARRAGADEE AQUIFER - PLANS FOR WATER EXTRACTION 
Standing Orders Suspension - Motion 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Stirling) [2.02 pm] - without notice:  I move -  

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

That, regardless of the alternative water sources available to boost Perth’s water supplies, this 
house calls on the state government to direct the Water Corporation to abandon plans to draw 
45 gigalitres of water from the south west Yarragadee aquifer, given that local water needs are 
not being met and there are significant potential risks to the environment. 

I do not move this motion lightly.  I understand that we have not yet had question time.  However, it is 
important, particularly in the context of what has occurred over the past couple of days, that we take this 
opportunity to debate this very high priority public issue.  It is proposed to spend about $710 million to enhance 
Perth’s water supply by tapping into the south west Yarragadee aquifer.  However, that will potentially have a 
devastating impact on the environment.  Therefore, this matter needs to be brought to the attention of this house.  
I can recall only one debate in this house that was dedicated to the south west Yarragadee.  That debate was on a 
motion that I moved at this time last year.  All the other debates have been peripheral to other debates that have 
taken place in this house.   

A number of things have occurred recently that merit my raising this issue today.  First, a number of applications 
for water licences in the south west have been knocked back.  That has a significant impact on the needs of the 
people in the south west, because water licences are the key to the success of the business and farming 
enterprises in those communities.  It concerns me that a decision might be made to prevent the approval of bores 
in the south west.  That indicates just how close to the line the Water Corporation and the Department of Water 
are treading the potential impacts that the drawing of 45 gigalitres could have on the south west; that is, the 
impact of providing water to meet the needs of the south west and the impact on the environment.  In the past 
hour a considerable representation from the community attended a rally at the front of Parliament House.  That 
representation was not from the far-reaching green community; it was from the community in the south west.  
There was representation from the various shires, the farming community and the business community, as well 
as people who are genuinely concerned about the environment.  It is not an issue that should be taken lightly.  It 
is important that members of the WA National Party get their chance to debate the matter in the house.  It is 
important that the people of Western Australia hear the arguments of, and positions taken on this issue by, the 
various parties.  There has been considerable press coverage of the issue in the past two or three months, and that 
is where the debate has occurred.  I make the point strongly that we need to have this debate in the house.  We do 
not need to rely totally on the press to express the issues from the perspective of certain sections of the 
community that might have an axe to grind.  It is important that we debate the various issues that people have 
raised. 

One of the most significant factors of the past couple of days is the position taken by the scientific community.  
Articles in yesterday’s and today’s The West Australian quote 20 eminent scientists in Western Australia who 
are prepared to put their name in writing on this issue.  They are raising very serious concerns.  These scientists 
are not just from one or two disciplines; they are from a variety of scientific disciplines, which gives them a lot 
of credibility in raising the issues.  We cannot allow their voices not to be heard.  This house is one of the forums 
in which those issues can be raised.  I will quote from one article in The West Australian of Monday, 26 March, 
which states - 

We believe that this proposal, - 
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That is, the proposal to pump 45 gigalitres of water from the south west to the Perth integrated water supply -  

if allowed to proceed, will devastate much of the natural environment of the South-West.  The region 
has outstanding natural beauty, is known around the world and is much loved by visitors from across 
the State, interstate and overseas. 

Those are the comments of 20 eminent scientists in Western Australia. 

The SPEAKER:  I urge the member for Stirling to address the motion to suspend standing orders to debate what 
may be a very interesting motion.  However, the member needs to address the reasons that the motion should be 
debated now and not later in the week.  If he wants to stop all other business of the house because of some 
urgency, he needs to tell us about it.  I urge the member to direct his comments to the reasons that standing 
orders should be suspended. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  Thank you, Mr Speaker, for your direction. 

This is a mater of accountability to the public of Western Australia.  It is important that members have the 
opportunity to debate the matter and put their positions, particularly given what has happened over the past 
couple of days. 
Politically, the position of the two major parties is not that dissimilar.  The Labor Party is clearly pushing to 
support the proposal to pump water from the Yarragadee.  The Liberal Party has taken the position that it will 
support that proposal only after an independent study is undertaken.  A relatively small group in the community 
wants to raise the debate.  The spirit of politics and our parliamentary system in Western Australia are based on 
those relatively small groups being able to have their voices heard.  This motion should be considered as a matter 
of urgency given that a number of people in the public gallery today travelled many miles to raise the issue with 
the Parliament.  It is a chance for us to show some respect for them taking that stance.  They have travelled to 
Perth to make statements to members of Parliament today.  This is our chance to have that debate.  That is what 
our parliamentary process is all about.  This is an opportunity for a small group to have its voice heard.   

A couple of things have been highlighted during this debate.  We are looking at providing a secure water supply 
system for Perth.  Our potential options are to tap the south west Yarragadee or go ahead with desalination stage 
2.  I believe that the government is not in a position to go ahead with desalination stage 2.  Therefore, the 
motivation to look at the south west Yarragadee is urgent if we are to supply water to Perth before its present 
supply runs out.  This is the wrong motivation to be looking at the south west for a potential water supply.   

For those reasons, I consider this to be an urgent motion.  It is important that the people of the south west get a 
chance to have their voices heard.  This is an opportunity to do it, given that they have taken the time to come to 
Perth to raise the issue with members of Parliament.  Now they have a chance to hear the debate.   

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [2.10 pm]:  I support the view of the member 
for Stirling that this motion should be debated urgently.  Quite simply, a lot of people have travelled from the 
south west to take part in the democratic process of lobbying their parliamentarians.  They cannot be in Perth all 
day; they can only be here for a short time before they must turn back to their towns.  Over the past couple of 
months this Parliament has taken an absolute beating from the wider public over its accountability to the people.  
We should turn that around by using this time in Parliament today to put on the record our position on the 
pumping of the south west Yarragadee.  The position of the Western Australian Nationals is clear; let us hear the 
position of Country Labor.  Its members make a lot of statements outside; let them take this opportunity today to 
put their position on the record.  Let us hear from the Minister for Water Resources and let us hear from the 
opposition and give the people from the south west who have travelled to Perth to hear this debate the chance to 
hear it.   
[Interruption from the gallery.] 

The SPEAKER:  People within the public gallery are more than welcome to be here to witness what takes place 
in this chamber.  However, they are not permitted to contribute by doing anything that will interrupt the flow of 
business.  They are welcome to be here but not to participate in the way that just occurred.   

DR S.C. THOMAS (Capel) [2.12 pm]:  I support the move to debate this motion urgently and debate it in the 
house immediately.  There are a number of reasons why we should do so.  It is not a party political exercise, but 
there are a number of reasons why this motion should be debated as an urgent motion.  The first, as the member 
for Merredin said, is that a number of people from the south west, the area represented by me and the members 
for Bunbury and Murray, have come to Perth today, and they should have the opportunity to listen to Parliament 
address this issue in the way that it should.  There is an urgent need for those people to be heard and represented 
here today and we ask the government to consider doing that.   

The second reason that this should be debated as an urgent motion is that there is the potential for this 
government to advance this project very quickly.  There is a need to get this debate up and running before the 
convenor of the appeals committee puts a representation to the Minister for the Environment and the minister 
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makes a decision.  There is a problem with this minister necessarily making this decision.  He has held the 
portfolio for a month.  This decision is a matter of urgency.  Does this week’s minister have the credentials to 
make this decision on behalf of the government?  Can we trust this government and this minister to do this?  For 
those reasons, because this decision may come very quickly - it could happen in a matter of weeks and 
Parliament will sit for only a certain time in that period - there is a need for us to discuss this as an urgent 
motion.  There is a need for us to put our positions forward.  There is a need for us to correct the reference to the 
position of the Liberal Party, which opposed this proposal in the last election and previously.  There is a need for 
us to get to that debate.  Those comments were misleading of the position of Liberal representatives.  The 
Liberals have for years been very solidly against this proposal.  There is an opportunity for us to have that 
debate.  If we do not do it now, when will we have the opportunity to progress that debate?  This is an important 
debate for the people of the south west.  

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [2.15 pm]:  I support this motion to suspend standing orders.  It is very 
important that the government allows standing orders to be suspended so that the issue will be clarified for the 
community.  However, it appears that the community does not need any clarification.  I listened to the speeches 
on the steps of Parliament House today and the community has absolutely no faith in the Water Corporation.  If 
the government does not allow the debate to continue in this house today, the community will have no faith in 
this government.  The community will have no alternative other than to believe that this government makes 
decisions that are in opposition to the needs and wishes of the majority of the community.   

The people who attended the rally today did so because of their fear for not only the loss of local water but also 
the serious damage that will be done to the environment in the south west if the Water Corporation’s plans are 
supported by this government.  The government should listen to the debate and give a commitment to this house 
and the people who attended today’s rally that no rash decisions will be made and that further studies will be 
undertaken.   

The information forthcoming from the community indicates that if the Yarragadee is tapped, it will cause severe 
environmental damage.  I ask the Leader of the House to agree to suspend standing orders to allow this debate to 
take place.   

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon) [2.16 pm]:  I remind the house that after this week we have one more sitting 
week, a four-week break, and then the budget will be brought down.  The intention of the house will be 
somewhat different when considering what will be debated in the foreseeable future, particularly when the 
budget is brought down.  Members on this side of the house do not know what is in the budget, but I presume the 
budget will provide for significant expenditure.   

The question of tapping the Yarragadee is not the only water option for this state to consider.  A significant 
debate on twinning Perth’s water system has not taken place, and such a debate should be treated as a priority.  It 
is a debate that should take place before the budget is brought down.   

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [2.17 pm]:  The government will accept the suspension 
motion, but on a slightly different basis to the motion that has been moved.  Before I come to that, I will 
comment on the motion before this house.   

The matter of the Water Corporation seeking to draw extra water from the south west Yarragadee has been a live 
issue, scientifically and politically, in this community for four years.  This issue has not just become urgent.  The 
Nationals are generally well organised, but it is surprising that they could not put in a notice by 12 o’clock today 
to debate this issue as a matter of public interest, which would have complied with standard procedure.  By 
taking the action it has, the National Party has been shown to be opportunistic and not well organised.  It 
surprises me, because, as I said, generally the Nationals are well organised.  I would be happy to assist the 
National Party in what really is a struggle for votes in the bush between the Nationals and the Liberals.  On this 
occasion the government might help the Nationals to see whether it can pursue its case because it needs help.   

The point is that this issue is not urgent.  However, there is a political urgency between the Nationals and 
Liberals.  The government does not wish to stand back in the contest between the two parties; therefore, it will 
allow the debate to proceed.  However, it would be more appropriate for this motion to have been handled as an 
MPI.   

Amendment to Motion 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I move - 

 That the motion be amended by inserting after the word “forthwith” the following - 

  and to be regarded as the matter of public interest for this sitting week. 

As I do not wish to be seen to be partisan in the struggle between the Nationals and the Liberals, I give an 
undertaking to the Liberal Party that because this will become the MPI for the week -  
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The SPEAKER:  My reading of the amendment is: “That the motion be amended to insert after the word 
“forthwith” the following”.  The word “forthwith” remains and that obligates us to debate the motion, as 
amended, forthwith and not after question time.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I have amended the motion to delete “forthwith the following” and insert “after question 
time today” so that the amendment to the motion now reads - 

That the motion be amended by deleting the word “forthwith” and substituting the following - 

after question time today and to be regarded as the matter of public interest for this sitting 
week 

The Clerk has assisted with that again.  If the amendment is passed, we will be able to debate this issue and I will 
come to an arrangement with the leader of business for the Liberal Party.  If the Liberal Party wishes to debate a 
matter of public interest later in the week, we will also assist it in doing that so that we can be seen to be even 
handed in this tussle to the death in the bush between the Nats and the Libs.  We will see how that works out. 

The issues of water in the south west, ensuring we protect the environment and consideration for the interests of 
all communities in the south west of Western Australia are important issues.  On that basis we do not shirk from 
the debate and we will allow the suspension of standing orders in line with the amendment that I have moved to 
the motion. 
MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [2.20 pm]:  The opposition agrees with that proposal.  I confirm with the 
Leader of the House that we will debate an MPI following question time and that there will be a further MPI, 
which I tell him right now will occur tomorrow following question time.  That is a fair resolution.  We will see 
how we go; but this is an important issue and should be debated. 

Amendment put and passed.  

Motion, as Amended 

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 

TREATY OF ROME - ANNIVERSARY 
Statement by Premier 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee - Premier) [2.22 pm]:  Today I inform the house about the fiftieth 
anniversary of the signing of the Treaty of Rome, the cornerstone event in the establishment of the European 
Union.  Signed by representatives from the governments of Belgium, France, Germany, Italy, Luxembourg and 
the Netherlands on 25 March 1957, these first steps towards regional cooperation were a response to the wars 
that had ravaged the European continent during the twentieth century.  The unprecedented levels of peace and 
prosperity that have ensued across geographic Europe owe much to the architects of that treaty.  Today the 
European Union numbers 27 member nations, representing almost 500 million people, and with a gross domestic 
product of more than $17 trillion forms the world’s largest single market.  Along the way, membership has been 
extended to many additional European countries, many of which have strong historical ties with Western 
Australia; they are Britain, Ireland, Greece, Spain and Portugal.  It is testimony to the objectives and 
achievements of the European Union that recent expansions have embraced former Warsaw Pact countries.  
Western and Eastern Europe have been rejoined and applications continue to be received. 

Western Australia has a particular affinity with the European Union.  The diversity of European migrants has 
helped provide the state with its multicultural foundation.  We also share many common values in areas such as 
democratic government, rule of law, human rights, international institutions, global security, social advancement 
and education - the list is endless.  As Premier and Minister for Trade, I note that the EU has been and remains a 
priority market for expanding and diversifying Western Australia’s economy.  Using a balance of payments 
measure - trade in goods and services, foreign investment income and transfer payments - Europe is Australia’s 
largest economic trade partner.  Western Australia’s merchandise exports to the EU are worth $6 billion, which 
places the EU third after Japan and China in this trade category.  As usual, Western Australia punches above its 
weight nationally, contributing more than one-third of Australia’s merchandise exports to the EU.  The EU is 
Western Australia’s most diversified market, taking our minerals, farm products, manufactured goods and 
professional services.  EU member states also account for eight of Western Australia’s top 20 tourism sources. 

In April, I will be meeting with Mr Bruno Julien, Ambassador and Head of Delegation of the European 
Commission to Australia and New Zealand, during which several of these issues can be explored in more detail.  
This will be an important opportunity to reinforce and extend Western Australia’s economic and research links 
with Europe prior to my proposed visit there later this year, with a visit to Brussels high on that agenda. 

On behalf of the government, the Parliament and the people of Western Australia, I extend our congratulations to 
the members of the European Union on this landmark occasion and support all efforts that will deepen the 
relationship with Western Australia.   
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NATIVE TITLE - EASTERN GURUMA CLAIM 
Statement by Deputy Premier 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Deputy Premier) [2.25 pm]:  The state of Western Australia has successfully 
negotiated a consent determination with native title parties in the Eastern Guruma claim.  The Federal Court 
ratified the determination on 1 March 2007.  The parties, which include Hamersley Iron and its parent company 
Rio Tinto, pastoralists, and the Shire of Ashburton, agreed that native title is held by the Eastern Guruma 
applicants and that non-exclusive native title rights and interest are held over three pastoral leases - Coolawanya, 
Hamersley and Rocklea - two reserves and numerous mining leases.  

The resolution of the Eastern Guruma claim, which is located in the Pilbara region, brings the total area of 
determined land in Western Australia to approximately 620 000 square kilometres.  This is more than twenty 
times the area of determined land in any other state.  It is the eleventh consent determination that the state has 
negotiated.  Nine of these consent determinations have been negotiated by this government since 2001.  The 
consent determinations of this government are Tjurabalan, Kiwirrkurra, Karajarri (Area A), Martu and Ngurrara, 
Miriuwung Gajerrong 1, Karajarri (Area B), Ngannyatjarra Lands, Miriuwung Gajerrong 4, and now the Eastern 
Guruma.  The Eastern Guruma consent determination is the first time in Australia that a consent determination 
has been negotiated in a heavily mineralised area, covering the East Pilbara region in the vicinity of Tom Price. 

I am also pleased to inform the house that agreement has been reached in relation to the Noonkanbah and Ngarla 
applications, and I will be attending the on-country determinations in mid-2007. 

The Office of Native Title is currently negotiating eight more native title claims.  It is anticipated that consent 
determinations for these claims will be finalised either later this year or next year.  They are, in the Kimberley: 
Uunguu, Dambimangari and Ngurrara; in the Pilbara: Thalanyji and Nyangumarta; in the Central Desert: 
Ngurrulpa and Tjirrkarli Kanpa; and in the mid-west: Thudgari.   

While preferring to negotiate agreements, the government has also been prepared to appeal Federal Court 
decisions to seek clarification on key questions of law, thereby fostering a legal environment that is much more 
likely to contribute to the speedy negotiation of future consent determinations.  Even on occasions when a 
decision has been appealed, this government has simultaneously engaged in negotiations with claimant groups.  
For example, in the Rubibi matter, the state negotiating group is gathering information and exploring the benefits 
that may be offered to compensate for the extinguishment of any native title that may exist.  Similarly, in relation 
to the Single Noongar Claim, the Office of Native Title is holding discussions with the South West Aboriginal 
Land and Sea Council.  The parties have begun working on a negotiation framework for all claims in the south 
west.  Since 2001 this government has developed constructive relationships with the many parties involved in 
native title negotiations.  Our approach has clearly and unequivocally resulted in many benefits for indigenous 
people and for all Western Australians. 

[Interruption from the gallery.] 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  Perhaps members of the gallery did not hear what I said earlier.  We welcome visitors 
to the chamber; however, there is no capacity for members of the gallery to contribute to the debate.  To do so 
disrupts Parliament.  I urge people in the gallery not to.  If it reoccurs, I will have to ask for the people involved 
to be removed. 

PRISON ESCAPE - BROOME REGIONAL PRISON 
Statement by Minister for Corrective Services 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen - Minister for Corrective Services) [2.28 pm]:  It is with a high degree of 
concern that I inform Parliament of the escape early this morning of three prisoners, who police describe as 
dangerous, from the maximum-security section of the Broome Regional Prison.  I am advised that the three 
prisoners - two of whom are rated maximum security, with the third rated medium security - managed to escape 
sometime between 2.00 and 4.00 am.  For operational reasons, I cannot reveal in detail the method believed to 
have been used.   

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  Three-minute statements are designed to be heard in silence.  I know that members on 
my left know that is the case.  Any further interruptions will result in me calling those members to order. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  Suffice it to say that any security shortcomings will be addressed as a matter of urgent 
priority. 
Broome police have since reported that the trio may have changed out of their green prison uniforms and are 
believed to have stolen a motor vehicle.  The three prisoners - 18-year-old Rodney Brian Edgar, 19-year-old 
Lavin John Baird and 24-year-old Cody Derek Coomerang - were all serving sentences for serious offences, 
including threat to kill, aggravated burglary and assault occasioning bodily harm.  Prisoner Coomerang also has 
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a history of escaping police custody.  All three prisoners were to have been transported to Roebourne Regional 
Prison today.   
The escape is alarming to not only the government but also the people of the Kimberley, who rightly expect that 
dangerous prisoners will be held in secure environments for the protection of public safety.  Needless to say, I 
have ordered an immediate and thorough investigation into all the circumstances surrounding the escape.   

Notwithstanding the fact that Broome Regional Prison is widely regarded as well and truly past its use-by date 
and is continuing to experience serious overcrowding, the escape of maximum-security prisoners from this 
prison is completely unacceptable.  A total of $11.2 million has recently been allocated to provide much-needed 
upgrades to Broome prison and tenders for that work are in the final stages of preparation.  Integral to the 
program are significant improvements to the prison’s perimeter security and condition upgrades to both the 
men’s and women’s maximum-security facilities.  The escape of any prisoner is one escape too many but when 
prisoners escape in company the potential dangers to the public are compounded.  

In the course of the investigations that will be carried out in respect of this escape by both the department and 
police, witnesses and the escapees themselves when recaptured will be interviewed to ascertain whether they 
received any outside assistance.  I can assure the house that if anyone is found to have aided and abetted these 
offenders they, too, will be dealt with by the full force of the law.  

EMERGENCY SERVICES PERSONNEL - NATIONAL MEDALS 
Statement by Minister for the Environment 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah - Minister for the Environment) [2.31 pm]:  I inform the house that 
more than 1 400 years of accumulated dedicated service to protecting Western Australians from the devastation 
of bushfires has been recognised with presentations of National Medals to Department of Environment and 
Conservation and Forest Products Commission fire crews, officers and support staff.  While in Bunbury recently, 
I had the opportunity to present the National Medals and clasps to staff from the south west region.  All up, 
52 men and women from the department and the commission were recognised. 
The National Medal is awarded for 15 years service and clasps are presented for each subsequent 10 years 
service.  These awards are given to members of groups such as defence forces, police, ambulance services and 
fire agencies involved in protecting human life and community values.  It is a mark of the dedication of the staff 
that several of them had given more than 35 years service to fire management and protection operations in our 
state. 
There is an expectation in the community that lives and property will be protected from natural and human-
caused disasters by well-trained and disciplined crews.  However, DEC fire crews, incident management teams 
and support staff do far more than suppress wildfires.  They are involved also in the department’s other activities 
such as nature conservation, wildlife management, tourism and recreation, sustainable forest management and 
environmental protection. 
I would like to acknowledge the contribution of staff from DEC and the FPC along with members of the local 
volunteer bushfire brigades and other agencies, such as the Fire and Emergency Services Authority, the police 
and local shires, for their efforts over the summer.  Between late January and early March this year the 
department had to suppress 88 separate fires stretching from Mt Lesueur near Jurien in the north to the south 
coast.  Everyone involved in these fires demonstrated a high degree of professionalism and commitment. 
The government values highly the contribution of state sector employees and the many hundreds of volunteers 
who regularly turn out to protect communities from the ravages of bushfires.  The Carpenter government has 
significantly increased resources for DEC’s fire management programs and will continue to support the agency 
in this critical role for community protection and for conserving the nature of WA.  

SMALL BUSINESS CENTRE NETWORK - ANNUAL CONFERENCE 
Statement by Minister for Small Business 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen - Minister for Small Business) [2.34 pm]:  Yesterday I attended the annual 
conference of the small business centre network.  This conference brought home to me how fortunate we are in 
this state to have such a vibrant small business sector, and how many dedicated people we have working behind 
the scenes supporting the growth and success of this sector.  There are 26 small business centres throughout 
Western Australia, 19 of which are in regional areas.  The centres are funded by the government with support 
from local councils and the community.  At the conference, I announced the reintroduction of triennial funding 
for small business centres, subject to the usual checks and balances.  This will give the management committees 
stronger negotiating positions for leases on property and vehicles and provide for more competitive employment 
conditions. 
I take this opportunity to give special recognition to the hundreds of individuals, committee members and others 
who volunteer their time and expertise to support and encourage small business operators through the small 
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business centre network.  Every small business centre is unique; it is tailored specifically to local conditions, 
local industries and the needs of the region.  The metropolitan centres have different challenges from those in 
country areas, but all are operated and administered in a very practical and professional way. 

Since the 2004-05 review, in which some changes were made to districts and areas covered, the network has 
gone from strength to strength.  Following this realignment, the results have been extremely gratifying.  For the 
calendar year of 2006, the centres have collectively conducted a total of 27 165 client sessions, assisting 1 553 
new business start-ups.  From these new businesses, it is estimated that over 3 300 new jobs have been created, 
which is a fantastic outcome, particularly for rural and regional centres.  I acknowledge the considerable efforts 
shown by our small business centre teams and I am looking forward to continued success in future years. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
YARRAGADEE AQUIFER - PLANS FOR WATER EXTRACTION 

85. Mr P.D. OMODEI to the Premier: 
Given that the government is unable to rule out environmental damage to the south west as a result of its reckless 
proposal to drain more water from the southern Yarragadee aquifer, will the Premier now show some leadership 
on this important environmental issue, and join with the Liberal and National Parties in halting the current 
proposal to further drain the southern Yarragadee aquifer; and, if not, why not? 

[Interruption from the gallery.] 

The SPEAKER:  Once again, I reluctantly remind members of the public that they are not to interrupt the 
progress of this chamber.  I ask them to please refrain from making noises that are designed to do exactly that.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
I thank the member for the question.  I am glad, and I think it is a good thing, that some people have come to 
Parliament House today to make their feelings on this issue known, and to let people know that they have a very 
deep commitment to protecting the environmental values of the south west.  It is fortunate for those people that 
they have been given the opportunity to sit through question time, and to make some judgements about what 
goes on in Parliament.  It will be interesting to see whether it has any effect on the normal shockingly bad 
behaviour of members opposite during question time.  

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  We are beginning to get a little sense of it already.  I also invite people who are deeply 
interested in the issues of the environment in the south west to be aware of the history that leads to the point we 
are at today.  They should, for example, take the opportunity to read the maiden speech of the present Leader of 
the Opposition, in which he advocated the wholesale destruction of the Shannon River valley through old-growth 
forest woodchipping.  

Point of Order 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I refer to standing order 94.  That matter has nothing to do with the question.  We had a 
campaign to manage the Shannon sensibly.  Standing order 94 refers to relevance.  Why does the Premier not 
answer the question?  I asked him three questions last week that he could not answer.  What about him 
answering this one?  
The SPEAKER:  The Premier is endeavouring to answer the question.  I appreciate the fact that the Leader of 
the Opposition may not enjoy or appreciate that answer; however, it is the Premier’ answer. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Dr J.M. Woollard:  Premier, you’re still clearing forests.  Where is your credibility? 
The SPEAKER:  Member for Alfred Cove! 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It is instructive to see the totality of the picture rather than the most recent issue that a 
person latches himself onto because he thinks there is some short-term political gain in doing that.  Have a look 
at the totality of the picture.  If it was up to the current Leader of the Liberal Party and his colleagues, the old-
growth forest in the south west would not exist.  They would have flattened the lot of it.  They would have 
milled it, woodchipped it and sent it to Japan or Korea.  That is what the Liberal Party would have done because 
that is what it intended to do.  Do not take my word for it.  I invite members to read the maiden speech of the 
now Leader of the Opposition.  Look at the values that underpin the political thinking of this man. 

In the lead-up to question time when we were debating whether there should be a suspension of standing orders, 
the member for Capel referred to the 20 eminent scientists who have been quoted in The West Australian 
newspaper in the past couple of days.  One of the eminent scientists, Bernie Masters, was, until the last election, 
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a member of this Parliament.  So attached to the Liberal Party were his values that he was forced out of 
Parliament.  The Liberal Party kicked him out of Parliament and replaced him with none other than the current 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, who is a puppet for Noel Crichton-Browne.  I ask people to think about Noel 
Crichton-Browne’s commitment to environmental issues in the south west, and they will then start to get a 
clearer picture of how genuine members on the other side are.  As for the National Party running up issues of 
environmental protection, please!  Is this opportunistic politics at its very worst or not?  Which political party 
went to great lengths to protect the environmental values of the south west?  We did. 

Dr J.M. Woollard:  Liberals for forests did, Premier.   

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I could take a point of order while I am on my feet.  The former Leader of the Liberal 
Party, the member for Cottesloe, had a few things to say about water supplies in Western Australia as well.  He 
was not shy in letting us know what he thought about this government’s attitude towards trying to better manage 
our precious and scarce water resources when we first came to government.  When we entered government, there 
was no water management regime in place whatsoever.  Our dams were at about 25 per cent capacity at that 
stage and people were allowed to leave the taps running for 24 hours a day.  There was no strategy involved in 
demand management and when we tried to put one in place, we were roundly criticised. 

Mr T. Buswell:  What have you done to stop people leaving the taps running all day?  Is there a tap Nazi?  What 
a stupid statement! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Since 2001 or 2002 sprinklers bans and regulations have in been in place. 

Mr T. Buswell:  You said taps. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Sprinklers are connected to taps, my friend.  The member for Cottesloe said that talk 
of a water shortage was a scare tactic.  He said there was no water shortage and that there was an abundance of 
water.  He said that the underground water resources had been carefully developed over a number of years and 
should continue to be developed.  When my predecessor, the honourable - and I mean it - Geoffrey Gallop 
decided to pursue a desalination plant, what happened?  We were roundly criticised and attacked for pursuing 
that option. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Why don’t you answer the question? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am answering it.  It was assured at that time by members opposite and also by people 
in the media that we should be pursuing the Yarragadee option.  Therein lay the answer, they said.  First they 
accused the Water Corporation and then the government of deceiving people because they said that the 
Yarragadee was available and waiting to be used.  They asked why the government was deceiving the people and 
running up the desalination plant instead.  What was this government doing deceiving people?  That is what we 
were criticised for.  Now we have in place a proper environmental assessment process, which will take its 
course.  If the public has its doubts about whether the government will do the right thing, I suggest people look at 
the history of the two sides involved in politics here and make a judgement based on the way we have acted in 
the past and their assessment of the honesty - 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The public should make its assessment based on the historical performance - 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  They might be able to if you answered the question. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am.  The member for Cottesloe hates the fact that in the early part of this decade 
when we were raising water supply as a critical issue for the state, he said that it was a furphy, that there was an 
abundance of water and that the government was pulling the wool over people’s eyes.  He said that we should 
get on with using the underground aquifer. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  We built the Harvey Dam. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The coalition government built the Harvey Dam.  Whacko!  We are not talking about 
the Harvey Dam; we are talking about securing, on a sustainable basis, water supplies for the future.  It will be 
done properly and according to the best available information, and there will be no endgame here.  There is no 
end to the game; there is no magic solution.  We are not going to dig a dirt canal 3 000 kilometres from a non-
existent Fitzroy dam and say, “There’s your answer; don’t worry about the cost.”  We will not make those sorts 
of decisions on the spur of the moment.  We will do these things properly, based on the science and proper 
assessment, and we will continue immediately thereafter, and even before that, to secure the next major water 
supply, whether it be another desalination plant or the Wellington Dam.  That is it.  We will do these things 
properly; we will not do them cynically and we will not do them for opportunistic short-term political gain. 
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YARRAGADEE AQUIFER - PLANS FOR WATER EXTRACTION 

86. Mr P.D. OMODEI to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question.  I ask the question again: when will the Premier show some leadership on this 
important environmental issue and join with the Liberal and National Parties in halting the current proposal to 
further drain the southern Yarragadee aquifer; and, if he will not, why not? 

The SPEAKER:  I do not think that is a supplementary question; it is the first question repeated. 

FISCAL POLICY 

87. Mr J.R. QUIGLEY to the Treasurer: 
Does the Treasurer think Western Australia’s fiscal policy should be run from Canberra? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 
Flush with a $15 billion surplus, which he proposes to invest in the share market rather than in infrastructure, 
Peter Costello has turned his attention to state finances. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  I call the members for Roe and Vasse to order. 

Mr M.J. Cowper:  The sheriff of Belmont! 

The SPEAKER:  I also call the member for Murray to order. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Mr Costello says that the state should abolish stamp duty for business but not for 
householders.  If business stamp duty was to be abolished, it would cost the state’s finances $600 million a year.  
Previously I have explained to the house that the major areas in which financial capacity needs to be devoted are 
services, infrastructure, fair pay and tax cuts.  Even the member for Vasse would understand -  
[Interruption from the gallery.] 

The SPEAKER:  I ask the attendants to make sure that that person does not return to this chamber. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I think even the member for Vasse would understand that the same dollar cannot be spent 
four times.  The same dollar cannot be spent on services, infrastructure, wages and tax cuts. Equally, the same 
dollar cannot be spent twice on different tax cuts.  If we follow Mr Costello’s argument and spend $600 million 
on abolishing stamp duty for business, what will be left over for tax relief for ordinary Western Australians after 
$600 million has been put to Mr Costello’s purpose?  I hear some interjections from the other side, but I want the 
other side to think about this.  This is an issue for the next term of this Parliament.  It would be an issue whether 
we have a Labor government or a Liberal government.  I think we need a bipartisan approach.  We need to say to 
Canberra, “Hands off our fiscal policy.  We’ll determine our policies here in Western Australia.  We’ll determine 
our priorities for tax relief according to circumstances in our community.”  I do not think the Leader of the 
Opposition or his colleagues would have any joy if all those matters were determined from Canberra. 

This intervention of Peter Costello comes on top of what is going to happen to our share of goods and services 
tax grants.  Again, all of us, not only members on this side of the house, but also members on the other side, have 
to think about the implications of this.  Over the next four years, this state is going to lose $1.2 billion of our 
share of GST grants - $1.2 billion.  That is $600 for every Western Australian.  Two things are happening.  Peter 
Costello is reducing the share of commonwealth money coming to this state while at the same time urging the 
state to spend its scarce financial resources on business tax relief, not on tax relief for homebuyers in our 
community.  I reject Mr Costello’s approach on two grounds.  The first is that tax policy, along with other fiscal 
policy, will be determined in this state, not in Canberra.  The second is that I will not give all the tax relief that is 
available to business and leave nothing left over for ordinary Western Australians. 
Peter Costello’s argument, which is that his GST agreement that he signed with Richard Court somehow requires 
us to do this, is just wrong.  Western Australia has abolished all the stamp duties that it was required to abolish 
under the GST agreement.  We have honoured the GST agreement in full, and we have a bipartisan report from 
the Public Accounts Committee confirming that we have honoured the GST agreement.  When I go to Canberra 
on Thursday and Friday for the Treasurers’ conference, I would like to have the bipartisan support of members 
of this house.  I would like to have the support of every member of this house when I say, “Give ordinary 
Western Australians a fair go and we’ll determine fiscal policy, including tax policy, in Western Australia, not in 
Canberra.” 
Several members interjected. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I really regret that what I am hearing from the other side are foolish interjections.  Why do 
members opposite not put their hands up and join with us for once and defend the interests of Western 
Australians and Western Australia? 



 [ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 27 March 2007] 705 

 

YARRAGADEE AQUIFER - PLANS FOR WATER EXTRACTION 

88. Dr S.C. THOMAS to the Minister for the Environment: 
I refer to the proposal to take an additional 45 gigalitres of water from the southern Yarragadee aquifer. 

(1) What is the expected drop in watertables in the south west as a result of this proposal? 

(2) What is the expected ingress of sea water? 

(3) What deleterious effects could these actions result in? 

(4) What monitoring programs will the minister put in place to ensure environmental safety? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 
I thank the member for Capel for his question. 

(1)-(4) As the member would be very well aware, as part of the process two important reports have already 
been released regarding the southern Yarragadee aquifer, including the Environmental Protection 
Authority report that was released early last year and the sustainability panel’s report that was released 
only recently.  I am, of course, according to due process, waiting for the report from the independent 
Appeals Convenor.  Clearly, when I receive that report, I will consider it before determining my 
decision.  As the member would be very well aware, the issues that he has raised and that have been 
raised today in the public meeting outside this place, which I attended, will all be considered in regard 
to this very important issue.  I will not pre-empt the independent Appeals Convener’s report.  It is not 
appropriate for me to comment on this important issue until I have received that report.   

YARRAGADEE AQUIFER - PLANS FOR WATER EXTRACTION 

89. Dr S.C. THOMAS to the Minister for the Environment: 
I ask a supplementary question.  How can the community have faith in the minister’s ability to protect the 
environment if he cannot answer the question?   

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 
Clearly, the member for Capel lacks an understanding of the process.  Having taken over the portfolios of the 
environment and climate change, I will ensure that due process is followed.  Part of that due process is to ensure 
that the independent Appeals Convener has an opportunity to present an independent assessment of the proposal.  
It would be inappropriate to second-guess the independent Appeals Convener’s report before I have read it and 
made a determination.   

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER:  I call the members for Cottesloe, Vasse and Roe to order.   

NORTHBRIDGE CRIME STATISTICS 

90. Mr J.N. HYDE to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: 
Constituents and visitors to the inner city are continually informing me of their perception of greater safety in 
Northbridge.  Can the minister advise the house the current status of actual crime statistics for Northbridge?   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
I thank the member for Perth for the question.  The member for Perth is very aware of the interests of his 
constituents and those people who visit that area of the city and of the need to guarantee greater safety in that 
area.  I am pleased to note that the police conducted a three-month policing trial in Northbridge.  The trial 
involved a dedicated processing centre that ensured that police could spend more time on the streets, which 
meant that, on average, officer time availability increased by 54 per cent.  The Frontline First approach that was 
taken to policing during those three months resulted in a 22 per cent reduction in reported assaults and an 
eight per cent drop in reported offences overall.  Compared with this time last year, robbery offences have been 
reduced by 23.5 per cent.  The proactive approach to policing involves looking at new ways of policing and 
focusing on known hotspots that have given rise to concerns about safety and crime.  The extra resources and 
officers that the government has provided the Western Australia Police has meant that officers have been able to 
do a brilliant job providing greater security on the streets.  I commend the Commissioner of Police, senior 
officers and the officers on patrol who are ensuring the safety of our people.  They are doing a brilliant job, a fact 
that is reflected by the crime figures.  I thank the member for Perth for his interest in this Northbridge issue.   

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I call the member for Roe to order for the third time.  I also call the member 
for Hillarys to order.   
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YARRAGADEE AQUIFER - PRIVATE BORES 

91. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Minister for Water Resources: 
Given the mounting scientific and community concern over the government’s headlong rush to take up 
45 gigalitres of water from the south west Yarragadee, can the minister confirm that the Department of Water is 
rejecting all applications for private bores in the south west Yarragadee pending the government’s final decision 
on the Yarragadee proposal?   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
The first part of the question is clearly inaccurate.  I do not know how the member can call four years of 
scientific study a headlong rush when a decision has not been made.  The member for Stirling must consider the 
facts of the matter.  A large amount of water in the south west is already available for licensing.  There are 
restrictions in some areas, because there is a range of different aquifers.  Dealing with the environmental 
standards that must be met is not the Department of Water’s primary purpose.  That is the responsibility of the 
Environmental Protection Authority and the Department of the Environment.  The Department of Water is 
clearly responsible for the allocation of water through licences and for the monitoring of those licences.  It will 
seek to meet those responsibilities in the most equitable way.  I had hoped that members opposite would have 
come on board on this issue.  In 2001, 2002 and 2003, members of the opposition said that the government was 
beating up the water issue.  They said that there was no problem with water and that the issue was a political 
beat-up.  Having changed their views, they are now not dealing with the facts.  The facts are that there is ample 
scientific evidence to show that climate change in our drying climate will put more pressure on our water 
resources.  As a result, we must ensure that proper management is in place, which is what the government is 
moving to ensure.  On the basis of proper management, we will seek to ensure that there is an equitable 
allocation of that water to users in the south west.  However, we cannot escape the fact that in some areas, water 
is in short supply.  We need to ensure that that water is used as efficiently as possible.   

YARRAGADEE AQUIFER - PRIVATE BORES 

92. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Minister for Water Resources:   
I ask a supplementary question.  Can the minister guarantee that, if the Yarragadee proposal goes ahead, farmers 
in the south west will be able to access sufficient water for their needs? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
I have every confidence that we will manage water properly for the environment, and equitably for the users.  In 
a number of areas in the south west, there is competition for water.  That will be an issue regardless of whether 
we take water from the south west Yarragadee.  If the decision is made to put in the infrastructure for the south 
west Yarragadee, that will be of considerable advantage in providing water to people in the south west. 

EDUCATION CURRICULUM - COMMENTS OF FEDERAL MINISTER 

93. Mrs J. HUGHES to the Minister for Education and Training: 
What is the minister’s response to the call by the federal Minister for Education, Science and Training for the 
states to de-clutter the school curriculum? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I thank the member for Kingsley for the question.  Frankly, I was amazed - I was gobsmacked - when I heard -  
Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I was incredulous -  
Mr T.K. Waldron interjected.   

Mr M. McGOWAN:  I was deeply surprised when I heard the comments by the federal minister calling for the 
states to de-clutter the school curriculum.  This is the same federal minister who a month and a half ago was 
saying that we need to teach children manners in the classroom!  We need to teach schoolchildren how to break a 
bread roll, how to tip a soup bowl, how to walk with a book on their head to make sure that young women -  

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Why only young women? 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  She might have been referring to young men as well and to teaching them how to walk 
appropriately, Pygmalion-style!  The same minister who was urging the states to adopt that sort of arrangement 
in our school classrooms is now calling for the states to de-clutter the school curriculum!  The minister is a bit 
behind the times.  We are doing a lot of things to ensure that the basics are taught in our primary schools.  First, 
we are reintroducing a school syllabus that was abolished in 1998.  That syllabus will come back into schools 
next year.  We are providing worksheet examples for classroom teachers, particularly new teachers who are a bit 
unsure of what they should be doing in the classroom at any point in time.  Worksheets will be available.  More 
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sample materials will be available for schools.  We are also making sure that teachers will be able mark in the 
traditional way.  The entire education debate in recent years has been about this matter.  Teachers will now be 
able to mark in the way that they are used to.  That will mean that teachers will spend a lot less time on 
assessment and a lot more time on teaching.   

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Is that for year 12 English? 

Mr M. McGOWAN:  We have been over that issue many times.  In years 11 and 12 there has been a return to a 
system of marking that will ensure a fine-grade assessment.  That is what has been requested.  Again, we moved 
away from that when members opposite were in government.  We will ensure also that more than 50 per cent of 
the time of primary schoolchildren is spent on literacy and numeracy.  We are achieving basic standards and 
good standards in education.  We are not heading towards the teaching of manners. 

NUCLEAR POWER STATIONS - PREMIER’S PLAN 

94. Mr J.H.D. DAY to the Minister for Energy: 
I refer to the Premier’s vision for Western Australia’s nuclear-powered future.  Does the minister support the 
Premier’s plan to use uranium in nuclear power plants in Western Australia?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 
Clearly, the member for Darling Range was not listening carefully when the Premier made his response to media 
questioning the other day.  The Premier certainly did not indicate that we would be mining uranium for use in 
nuclear power stations. 

Mr T. Buswell:  Yes, he did. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  He did not say that.  He did not say that we would be mining uranium at all.  What the 
Premier said the other day is consistent with what he has said over the past few years, including - 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  The problem I have with interjections at that level is that it gets to the point that the 
minister is about to answer the question, and he is drowned out by what the Opposition’s views are.  The 
question has been asked.  Let the minister finish.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Thank you, Mr Speaker, 

The Premier’s statement was consistent with all the statements that he has made over the past few years -  

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I call the member for Cottesloe to order for the second time. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  - including the time when he was Minister for Energy; that is, that the uranium that exists in 
the ground in Western Australia may well be of some use to a future government, when all the problems that are 
associated with the use of uranium in the nuclear industry have been resolved.  The Premier has not shifted from 
that position.  The position of the government of Western Australia is that we oppose uranium mining, and we 
oppose the establishment of a nuclear industry.  

NUCLEAR POWER STATIONS - PREMIER’S PLAN 

95. Mr J.H.D. DAY to the Minister for Energy: 
I ask a supplementary question.  How does the minister reconcile the Labor Party’s opposition to uranium 
mining in Western Australia - full stop - with the fact that the Premier, and now also the minister, are saying that 
uranium may well be used for electricity generation in Western Australia in the future?   

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 
Well, I do not know how much clearer we can put the position.  We oppose uranium mining, and we oppose the 
establishment of a nuclear industry, whether it be for the generation of electricity, or whether it be for the storage 
of processed uranium.  We oppose that in Western Australia.  However, in the future, when all the problems that 
are associated with the use of uranium in the nuclear fuel cycle have been resolved, possibly a future government 
will use uranium.   

HOUSE FIRES 

96. Mr R.C. KUCERA to the Minister for Housing and Works: 
Having personally over many years experienced the absolute tragedy of house fires, I ask: will the minister 
advise the house of the initiatives this government is undertaking to make houses safer and help prevent the loss 
of lives from house fires?   
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Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
I thank the member for Yokine for the question.  I also acknowledge the role that our emergency services 
workers are required to play when a house fire takes place.  That includes, obviously, our fire and emergency 
services personnel, and the police officers and arson squad officers who conduct some of the investigations.  
Sadly, each year, over $20 million-worth of damage is caused by domestic house fires.  That is despite the fact 
that we run strong education campaigns advising people to install a smoke alarm in their house.  We also remind 
people on 1 April each year, by way of an advertising and education campaign, to make sure that the batteries 
are not flat and their smoke alarm is functioning properly.  Even more sadly, each year on average five lives are 
lost due to house fires.  Those are five lives that, in the view of this government, could have been saved had 
people installed a functioning smoke alarm.  One of the things this government did some 10 years ago, in 1997, 
was to require that a hard-wired smoke alarm be installed not only in all new houses, but also in existing houses 
if major renovations that cost in excess of $10 000 are carried out.  Sadly, though, a large percentage of houses 
do not have functioning smoke alarms.  People are relied on to ensure that the batteries in the battery-operated 
smoke alarms are not flat.  Sadly, there are plenty of stories of people who get tired of the incessant beeping 
noise that occurs when those batteries go flat and therefore remove those batteries and do not replace them.  Last 
weekend the government announced an important step; that is, in the future whenever houses are let out or sold, 
they will be required to have a mains-powered smoke alarm.  This sends a very strong message to the 
community.  I urge all members to encourage the people in their electorates to install hard-wired smoke alarms.  
I visited a family on the weekend whose house caught fire a week ago.  A young couple with two young children 
managed to escape a house fire because they had a mains-powered smoke alarm. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  What happens when the power goes out? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS:  That is a good question.  Most hard-wired smoke alarms have a couple of backup 
lithium batteries if the power goes off.  Indeed, I have found that if the lithium batteries go flat, the smoke alarms 
also emit that beeping sound, so people need to replace the batteries.  Clearly, about 99 per cent of the time, 
power is connected to the house and it is a much more fail-safe system.  I believe that this move will definitely 
save up to five lives a year. 

NUCLEAR POWER STATIONS - PREMIER’S COMMENTS 

97. Mr P.D. OMODEI to the Premier: 
In the Premier’s Statement of 27 February this year, he said that he would -  

. . . introduce this year a new bill to prohibit the establishment of nuclear power stations and enrichment 
facilities within WA. 

(1) How does the Premier reconcile these comments with the fact that just four days ago he said that we 
should be quarantining uranium for the use of our own nuclear power stations over the next few 
decades? 

(2) Is it the case that his policy now is to oppose uranium mining, while at the same time supporting 
nuclear power generation in Western Australia; and, if so, where will the waste be stored? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
(1)-(2) I suppose it is part of the to and fro of politics that this sort of stupidity masquerades as a political 

position.  One of the things that happen when governments adopt sensible policy is that oppositions are 
driven to points of extreme idiocy, and that is basically what is going on here - extreme idiocy.  Let us 
establish the ground rules here and now.  Let me turn this around.  I hope the people who have come a 
long way to Parliament today have made some assessments about the type of people sitting on that side 
of Parliament. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Arrogant smart alec, they will say. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  They can make that assessment.  Does the Leader of the Opposition support uranium 
mining and would he allow uranium mining in Western Australia if he could? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  It is our known policy. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Okay; that is it.  There we go.  If, perchance, there were a change of government at the 
next election, that state government would allow uranium mining in this state as soon as possible.  As long as I 
am the Premier of this state, there will be no uranium mining. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  But you will have nuclear power generation in the future. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Mr Speaker, remind me: where is the camera?  As long as I am the Premier of 
Western Australia, there will be no uranium mining.  What we have here masquerading as some sort of political 
position is a degree of idiocy and stupidity that would see students fail the most basic test of comprehension by a 
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group of people who are forever castigating our education system and our educational achievements.  It is 
incomprehensible how anybody with a modicum of intelligence could embrace the position that the Leader of 
the Opposition has apparently embraced in his question to me. 

This is the situation: first, as long as I am the Premier of Western Australia, there will not be any uranium mining 
in this state.  I believe that questions of uranium mining, like other mining, should be a matter for people in 
individual states.  If, for example, the people of South Australia wanted to mine and export uranium, that should 
be a matter between them and their government.  When Peter Beattie decided last week that Queensland would 
change its position, I believe that was a matter between the Queensland people and the Premier of Queensland. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  He just sucked the investment in uranium out of this state.  Uranium mining is largely funded 
out of Western Australia into Queensland.  The funds are raised in this state. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Has the member for Cottesloe also indicated that he thinks that Western Australia 
should be a nuclear waste dump site? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  No. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Is he sure about that? 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Yes. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I will go back through the records.  Member for Kimberley, I think he did, did he not? 

Mrs C.A. Martin interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I think the member for Cottesloe has. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  In my view, the internal economic, social and political dynamics of South Australia 
are very different from those in Western Australia. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  And in Queensland. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  As they are in Queensland; they are very different.  In Western Australia we do not 
need to mine and export uranium.  There is no economic imperative.  There are extremely profound 
environmental and safety issues that lead me to believe that Western Australia should not mine and export 
uranium, and I have said that over and again.  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  It is no different from any other mining.  It is similar to mineral sands mining. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  If there were to be a change of government in Western Australia, and we had a pro-
uranium mining government and uranium mining took place, we would then immediately be opening the door to 
Western Australia becoming a nuclear waste dump site. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  There is absolutely no question about that.  Western Australia, because of its 
geography, topography, geology and demography, has been identified as one of the very best sites in the world 
for a nuclear waste dump.  That is why when the opposition was in government, a company called Pangea 
Resources Australia was sniffing around and licking its lips, trying to get its foot in the door to this state to open 
up Western Australia as a nuclear waste dump site. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  And what happened? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It got thrown out of government before it happened.  That is why members sitting 
opposite in this Parliament and members of the Liberal Party in the federal Parliament are advocating exactly 
that.  Federal and state Liberal members of Parliament are saying that Western Australia should seize the 
opportunity for massive windfall financial gains by allowing our state to become the world’s nuclear waste dump 
site.  Members opposite have said it over and again.  Federal Liberal members of Parliament have said it. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Federal members now, is it? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I am quite happy to bring in the quotes. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Leader of the Opposition, I will say this again: Western Australia, as opposed to the 
other places you have mentioned, is where we live.  We get elected by the Western Australian people.  The 
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Western Australian people have indicated to me quite clearly on at least two or three occasions that they do not 
want uranium mining in this state. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Western Australia the landmass - not Queensland, Victoria or New South Wales - has 
been identified as one of the best two or three sites in the entire world for a nuclear waste dump.  That is why 
people who are advocates of the nuclear industry are saying that Western Australia should seize the economic 
windfall that is waiting for us and allow the world to dump its nuclear waste in this state.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  What a complete fool.  Why don’t you support the Western Australian mining industry?  
Every other state is developing uranium. 

The SPEAKER:  I call the members for Cottesloe and Vasse to order. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It is useful to get these comments from the opposition on the record.  It was just put to 
me then that I am a fool for not allowing uranium mining.  I thought the basis of the question was that I was 
somehow now advocating uranium mining.  I will say it again for the benefit of the public record: there will be 
no uranium mining in WA while I am the Premier.  What we now know - it has been reiterated here again 
today - is that if members of the opposition get the opportunity to form a government, there will be uranium 
mining, and they think people who oppose it are fools.  That is what they have said today.  They have told all the 
people who have come to Perth to listen to their environmental credentials that they want uranium mining in this 
state and that the people who oppose it are fools.  I think the question of tapping 45 gigalitres of water from 
Yarragadee will pale into insignificance against that monster sitting in the political background.   

That is the position of this side of the house.  It is quite clear.  Why would we in Western Australia, with all 
those adverse consequences sitting out there unresolved and undealt with, allow uranium to get shovelled out the 
door in Western Australia?  What possible gain would we make?  What is so bad about a state government such 
as Western Australia’s having a long-term strategic view in the best interests of the state?  Why is that so 
horrific?  Why does that produce this fog of war?  Driven to this lunatic position, members of the opposition 
throw out all these ridiculous assertions that they have been throwing out since the Leader of the Opposition’s 
press officer produced a statement about “Carpenter’s backflip on uranium mining” on Friday.  The very first 
question that was put to me was, “In the light of Peter Beattie’s position, will you be allowing uranium mining in 
Western Australia?”  My answer was a single word - no. 

I do not think that I will be the Premier of Western Australia in 50 years’ time. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I think you will.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member for Fremantle thinks I might be.  By that stage I will be 100 years old.  
The European Union will be 100 years old and I will be able to make another speech about the importance of the 
European Union to the Western Australian economy.  I look forward to it.  I do not think I will last that long, but 
I guess it is conceivable that at the point of a gun my corpse will be kept in the Parliament and therefore this 
speculative position that the opposition is throwing up as something that will turn out tomorrow may well 
eventuate.  In 50 years’ time I may still be the Premier sitting in this chamber stuffed, looking a bit like Martin 
Landau in that great movie Ed Wood when he played the character of Bela Lugosi and he came upon one of the 
great Hollywood lines - “Pull the string, pull the string.  I’m opening the nuclear power plant.  Pull the string.”  It 
is conceivable.  Maybe by then some sort of reassessment of the quality of our state education system will have 
been done and people will realise that the education system of 2007 is highly unlikely to produce a group of 
idiots as stupid as those who have been produced in generations that have come before us and now sit on the 
opposition benches of the Parliament.   

NUCLEAR POWER STATIONS - PREMIER’S COMMENTS 

98. Mr P.D. OMODEI to the Premier: 
I ask a supplementary question.  Does the Premier resile from his position of last week when he said there would 
be a future nuclear industry in Western Australia?  

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
Mr Speaker, this is probably a question that I have addressed adequately.  Do you think I need to go on?  Do you 
want me to?  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Please. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Okay, I will.  After all, we have a very urgent debate where the man responsible for 
the chainsaw massacre of the Shannon Valley wants to talk about his environmental credentials - this is the man 
who wanted to totally destroy the Shannon River basin.  He wanted to chop everything down to the roots, chip it 
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and send it to Japan.  He is now in here expounding his environmental credentials on the Yarragadee.  What does 
he think would have happened if he had cleared the entire south west of old-growth forests?  Does he think it 
might have affected the water table?  Maybe it would have.  I doubt very much that I will ever see the day 
because I do not think I will live beyond the century mark.  The question that the Leader of the Opposition put to 
me is a real question before members of Parliament in the state Parliament of Western Australia.  I think that the 
ordinary men and women of Western Australia are a lot smarter than the opposition gives them credit for.  When 
they hear me say that there will be no uranium mining as long as I am the Premier of this state, they understand 
what that means.  When they hear me say, “We don’t need to mine uranium,” I think they understand that.  I 
think they also understand that if perchance members of the opposition were sitting on this side of the chamber, 
we would be mining uranium right now and shovelling it out one door while the other door would be open and 
have a sign on it saying “Place waste this way.”  The Leader of the Opposition knows that it is true.  There is a 
very simple question that sits in front of the people of Western Australia: do they want Western Australia to 
mine and export uranium, and do they want Western Australia to be the recipient of the world’s nuclear waste?  
If so, they should vote for the Liberal Party and for the National Party.  If they do not, they should vote for the 
Labor Party at the next state election. 

FINANCE BROKERS CODE OF CONDUCT 

99. Mr M.P. WHITELY to the Minister for Consumer Protection:  
Can the minister inform the house of recent measures to provide greater protection to people who use licensed 
finance brokers? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

I thank the member for his question.  When I announced the $30 million compensation package for victims of 
the finance brokers scandal, I was very much affected and taken by the very sad stories of mostly elderly victims 
of the finance broking scandal.  Members will remember those very sad stories.  They will remember the 
unscrupulous behaviour of some finance brokers and, of course, ought to remember the inaction of the previous 
government.  I am pleased to inform the house of the finalisation of the new finance brokers code of conduct.  
This is the chief mechanism for regulating the day-to-day conduct of finance brokers in the industry.  It 
represents a major improvement in consumer protection in Western Australia and will come into force in June 
this year.  Leading up to that date, we will be informing and contacting every one of the 2 300 finance brokers 
that exist in this state, advising them of the impending changes and encouraging them to participate in a series of 
seminars so that the industry is aware of the code.   
Essentially, the code is the result of extensive consultation.  It addresses the problems and the lessons that were 
learnt from the 1990s and also the Australian Securities and Investments Commission’s inquiry into the industry.  
I will name just a few of those problems: borrowers did not receive adequate information about a broker’s 
services and their rights of redress; brokers were making recommendations where a conflict of interest may have 
existed, and that conflict was not disclosed; and brokers were making recommendations without fully 
considering the needs and circumstances of the borrowers.  Those problems and others are addressed in the code 
of conduct.  Brokers will need to demonstrate that they have made every reasonable inquiry about the needs and 
circumstances of their clients and genuinely and reasonably believe that the loan they have arranged is 
appropriate for the borrower.  This code of conduct, which increases the fines and ensures that licences can be 
suspended or cancelled, strengthens the framework in which finance brokers have to operate.  We believe this 
code highlights this government’s work to ensure that victims, particularly the elderly people in the community, 
are not subject to the sort of disgraceful behaviour that existed in the 1990s under the watch of the previous 
Liberal government.  

URANIUM MINING - GREENS (WA) LEGISLATION 

100. Mr T. BUSWELL to the Premier:   
Will the Premier and the government join with the Liberal Party in opposing the Greens (WA) party’s proposed 
bill to ban uranium mining in Western Australia?   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
I thank the member for the question.  Incidentally, the eminent scientist who was thrown out was replaced by the 
member for Vasse, so attached is he to those environmental credentials.  They threw out one eminent scientist 
and replaced him with the puppet of Noel Crichton-Browne.   
Mr M.W. Trenorden:  We have heard it all before.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It is not the first time that I have heard repetition in this Parliament and I guess it will 
not be the last.  Uranium mining is not allowed in Western Australia and it has not been since we became the 
government.  We said there will not be any uranium mining in Western Australia and there will not be whilst we 
are in government.   
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As Hon Ken Travers has identified, one of the problems that emerges from the proposition that the Greens (WA) 
party is presenting is the very real prospect of claims for compensation from mining companies if we were to 
legislate to ban it.  There are applications here now.  The mining industry understands the state government’s 
position perfectly well and with absolute crystal clarity.  It might not like that position, but it is not contesting it.   

I do not believe that at this point we need to legislate to prohibit uranium mining because we have already done 
it.  I do not believe we need to legislate.  It may be at some point in the future that we decide that it is necessary, 
but I doubt it.   

Mr T. Buswell:  Come with us.   

Several members interjected.  

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Puppets speak usually with the voice of the puppeteer . The member for Vasse is a 
puppet of Noel Crichton-Browne.  The member for Nedlands has identified him as one of the puppets of Noel 
Crichton-Browne. 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I withdraw that, Mr Speaker, and I apologise to the member for Nedlands.  The 
member for Nedlands has not identified him, yet - not by name, but only by attitude and body language.   

Ms S.E. Walker:  Who wrote the member for Victoria Park’s maiden speech?   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Maiden speeches is my theme for the day.  I invite all members to read the maiden 
speech of the now Liberal Party leader.  I remember when he came into Parliament and made that speech.  
People were shocked, gobsmacked and profoundly surprised.   

I do not believe that the proposed legislation is necessary.  In fact, under the current circumstances it may be 
against our interests to legislate to achieve something that we have already achieved quite painlessly.   

BILLS 
Returned 

1. Racing and Wagering Legislation Amendment Bill 2006. 

2. Racing and Wagering Western Australia Tax Amendment Bill 2006. 

Bills returned from the Council without amendment. 

YARRAGADEE AQUIFER - PLANS FOR WATER EXTRACTION 
Motion 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Stirling) [3.34 pm]:  I move - 

 That, regardless of the alternative water sources available to boost Perth’s water supplies, this house 
calls on the state government to direct the Water Corporation to abandon plans to draw 45 gigalitres of 
water from the south west Yarragadee aquifer, given that local water needs are not being met and there 
are significant potential risks to the environment.   

Essentially, there are two arguments on this issue coming out of the south west.  First, the reasonable needs of 
the south west community and, second, the potential environmental impact of the removal of 45 gigalitres to 
Perth.  It is interesting that a week or more ago a constituent of the member for Greenough who has a property in 
Nannup raised the issue that he has been chasing a licence to get groundwater from an allocated system.  It is 
interesting that although the allocation he was seeking would not place too much demand on the relevant bore, 
he was knocked back by the Department of Water on the basis of the following point that was made in the 
Environmental Protection Authority’s report on the issue of the Yarragadee proposal - 

 If the proposal is approved to proceed, the EPA therefore recommends that no further significant private 
allocations be made from the Yarragadee aquifer or from the Leederville and Lesueur Sandstone 
aquifers beneath the west Scott Coastal Plain until the DoW’s South West Water Management Plan has 
been completed, including more rigorous environmental water provisions, and the actual impacts of the 
Water Corporation’s wellfield have been monitored and assessed. 

It concerns me that it is proposed to take 45 gigalitres from the south west of Perth - and the needs of the south 
west have been stated on a number of occasions - and one small application was disallowed on the basis of that 
potential proposal.  It concerns me that things are so close to the line in the south west that local proposals have 
been stopped from going ahead.  The people who have been talking up this proposal - the government, the 
Department of Water and the Water Corporation - say that there is plenty of water there; it is something in the 
vicinity of a million gigalitres.   
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I recall that you, Madam Deputy Speaker, spoke on the last motion that I moved last year on this matter, 
particularly the need to get some of that water, because of concerns you had with the Gnangara mound.  Here we 
have a situation in which a local need has been denied on the basis of this proposal.  It hardly gives us any 
confidence that the Water Corporation has correctly interpreted the studies and feedback from the assessments 
that indicate that there is plenty of water in the south west.  It is a matter of great concern.  Therefore, when it is 
said that once a proposal goes ahead and we need rigorous assessment from the Department of Water before any 
approvals are granted, it is not a given that when the proposal proceeds the local needs will be met.  It is a huge 
concern.   

I moved a motion in this house last year which did not get much more than an afterthought from the minister, 
which concerned me.  A statement was made in the executive summary of the environmental review and 
management program that said by 2033, when the local needs will increase and we know what is happening 
along the west coast, it is possible a proportion of the 45 gigalitres will be retained and used in the south west 
and what remains will go to Perth.  We are potentially spending over $700 million to take water from the south 
west to Perth and by 2033 some of the water will be left in the south west.  What sort of decision is that - $700 
million on something that will take only a fraction of the 45 gigalitres to Perth?  That is hardly the basis on 
which to make good decisions in meeting both the local needs in the south west and the government’s concern; 
that is, the needs of the people who live in the city.   

It is interesting that this motion will give Country Labor members the opportunity to stand up and be counted.  
Obviously their constituents are raising issues with them about local needs and environmental issues.  It has been 
reported in the press that the members concerned have met with the Premier and I am sure they were all hackles 
and claws going into that meeting, but I suspect that they have been tickled under the belly and they will be nice 
and quiet once the government makes its decision.  They have made a few comments, but I am sure that the 
steam has gone from their bellies on that one.  I hope that they will stand up and be counted on this.  It is an 
opportunity for them to speak up and be put on the record in Parliament and to vote accordingly. 

The other concern is the environment.  That has not been more clearly identified than in these articles from The 
West Australian over the past two days.  Eminent scientists have been prepared to put their names in print.  It is 
not too often that we hear such people speak up about issues.  They rarely get political but, because this is such a 
paramount concern, they are prepared to be recorded in the newspaper and be seen publicly to make statements 
and to raise issues.  They should not be sold short on the concerns they are raising.  Their statements reinforce 
their concerns about the issues.  One said - 

Furthermore, the environment is a legitimate consumer of water and its needs must be respected and 
provided for.  In fact, it should be given a water allocation priority higher than that for keeping Perth’s 
gardens and lawns green. 

That is a very clear statement.  One has only to read these articles to get a real feel for the concern the scientific 
community has on drawing 45 gigalitres from the aquifer. 

I moved a motion on this issue last year because I was worried by some of the comments made by the Minister 
for Water Resources.  I mentioned that in one area there was a potential five-metre drop in the watertable.  
Among other things, the minister said - 

I do not know from where the member got the figures suggesting that there would be a five-metre drop 
in the watertable.  They are not the figures I have been shown.  The figures may have been for an earlier 
model. 

The figures came straight from the Water Corporation’s report; they have been quoted by the eminent scientists.  
There are significant environmental concerns.  It worries me that the minister has not got a particularly good 
handle on some of the issues with the proposal that the government is putting up. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I am not sure exactly what you are talking about by referring to five metres.  Be careful not 
to misinterpret one of the tables that shows that where there is considerable depth there would be a five-metre 
change in water pressure, which is not a five-metre drop in the watertable.  You may have some other figures but 
you could be confusing them with that.  It is a five-metre drop in pressure, not a five-metre drop in the water 
levels. 

Mr D.T. REDMAN:  The reference I make is to volume 1, chapter 5, page 5-8.  It states that the watertable will 
drop up to five metres in the Milyeannup Brook and Poison Gully valleys. 

The other concern raised by the eminent scientists is the issue of mitigation plans and the adaptive management 
process.  If I understand what that means, it means that, potentially, we will use less later.  We will take the 45 
gigalitres now and use less later on if it has some impact on the area.  It worries me that we would spend 
$700 million today to get to the point where we would use less but not even meet the needs of Perth; that is, if 
the environmental issues show up, and the eminent scientists say that they are very likely to do so. 
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The other part of the adaptive management process is the mitigation process: if we have a problem here, we will 
get water from somewhere else and pump it to a certain point in order to fix it.  Regarding that, the eminent 
scientists say - 

Bizarrely, the corporation plans to draw additional water from the aquifer to supplement the flows in the 
Blackwood River and tributaries, including St John Brook, Milyeannup Brook and Poison Gully, “if 
unexpected and unacceptable impacts are likely to occur.”  It is almost certain that supplementation will 
not alleviate but instead exacerbate the environmental impacts. 

That is the sort of statement that we are getting from eminent scientists about the plan that the Water Corporation 
has to mitigate the issues that are likely to show up. 
I am also worried - this essentially comes back to the comments of the sustainability panel - that there are trigger 
points that will be put in place.  As such, if certain things happen, the panel will change some of the things it is 
doing.  That is a little bit like saying that, when people were clearing in the 1950s and 1960s, they should have 
said that they would wait to see whether there was any salinity and then use it as a trigger point to stop clearing.  
It took 40 years for salinity to show up.  It will probably take 40 or 50 years to get rid of the issues.  I have a 
concern about setting trigger points.  From what I have read, some of the trigger points include trees dying - little 
things like that.  It is worrying that we will use something like that as a trigger point and to make decisions under 
the adaptive management process.  It will be a little bit late to fix the issues. 
The hypocrisy of this government stands out.  This situation is of very deep concern for people in the south west.  
People in the south west have licences and use an allocated system; we all understand that.  They are now to be 
charged fees for having a licence.  In certain conditions they will be required to have meters on their dams and 
bores, and they will have to pay for those meters.  Yet we have the bizarre situation in which there are 150 000 
bores in Perth that are not required to be metered and there is no requirement to pay any fees.  Those bores are 
drawing something like 120 gigalitres from the groundwater supplies in Perth.  I find it bizarre and the height of 
hypocrisy that the pressure is going on in the very area from which the Water Corporation wants to draw 45 
gigalitres of water to send to Perth when 120 gigalitres is being taken from Perth groundwater supplies but it is 
totally unmonitored.  There is no standard to work out what is happening to that water.  I know that Madam 
Deputy Speaker (Mrs D.J. Guise) is very concerned about that.  In addition, the member for Swan Hills raised 
this issue last week during a grievance. 
This is an issue that Country Labor should stand up and be counted on.  I know that Country Labor members 
have constituents who are very concerned about this.  This issue has been raised with me on a number of fronts.  
I am sure it has been raised with the Leader of the Opposition and other members whose electorates have 
communities that are in the allocated systems.  This is something that the government can take a balanced stance 
on rather than taking a hypocritical position, which is clearly shown in the divide between city and country. 
I will close my comments to give the Leader of the National Party a chance to say a few words.  The Nationals’ 
position has been very consistent on this.  Right from the outset, we have been against the proposal to pump 45 
gigalitres of water to Perth.  To our minds, regional needs are not being given the weight they deserve.  That is 
clearly evident in that some of the proposals for drawing from bores have been knocked back.  It is worrying that 
the driver for the government to look at this proposal is that it is not ready for desal 2.  When I asked the minister 
a question about that late last year, he said that desal 2 was on the drawing board and that all the proposals and 
processes were going through for it to happen if the Yarragadee fell over.  I am interested to hear the minister’s 
comments on that because it is concerning that that may well be the driver for the government to look at the very 
cheap and easy option of taking water from the south west Yarragadee.   
MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [3.48 pm]:  I will take the opportunity of the 
couple of minutes I have available to support the motion of the member for Stirling about the south west 
Yarragadee.  This is a very important issue for the Parliament and the state.  Many of us will have watched the 
program on the ABC on Sunday night about the goldfields pipeline scheme and the politics involved and the 
issues that arose at the time, which was around the turn of the last century.  The scheme was of great importance 
to the state of Western Australia.  This debate is very important and it is disappointing that the best we could get 
was a one-hour debate.  This is a unique opportunity for all members of Parliament to make their points clear.  It 
is particularly disappointing for me that, with the time allowed for the debate, members of the Labor Party from 
country areas will not have the time to put their arguments.  We see a continual pattern in which the cabinet - the 
inner sanctum of government - comes up with its directions and everyone on the other side of the Parliament 
seems to fall into line.  If ever there were a time to not fall into line, it is on this issue of the south west 
Yarragadee.  I am not one to say that we do not need to find a new water source; I agree that we do.  We should 
be planning for another 45-gigalitre water source in the state.  It disappoints me that already 100 gigalitres of 
waste water are being issued from the waste water treatment plants at points along the coast in the metropolitan 
area.  The water has already been treated to a degree. 
This government claims credit for Western Australia being the first state in the commonwealth to take the lead in 
putting desalination into our water mix.  As a supporter of desalination, my only concern with that project was 
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the outfall into Cockburn Sound.  I still have concerns about that but it could be easily mitigated by lengthening 
the outfall pipe into the shipping channel.  If $700 million is on the table for the next water source, why are we 
not doing the work to utilise that 100 gigalitres of waste water that is already in the system, and already in the 
metropolitan area?  It is here, and all we need to do is look at processing that water and refining it.  Western 
Australia has shown its ability to take the lead on water issues, so let us now take the lead on the recycling of 
water.  There was a disgraceful outcome in Toowoomba in Queensland, which decided not to go down that path.  
There was a similar debate in the recent New South Wales election campaign.  We can walk away from the 
Yarragadee proposal because of the questions that it raises and embrace water recycling.  We can send a clear 
message to the community that water recycling is something that we have to get used to in our drying climate.  It 
is all waiting to be researched.  Instead, we are arguing with the people of the south west about taking their 
water.  We have a new water source right on the doorstep of the metropolitan area, where the water is needed.  
This government will be forever remembered as the government that tapped the Yarragadee while ignoring 
waste water recycling. 
DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [3.51 pm]:  I support this motion asking the government to abandon its 
plans to draw 45 gigalitres of water from the south west Yarragadee aquifer.  The government says that its plan 
is based on research done by the Water Corporation.  Who exactly in the Water Corporation has done this 
research?  Many people are saying that the people who did this research are the dinosaurs in the Water 
Corporation.  The Environmental Protection Authority says that there are serious gaps in the scientific 
knowledge presented by the Water Corporation.  There is a big question mark over the credentials of the 
scientists who have considered this project for the Water Corporation.  We know from the studies by the 
Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation that rainfall has decreased in the past 30 years in 
the south west, and that climate change is upon us.  We are all waiting anxiously to hear from the new Minister 
for Climate Change what the government’s position is on that issue.   
Why are we planning to destroy one of Western Australia’s major icons - the south west?  Many people have 
said that it is a biodiversity hotspot, considering the wildlife and plants in the region.  It contains many things of 
great natural beauty that people in the metropolitan area enjoy sharing when they visit the area.  What will 
happen if the government taps the Yarragadee aquifer?  We know that the watertable will be lowered by five 
metres, which will be a threat to animals, birds and wildflowers.  We will see the extinction of some of those 
animals and plants.  We know from the scientists who have considered this issue that the land is likely to become 
more acidic and there will be more algal blooms in the rivers. 
I urge the government to listen to the call of not only the people of the south west but also many people in the 
metropolitan area who want to see the south west protected, just as you want to see your area protected, Madam 
Deputy Speaker, from the damage caused by the overdrawing of water from the Gnangara mound.  You have 
seen for yourself the problems in the northern metropolitan area, and we do not want to cause even worse 
problems down south.  It is important that this government listen to the community and act on what it is saying.  
If this government does not act on what is becoming a growing community concern, I am sure that its members 
will enjoy sitting on this side of the house in a few years.  That will be the outcome, because this movement to 
save the Yarragadee will grow.  The government must take heed, rather than spending $700 million and saying 
that the project will be stopped if there is any environmental damage.  That damage may not become apparent 
for 10 years.  Because of climate change, the damage done as a result of tapping the Yarragadee may never be 
repaired.  I asked the government to abandon plans to tap the south west Yarragadee aquifer. 

DR S.C. THOMAS (Capel) [3.56 pm]:  I do not usually take time to deal with history in these issues, but I will 
throw in a small amount of history for the edification of the Minister for Water Resources and my other 
parliamentary colleagues.  I will read into the record a policy that was carried into the 2005 election.  It states -  

On the evidence currently available, the Coalition believes that the water from the Yarragadee should 
not be accessed to provide for the extra 45 gigalitres sought by the Water Corporation.  

Dr J.M. Woollard:  What is that document? 
Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I will seek to table this document and have it lie on the table so that members can see what 
the coalition’s approach was in 2005, and how it reflected its approach before that.  Those looking for an 
outcome on the Yarragadee ask the government not to play politics with this issue by suggesting that the Liberal 
Party has, for some reason, changed its tune.  Neither does it do the National Party any credit to take the same 
position, because it is not true.  I seek to lay this paper on the table for the remainder of today’s sitting.  It is the 
Liberal-National coalition Western Australian policy package for 2005.  
[The paper was tabled for the information of members.] 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  That policy states that the coalition opposes this project.  It is not a new policy for the 
Liberal Party, as compared with Country Labor, which I understand has just recently decided to oppose this 
policy.  We should hear from the mentor for Country Labor - I believe that is the correct term - the member for 
Collie-Wellington.  The member was not in the chamber when I last spoke, and I called him the brains trust of 
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Country Labor.  “Mentor” might be a more appropriate term.  Will he stand and give us Country Labor’s opinion 
in the current debate? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I have encouraged him to do so, so don’t you try to discourage him.  

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Will the member for Collie-Wellington stand and give us his position? 

Mr M.P. Murray:  I’m not telling.  

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  We would like to hear what the position of the member for Collie-Wellington is.  I am only 
going by what I read in the newspaper, and the Minister for Water Resources will probably tell me that we 
cannot always trust what we read in newspapers.  The newspaper says that Country Labor has opposed the 
Yarragadee project.  There are two issues there.  Let us first hear the mentor for Country Labor actually confirm 
or deny that in the house.  Then let us hear the Minister for Water Resources respond by saying how he intends 
to treat that affirmation or denial.  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The members of Country Labor have represented the views of their constituents, and they 
have pointed out that many of their constituents are opposed to the project.  

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Will that change the outcome? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  It is an important factor that will be taken into account.  

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Will it change the outcome?  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  There are a lot of factors to be taken into account; you’ll have to wait till the end of the 
process to find out whether it is the one that oversees all the others. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  How big a difference will it make?  This is the opposition’s concern, and the reason that it 
is an urgent motion that needs to be debated.  Can this government be trusted?  Can the state Labor Party be 
trusted with what will probably be the most important environmental decision this state has ever made or will 
make in the long-term future? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Are you saying that 45 gigalitres of water could not be taken from the south west 
Yarragadee? 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Forty-five gigalitres of water has already been allocated from the south west Yarragadee.  I 
am saying that the government should not be trying to take an additional 45 gigalitres from the Yarragadee.  The 
government’s proposal is to extract this water on top of everything else and bring it to Perth.  This will put the 
environment of the south west at risk.  The government is proposing this in the face of the information that the 
minister has been given; he realises that that amount of water should not be taken.  I am saying that there are 
alternatives. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  There are two different issues.  Are you saying that the 45 gigalitres should not be taken for 
environmental reasons, or are you saying it can be taken, but don’t take it to Perth? 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  I am saying that the government should not take the additional 45 gigalitres.  In my view, 
whether the government takes it to Perth is irrelevant, but the government should not pursue the proposal to 
extract another 45 gigalitres of water from the Yarragadee. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  If you are saying that, then that water can’t be taken because we would be strangling the 
south west. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Is the minister suggesting that the south west will absorb 45 gigalitres of water? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I’m saying that we want to make sure there’s enough water for the future of the south west.  
If you’re saying environmental criteria mean we can’t take it - 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  QED.  The Minister for Water Resources has just said that the government will take 45 
gigalitres of water to Perth.  He said that if it is not used in the south west, it will strangle the south west.  Which 
is it?  Will the government strangle the south west or not? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I’m saying you need approval so that you make sure you’ve got water for future use in the 
south west. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  The Minister for Water Resources has just told the house that if the Liberal Party shut this 
operation down and did not make extra water resources available for the south west, it would strangle the south 
west. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  No, I didn’t say that.  I said that if you’re saying you can’t take another 45 gigalitres of water 
out of the south west Yarragadee, then you will stop any development in the south west. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  We can perhaps take additional water, but the south west does not need 45 gigalitres at this 
stage. 
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Mr J.C. Kobelke:  But in the future? 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  The government’s proposal is to take an additional 45 gigalitres.  The government will 
harvest this from its current allocation to within about five gigalitres of the Environmental Protection Authority’s 
recommendation for the maximum take.  The “South West Strangler” will, as a result of this proposal, strangle 
the environment, growth and potential of the south west.  I hope the Minister for the Environment will give us 
some information.  I am disappointed that he refused to answer any questions during question time.  I hope he 
has spent some time in the interim being briefed on some of these impacts, because he has potentially to make 
the most important environmental decision that this or any Western Australian state government has probably 
ever faced, and the opposition wants to know if the trainer wheels are on or off.  Are we to have an L-plate 
minister make the most important environmental decision, when he cannot tell the Legislative Assembly what 
will be the impacts of a dropping water table?  The Minister for Water Resources could probably try to explain it 
to him; or will he make the decision for the Minister for the Environment and then let him know which way he 
should go?  The decision should be made by somebody who actually has some knowledge of the process.  The 
Minister for Water Resources might ignore the outcomes, but he at least seems to have some form of 
understanding of what impacts the dropping of water tables and the ingress of salt water might have on native 
species and on wetlands.  What has his response been so far?  We are waiting for the Minister for the 
Environment to give us his knowledge, because he is about to make this decision.  Is he just a puppet of the 
Minister for Water Resources? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  As he is in a position in which he is to make a determination, it would be quite improper for 
him to comment on the details that go into that decision.  I thought the member for Capel might know that. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  It would not be improper at all; it would not be improper for him to demonstrate that he has 
some knowledge of the environmental impacts of the proposal that will be put before him. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  You don’t understand the process. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  The member for Albany makes a good point.  Would any environment minister be in 
contempt of either Parliament or the law if he were to make any comment with regard to a project before 
approvals were in place? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The issue is that it may leave the proposal open to challenges standing up in court through 
apprehended bias. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Have any of the government’s ministers previously made comment on a proposal before a 
decision had been reached?  The government had a very good Minister for the Environment - the member for 
Maylands, sitting up the back.  She was not all that interested in promoting the Yarragadee option or a number of 
other environmental options that were put forward.  When the member for Maylands was Minister for the 
Environment, did she make any comments about the Yarragadee proposal? 

Dr J.M. Edwards:  I can’t remember! 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Dear, oh, dear!  The Carmen Lawrence response!  I expected better from the member for 
Maylands; I have great respect for her.  This is a huge problem for the south west.  The L-plate minister about to 
make this decision will potentially put the future of the south west at risk for the gain of this government. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  They don’t even know the impacts. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  The minister will very soon make an ultimate decision on this proposal and it will go ahead 
without the minister having understood the impacts or having a full appreciation of what will happen.  It is the 
death of the precautionary principle.  Maybe while the Minister for the Environment is being briefed on his 
environmental activities, the government might actually try to introduce him to the precautionary principle.  It is 
written in the Environmental Protection Act; we might have to seek out a copy to send to the minister so that he 
might have some understanding of it.  The Labor Party has put in place a suck-it-and-see proposal for developing 
the Yarragadee and it is the complete antithesis of the precautionary principle.  This government does not 
understand the environment, it does not understand the precautionary principle, and it is willing to gamble with 
the environment, growth and health of the people of the south west of this state.  It is a disgrace. 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Deputy Premier) [4.05 pm]:  I cannot agree with this motion.  I can see several 
things wrong with it, purely in the way in which it has been drafted.  The first thing that strikes me is the strange 
phrase in the first sentence that reads - 

. . . regardless of the alternative water sources available . . .  

What an ignorant position for an opposition to put forward - the idea that regardless of what alternative approach 
will need to be adopted, we should simply rule out one possible choice.  Politics is always about choice, and if 
we do not have one choice available to us, we need to make another choice.  I think it is irrational for that phrase 
to be included in this motion.   
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The second thing wrong with the motion is that it refers to Perth’s water supplies.  The government is 
considering ways in which to boost supplies into the integrated water supply scheme, which supplies not only the 
Perth metropolitan area but also a very large part of the south west of Western Australia.  We are talking about 
not only Perth’s water supply but also Kalgoorlie, Northam and Moora’s water supplies.  The opposition’s 
approach would deny the possibility of one particular source being used to boost water supplies in other country 
areas.  I would like the National Party to explain to people in country areas outside the south west why it has 
taken an approach that might deny those people the water they need. 

Another thing I have noticed about the motion is that there seems to be an internal contradiction.  A fragment 
within the last couple of lines reads - 

. . . local water needs are not being met . . .  

The motion later makes mention of potential risks to the environment.  I think the opposition needs to say 
whether it thinks that 45 gigalitres can be taken from the south west Yarragadee, because I think it is trying to 
have its cake and eat it too.  I think the opposition is arguing that we cannot take 45 gigalitres from the south 
west Yarragadee for the integrated water supply - for Moora, Kalgoorlie or Northam - but we can take 45 
gigalitres for other purposes.  I do not think the opposition can run the environmental argument and the local 
needs argument together.  Either it is safe to take 45 gigalitres out of the Yarragadee or it is not safe.  It does not 
become safer because it is being used for local needs rather than to meet needs in drier parts of the state such as 
Kalgoorlie or parts of the wheatbelt. 

I want to assure the house that the government would not lightly make a decision on the Yarragadee project.  
Quite apart from environmental concerns, the cost of the Yarragadee project is in excess of $700 million.  A 
$700 million decision is a pretty significant decision for any government to make.  The government lives within 
a self-imposed debt-to-revenue ratio cap of 47 per cent.  That limits the borrowings it can undertake.  It limits 
even the borrowings in our government trading enterprises.  We have massive demands for additional 
infrastructure in our electricity system and we already have massive demands for additional infrastructure 
expenditure in our water supply system.  We would not allocate more than $700 million of borrowing capacity 
for a project unless we were absolutely convinced that that project was needed.  Purely on financial grounds, the 
government will think very carefully about whether to proceed with the Yarragadee project, or indeed with 
alternative water sources.  Part of the judgement will be based on what level of risk we think we should run with 
our integrated water supply scheme.  Current planning is based on there not being a greater than one in 200-year 
risk that a complete sprinkler ban will be imposed.  There may be people, even members in this house, who think 
we could take a less conservative position than that.  Some states work on a one in 50-year risk of a complete 
sprinkler ban rather than a one in 200-year risk.  However, those states do not have the same hot dry summers 
and sandy soils that we have in Western Australia, so our risk profile arguably should be different.  That is the 
sort of consideration that needs to be given when we think about spending $700 million-plus of our borrowing 
capacity on a project like this. 

Other financial implications must be thought about.  An alternative water source for Yarragadee would be a 
second desalination plant.  There are two issues with regard to a second desalination plant.  One is that it could 
not come on in the same time frame as Yarragadee; the second is that the project would be more expensive and 
the water would be more expensive.  I think it is worthwhile to think about what people’s water bills would be.  I 
can tell members that on the best advice available to me, a second desalination plant would make water bills on 
average $40 to $50 a year more expensive than they would be if the Yarragadee project proceeded.  Members 
opposite have to acknowledge that if they persist with their irrational attitude that Yarragadee has to be ruled out, 
what they are advocating is either a greater risk of a complete sprinkler ban, or a $50 tax on each household for 
more expensive water. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  So it’s the opposition’s fault, is it? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  The Leader of the Opposition is not adding anything to the debate with his angry 
interjections. 

I want to leave the financial implications aside because we are not going to make a decision on this matter purely 
on financial implications.  We are not going to proceed with any water resource development that damages the 
environment.  That is the bottom line.  We have a rigorous process for environmental assessment of private 
sector projects and government projects.  Members should have confidence in our Environmental Protection 
Authority and the rigour of its processes.  I point out that the Environmental Protection Authority has already 
said that Yarragadee could go ahead, albeit under strict conditions.  Our processes do not finish with the 
Environmental Protection Authority report.  There is an opportunity for people in the community to appeal, and 
they have done so.  The process is that the Appeals Convener examines all the appeals and prepares a report for 
the consideration of the Minister for the Environment.  The Minister for the Environment makes a decision 
according to his statutory responsibilities.  He does not make a political decision on these issues.  The Minister 
for the Environment will properly assess the Environmental Protection Authority’s report, the substance of the 
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appeals and the Appeals Convener’s report before making a decision.  If environmental damage will flow from 
the development of the Yarragadee project, the government will not proceed.  That is a matter that the Minister 
for the Environment will consider. 

There have been a lot of calls from the opposition for the Minister for the Environment to speak in this debate.  I 
find that hard to believe because I think this is the same opposition that demanded that the former Minister for 
the Environment not participate in the assessment of a proposal because she had made some comments about the 
proposal before the assessment process began.  The opposition demanded that she step aside from the making of 
that decision because it said there was pre-existing bias on her part.  Now the opposition wants the new Minister 
for the Environment to express a view, to provide evidence of pre-existing bias, and go ahead and make the 
decision.  I do not think members opposite understand the process.  I do not think they properly appreciate the 
rigour of our environmental protection legislation.  I do not think they properly appreciate how people, apart 
from scientists who provide reports to the EPA, have an opportunity to engage in the process. 

The government is considering this matter, in all its complexity, properly and seriously.  We are not going to 
damage the environment and we are not going to rush into a very big financial decision unless we are absolutely 
confident that this is safe and is required. 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee - Premier) [4.16 pm]:  I reiterate all remarks made by the Deputy Premier.  
This issue will be dealt with properly and with propriety, and in the way people expect a government to deal with 
things.  It will not be dealt with in an ad hoc, knee-jerk way that simply responds to politics.  It will be done 
properly.  We have to ensure we make the right decision on our long-term water supplies for the future, and we 
will do so. 

I want to bring to the attention of those who have come such a long-distance today, but may have gone home 
now, that I mentioned in question time that people should look at the totality of our attitude towards these issues, 
not just the latest spin provided by a particular person to suit the political climate in which they find themselves.  
I refer members of the public to the parliamentary debate of 24 October 2002.  The Hansard of that date 
indicates that the now Leader of the Opposition fulminated against the government over his non-invitation to a 
water symposium.  Remember what I said about his maiden speech and his attitude towards logging of old-
growth forests.  I urge people to read the Hansard.  He stated in part - 

The clear message to successive Governments is that the inflow to our dams is limited and that 
provision should be made for the supply of more water.  If we spent less time talking about trying to 
pipe water 4 000 kilometres at a cost of $5 a kilolitre - $5 a tonne - when the people in Carnarvon 
reckon they will go broke at 23c a tonne, maybe we would make some headway.  

We know that there is a huge water supply in the Yarragadee aquifer under Perth.  That is the area that 
should be concentrated on.  I believe that the leadership of the Government has been severely lacking.  
The setting up of a summit was a con.  Substantial information has been logged by the Water 
Corporation, the Water and Rivers Commission and the Department of Mineral and Petroleum 
Resources for not just decades but more than a century.  The information exists.  The dam sites in the 
south west, and the amount of run-off, have all been surveyed. Many of these surveys were conducted 
10, 15 or 20 years ago, or even more.  In the early 1900s, dams in the south west were surveyed.  The 
ground water is there.  However, we must ascertain the most sensible and cost-efficient way of getting it 
out of the ground.  

Members should read the totality of what the Leader of the Opposition said. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  You should read it!   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I have, and I just took the opportunity to read it again.  If ever there was an indication 
of - I shall be generous - an inconsistency to suit the times, that is such an example.  The Leader of the 
Opposition went on to advocate pumping more water out of the Gnangara mound.  The Hansard continues -  

The water in the Gnangara mound flows into the Indian Ocean.  A series of bores could be installed 
throughout Tamala Park and along the coast.  There needs to be far more.  Ultimately, that water runs 
into the ocean.  A lot more can be done.  

If ever there was an example of inconsistency to suit the times, those quotes demonstrate it.  I repeat: the 
government will make a decision on the basis of the best evidence and what it is in the best interests of the state 
in the long term.  We will not seek to mislead the public or gild the lily.  Further, we will not seek to take 
political opportunism to new heights because of the well-intended protest movement that this matter has 
generated.  People can make their own judgements about the consistency - I will go so far as to say honesty - of 
those who are taking part in this debate in the political domain.   

In question time I raised the issue of uranium and whether or not any members of the opposition - this goes to 
the issue of consistency and honesty - have ever advocated that WA should become a nuclear waste site.  I refer 
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to an ABC interview on 23 January 2002 in which the member for Cottesloe, then the Leader of the Opposition, 
stated -  

. . . I think it’s inevitable, at some stage, there will be uranium mining in Western Australia, and I think 
that as part of Australia, and, indeed, as part of the world community, any country which either 
produces or uses uranium in significant amounts, has a shared responsibility for the storage and ultimate 
disposal of the waste products.  

When I put that proposition in question time, it was denied.  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  No, it wasn’t.   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes, it was.  The interview continues -  

When we do become a producer of uranium, I think we need to think very carefully whether we 
undertake also to help with the storage of waste material, only in proportion to what is produced here.   

Certain individuals in political life are prepared to say anything at any time to suit the audience.  The trouble is 
that what politicians say in their political lives is recorded in Hansard or transcripts of interviews, which can be 
held up as historical records.  I invite those who are interested in this debate to take note of the history of some 
of the people engaging in the debate and their consistency, or lack thereof, on a range of subjects.  Those who 
are interested in this debate should make a judgement about whether they can believe this side of the house, 
which has pursued the preservation of environmental values in Western Australia like no other government 
before it in this state and nationally, or the opposition, whose record can be held up for everybody to see and 
read.   

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Minister for Water Resources) [4.25 pm]:  In the time available to me - the 
member for Collie-Wellington also wishes to speak - I will not be able to canvass all the issues that have been 
raised by those in favour of the motion.  I will touch on some of the key issues as I see them. 

First of all, being in government is about making choices.  When it comes to water availability in a drying 
climate, there are few easy choices.  Clearly, we have an expanding economy, and although we can seek to 
improve water efficiency - we are doing that - we will continue to experience increasing demands for water in 
our integrated water supply scheme.  We must expand the integrated water supply scheme to serve more people 
in different parts of the state, particularly the south west.  We have been successful in taking the average usage 
of water from almost 180 kilolitres a person a year in 2000 to 155 kilolitres a person a year.  We are seeking to 
ensure that we use water efficiently and responsibly and that we reduce the demand.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs J. Hughes):  Members, there is a lot of chatter in the chamber and I am having 
difficulty hearing the member on his feet.  I ask members who wish to talk to either leave the chamber or keep 
their voices low.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  We have to find another major new source.  The proposition that has undergone the most 
work is the south west Yarragadee, as it has been subject to some four years of intensive scientific work, public 
debate and engineering design.  We are looking at a second desalination plant, a proposition that is not as well 
advanced as the Yarragadee proposal.  A second plant will confront the same environmental approval issues, 
whether they relate to the sea water and the return water, which has a higher salt content; land issues; obtaining 
some other form of renewable energy; and where to site a wind farm.  Different interest groups will oppose 
different ideas and suggestions.  There will be opposition to whatever decision the government makes.  We must 
weigh up the interests of the state with what is sustainable in terms of not impacting in a negative way on the 
environment.  They are the decisions that we will make.  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Do you agree that Dr Gallop lied about the desalination plant when he told the public of 
Western Australia that it would be powered by wind? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  It is. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  It’s not; the contract is for base-load power.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  It is powered by a wind farm.  The member for Cottesloe has resorted to using 
unparliamentary language rather than entering into a rational debate on the issue.  
The second point is the issue that the member for Capel is not willing to face up to; namely, separating the 
environmental consequences of taking this water from the issue of its equitable distribution to meet the needs in 
the south west and other parts of the state.  Those are very different issues.  Members opposite who have argued 
on the basis that 45 gigalitres cannot be removed from the south west Yarragadee because of the great 
environmental impact are being less than honest.  They are telling people of the south west that they will not 
have enough water in the future.  Currently, over 200 gigalitres of water can be allocated to the south west from 
the different aquifers.   

Mr G. Snook:  It’s gone back up again.  
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I did not say the south west Yarragadee.  The Department of Water currently has 
approval to issue over 200 gigalitres from the superficial, Leederville and the south west Yarragadee aquifers.   

Mr G. Snook:  Why have you put a hold on the issuing of licences? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  It depends on the aquifer and the area applying for the licence.  That is the total amount 
of water available.  In some areas the actual availability of water is close to maximum demand.  Proponents are 
seeking to get water in a given area.  The government has to consider precautionary principles; good, sound 
management; and how much water can be allocated, which involve hard decisions.  We are about looking at the 
interests of the whole of the state, including the south west.  Those interests will be weighed up very carefully 
when a decision is made.  A series of decisions have to be made.  The Minister for the Environment must decide 
on the environmental sustainability of the proposal when considering whether it should be approved.  If the 
minister approves the proposal, the Department of Water will have to decide how it will allocate the water and 
the government will have to decide how to fund the proposal.   
A range of decisions have yet to be made and could go either way.  Those decisions will be made to serve the 
interests of the people of Western Australia and the people of the south west.  The south west is a part of the 
state that is growing.  It has a growing demand for water.  We need to ensure that that water is there to be used, 
but we also need to make sure that infrastructure is in place.  People can often take a very simplistic view that if 
there is water in one place and there is a need for it somewhere else, it can simply be supplied to that area.  It is 
far more complicated than that.  The water must be fit for the purpose for which it is needed.  In some cases, 
industry does not need potable water, and water that is not available for the drinking supply can be provided to 
industry.  There is also the issue of how that water source is paid for and the cost of the water.  If we put in place 
a system that is too expensive, people will not be able to afford it.  We already have in place community service 
obligations to ensure that water is provided at equitable prices.  Currently, the CSOs paid are in excess of 
$300 million.  That is money that comes as profit to the government from the Water Corporation.  It is then 
returned as subsidies, whether they be pensioner subsidies or country subsidies.  Well over $200 million every 
year is taken from metropolitan water users and given to country water users so that they pay less for their water, 
because supplying country areas with water is more expensive.  This is an integrated scheme run by the Water 
Corporation that looks after the interests of country users and people in the south west, and it will continue to do 
so.  If this scheme goes ahead, the very construction of a trunk main from deep in the south west to Perth will be 
a boon to the south west as part of the infrastructure - 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  What is the name of the place that it’s coming from? 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Jarrahwood. 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  Why didn’t you say that it was from Jarrahwood? 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  That is deep in the south west, is it not? 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  No, it’s not deep in the south west. 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  It is not as deep as is the area where the Leader of the Opposition comes from.  I have 
limited time.   
That infrastructure will ensure that the interests of the people of the south west are looked after.  Therefore, we 
are looking to the interests of all Western Australians.  As I put to the member for Capel earlier, he needs to 
separate the environmental approvals, which are very important, from the distribution of that water.  If he 
confuses the two, he will be selling the south west short, and this government certainly will not do that. 

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie-Wellington) [4.32 pm]:  First, I make it very clear that I cannot support the 
motion in its current form.  However, Country Labor has had plenty of representation from groups in the south 
west.  We have taken those concerns to both the Premier and the Minister for Water Resources.  We have had 
good meetings with them; in fact, one meeting went for more than an hour.  An hour of the Premier’s time was 
warranted so that we could come up with a position.  We believe we must consider all aspects of water supplies 
in much greater depth before a decision is made.  I think everyone in this place will agree with that position.  The 
motion seems to refer to two separate issues.  One is that local people will be able to drag as much water as they 
want from that area without any environmental restraint.  That concerns me because I do not believe that should 
happen. 
I believe that the motion has been thrown together for political gain.  This is not the way that Country Labor 
believes we should go.  We believe that we should work very hard on the issue of recycling water.  That has 
started to happen, but the issue certainly has not been pushed hard enough.  Another issue that has been referred 
to is alternate water supplies, such as desalination plants, the Wellington Dam and the Collie River East.  Of 
course, the Griffin issue is quite different from the main body of the Wellington Dam.  There are two or three 
issues that should be looked at. 
Western Australians are probably the most wasteful water users of anyone anywhere in the world.  When we 
drive down the street at different times of the day, we can see water running down the street.  People are not 



722 [ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 27 March 2007] 

 

overly concerned about what time of the day they wash their cars; they just throw the hose on the lawn or the 
verge.  In other states, those actions attract an immediate on-the-spot fine.  If people who live in the eastern 
states hose down their driveways, they are subject to a $150 on-the-spot fine.  People must wash their cars with a 
bucket; they cannot just wash their cars and then hose them off, as 99 per cent of us do.  There are many and 
varied ways that we can reduce the demand on water sources. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr M.P. MURRAY:  The cheapest way possible to reduce the demand on water sources is to address our rate 
of water usage.  With a bit of education, the result can be instantaneous.  Our AAA labelling system for shower 
heads, washing machines and taps has been a success.  Why do we not build on that system, instead of, as the 
Treasurer said, spending $600 million on a plant to provide water in this state?  The obvious option for water 
usage is right in front of our face.  Associated with that are the environmental issues with the Yarragadee.  I do 
not think anyone can take a risk.  This is not about risk; this is about absolute science and making sure that we 
get it right.  We have strongly put forward our case to the Premier and the Minister for Water Resources.  We do 
not want to rush a decision.  We certainly do not need to rush it.  What will happen if it is decided to take water 
from the Yarragadee, but the plan fails and we do not have a backup?  We do not want any cheating.  We do not 
want people to say that it will rain next week.  We want the assessments to be done properly and fairly to make 
sure that we have a sustainable water supply for the future. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Leader of the Opposition) [4.36 pm]:  Today we are talking about 
the single most important issue for people in the south west of Western Australia, yet the member for Collie-
Wellington spoke about people washing their cars with a bucket.  That is about the extent of the contribution of 
the member for Collie-Wellington.  He should come to this side of the house and vote with us on this issue.  
Country Labor members can do a repetition of what members of the Labor Party did last week when people from 
the union movement were in the public gallery.  The member for Yokine jumped across and voted with the 
government because he had no guts.  This is a very important issue. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  He’s got a lot more guts than you’ve got. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I will ask the minister one question.  Has he received an application for a licence to build a 
45-gigalitre dam on the Brunswick River? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  It does not come to me.  The department might have. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The minister does not know anything about an application from a private company to build 
a $120 million dam on the Brunswick River. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  No. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I will pursue that matter further.  I would have thought that the minister would check on 
that application.  The important point about this issue is that it impacts on all the people in the south west. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs J. Hughes):  I am sure that the Hansard reporter could not hear all those 
comments.  Members need to please refrain from interjecting.  The Leader of the Opposition is on his feet. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The important point is that this issue impacts on every person who lives in the south west, 
whether they live in a town or whether they take water from the Scott River plain to produce milk for the 
metropolitan area.  The Premier can read my speeches.  Yes, I made speeches in 2002, 2003 and 2004.  I 
responded to the speech that the Premier made last week.  It would be instructive for everybody to read that 
speech, because I tabled a document that indicates that we will have a shortage of water by 2008.  The Premier’s 
government has not properly planned for water supply in Western Australia.  That is what the problem is, and the 
minister knows that; he has been caught out. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  Can members on both sides of the chamber who are not on their 
feet please refrain from making comments? 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I intend to make sure that the people of Western Australia know exactly what the situation 
is with the Labor Party and its water policy for Western Australia.  The truth of the matter is that there is water 
under Perth.  Where are we taking our water from now?  Sixty per cent of that water comes from groundwater.  
Some of that water comes from the Yarragadee under Perth.  Is that right? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  That is correct. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  That is correct, and the rest comes from the Gnangara mound.  Is that correct? 
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Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The Gnangara mound is the groundwater aquifer. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  No, it is not.  The Gnangara mound is a superficial aquifer.  That is how much the minister 
knows about water in Western Australia.  Talk about misleading.  The Premier said that his government would 
not seek to mislead.  Why was there more water in our dams last year?  It was not because it rained more.  The 
reason there was more water in our dams is that extra water was taken from underground.   

The member for Capel made the point about the application of the precautionary principle.  If a farmer applies 
for water that comes out of a bore in the south Yarragadee, the precautionary principle is automatically applied.  
However, the government will take water out of the south Yarragadee and it will suck it and wait to see what 
damage occurs.  The Minister for Water Resources has been to that bore field that is 25 kilometres from Nannup.  
Does he know how far Poison Gully is from Nannup, which is where the biodiversity assessment plant will be 
located?  It is 35 kilometres from the bore field.  Two bores will be drilled near The Mythic Mazes - one 900 and 
one 400 metres deep.  Have related discussions taken place with the local people?  It is within 80 metres of 
St John Brook, which is the most important tourism attraction in the Nannup area.   

The minister does not have a feather to fly with on this issue.  There are several senior biodiversity people in 
WA - John Bradshaw, Stephen Hopper, Peter Davies, Ray Fong and Felicity Bradshaw.  Why does the minister 
not take notice of what they say?  Why does the minister not take notice of what was said today at the rally about 
the honey possum and other endangered species?  The minister is pathetic.   

Question put and a division taken with the following result - 
Ayes (24) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr J.H.D. Day Mr J.E. McGrath Mr M.W. Trenorden 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr P.D. Omodei Mr T.K. Waldron 
Mr T.R. Buswell Dr K.D. Hames Mr D.T. Redman Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr G.M. Castrilli Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Mr A.J. Simpson Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Dr E. Constable Dr G.G. Jacobs Mr G. Snook Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr M.J. Cowper Mr R.F. Johnson Dr S.C. Thomas Mr T.R. Sprigg (Teller) 

 

Noes (28) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr J.C. Kobelke Mrs C.A. Martin Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Mr R.C. Kucera Mr M.P. Murray Mr T.G. Stephens 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr F.M. Logan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr D.A. Templeman 
Mr J.B. D’Orazio Mr J.A. McGinty Mr P. Papalia Mr P.B. Watson 
Dr J.M. Edwards Mr M. McGowan Ms M.M. Quirk Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mrs D.J. Guise Ms S.M. McHale Ms J.A. Radisich Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr J.N. Hyde Mr A.D. McRae Mr E.S. Ripper Mr S.R. Hill (Teller) 

Question thus negatived. 

FALUN GONG 
Petition 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany - Parliamentary Secretary) [4.46 pm]:  I have a petition from 838 petitioners 
and it is couched in the following terms - 

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of Western 
Australia in Parliament assembled. 
We, the undersigned, say, we support the Coalition to Investigate the Persecution of Falun Gong 
(CIPFG) to investigate the alleged forced organ harvesting allegations and the illegal detention of 
Falun Gong Practitioners in detention centers, labor camps, prisons and hospitals. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly  
1. recommend to the Federal Government that it: 

•  prevent Australian citizens from travelling to China for organ transplants; and 

•  prevent companies, institutions and individuals providing goods and services to 
China’s organ transplant programs; 

until such time as it is satisfied that no organs used have been harvested against the 
will of the donor; 

•  demand an end to the persecution of Falun Gong practitioners in China; and 

•  assist CIPFG with the research and investigation of the alleged harvesting of organs 
from, and the illegal detention of, Falun Gong Practitioners. 
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2. recommend to the Western Australian Government that it: 

•  end Western Australian funding agencies, medical organizations and individual health 
professionals participation in any Government of China-sponsored organ transplant 
research, meetings or training; 

•  inform residents that donor organs sourced from the Peoples Republic of China may 
be from non consenting prisoners of conscience including Falun Gong practitioners; 
and 

•  assist CIPFG with the research and investigation of the alleged harvesting of organs 
from, and the illegal detention of, Falun Gong Practitioners. 

[See petition 196.] 

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

BILLS 
Notices of Motions to Introduce 

1. Freedom of Information Amendment Bill 2007. 

2. Information Privacy Bill 2007. 

Notices of motions given by Mr J.A. McGinty (Attorney General). 

3. Human Reproductive Technology Amendment Bill 2007. 

Notice of motion given by Mr J.A. McGinty (Minister for Health). 

4. National Environment Protection Council (Western Australia) Amendment Bill 2007. 

Notice of motion given by Mr D.A. Templeman (Minister for the Environment). 

GRAIN PRODUCTION - MANAGED INVESTMENT SCHEME 
Notice of Motion 

Mr G. Snook gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move - 

That this house calls on the federal Treasurer to reinstate the eligibility of the co-production of grain 
within the managed investment scheme under federal legislation. 

FISH RESOURCES MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT REGULATIONS (NO. 8) 2006 
Notice of Motion 

Mr G. Snook gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move - 

That regulations 3 and 10 of the Fish Resources Management Amendment Regulations (No 8) 2006 
under the Fish Resources Management Act 1994, a copy of which was laid upon the table of the house 
on 21 November 2006, are hereby disallowed. 

SRI LANKAN TAMIL COMMUNITY 
SOUTH CARDUP LANDFILL OPERATION 

Removal of Notices - Statement by Acting Speaker 

THE ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs J. Hughes):  I advise members that private members’ business notices of 
motions 7 and 8, notice of which was given for each on 13 September 2006, will be removed from the next 
notice paper unless written notification is provided to the Clerk requiring that the notices be continued.   

MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS BILL 2006 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 30 November 2006. 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville) [4.50 pm]:  We are here again dealing with yet another health board bill; in this 
case, the Medical Practitioners Bill 2006, which deals with the Medical Board of WA - its operations and 
powers - and reform of the Medical Act.  As the minister said in his second reading speech, this legislation has 
been a long time coming.  That does not reflect on the current government because the situation goes back 
through numerous governments.  This bill will repeal the Medical Act 1894.  I gather that the act is one of the 
oldest on the statute book. 
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A series of reviews have been held into the Medical Act and its operations.  Between 1991 and 1993 there was a 
review of the act and a series of recommendations dealing with the Medical Board and the regulation of bodies 
involved in the provision of medical services.  Reform of disciplinary procedures was undertaken that did not 
require any legislative changes.  Major changes were made in 1994 to the registration provisions to bring those 
in Western Australia in line with nationally agreed registration standards.  A second major review of the act was 
undertaken in 1997 by a working party headed by Professor Bryant Stokes.  The final report provided a 
comprehensive set of recommendations for the reform of the regulation of medical practice in Western Australia.  
The report has been used as the basis for the Medical Practitioners Bill 2006.  This has been a long time coming 
given that the last review was in 1997.  Nevertheless, as a result of the competition policy requirements, changes 
have been made on a number of previous occasions to a large number of bills.  I think this is about the tenth bill.  
It started with the Osteopaths Bill 2005 and we have worked through a series of bills.  Members will be aware 
that the Dental Bill 2005 is still in the other place and the Pharmacists Bill 2006 is still before this house.   

I hope that this is the last bill to deal with various boards and their construction.  In general terms, we support the 
creation of the boards and the things that go with them.  One change is an increase in the number of people on a 
board and an increase in consumer representation - in other words, the broad scope of who gets to be on the 
boards.  We support the changes.  We also support the expansion of the provisions for procedures by which 
people can make complaints.  It was always very difficult in the past for people to access a good process to make 
a complaint about either the action of an individual practitioner - be it an osteopath, pharmacist or doctor - or any 
issue to do with the practice of the industry.  There has been no adequate mechanism to take complaints forward 
and to have them dealt with.  The bills clearly set out the system, how it should operate and the powers of the 
boards.  Some things about this legislation are different.  One is that this measure is much more specific than 
previous acts in the scope it gives to people who wish to make complaints.  I will quote part of the minister’s 
second reading speech - 

One of the key changes to the Medical Act is the processes for disciplinary, competency and 
impairment matters.   

That is, all three issues.  I will deal with what they may be.  A disciplinary action might occur when a medical 
practitioner has done something that is contrary to the directions of the Medical Board or the act.  One example 
might be improper advertising.  There are restrictions on what type of advertising a doctor is allowed to do.  A 
doctor might run television advertisements saying what a wonderful doctor he is and how he specialises in 
family practice.  Doctors are not allowed to advertise their wares in that way.  There are even limitations on the 
size of a sign a doctor may have in front of his surgery - at least, there used to be when I was a doctor.  Doctors 
are not allowed to do a range of things.  Doctors can be disciplined for breaches of regulations or the act.  Of 
much more significance and importance are issues to do with sexual molestation or sexual involvement with 
patients by doctors.  That is contrary to what a doctor is permitted to do in having a relationship with his patients.  
We have seen instances in the media in which breaches have occurred. 

The next issue concerns competency.  Obviously, it is very important to establish the competency of doctors.  I 
have at home a copy of the book about “Dr Death” from Queensland and how his competency was ignored and 
not properly investigated by the government of the day.  It did not look into his qualifications, history or form 
overseas.  He was responsible for hundreds of deaths in Queensland because of his incompetence as a doctor.  
There has been a recent case of a doctor who was under temporary registration in another state and was not 
supported for registration, yet that doctor came to Western Australia and started work as a doctor.  The situation 
was not properly investigated.  That is not to say anything against that doctor, who subsequently left, but those 
issues need to be followed very carefully.  When complaints are made by patients, in particular, or by other 
doctors or by nurses who see a doctor do something and think that the doctor is not competent, a mechanism 
must be in place for them to act and lodge a complaint and have the complaint properly and fully investigated by 
the board or another body.  I will go into that shortly. 

The third issue is impairment matters.  This is a slightly different matter; it is not so much like the aspects I have 
raised.  The third issue relates to when a doctor who may be well disciplined and competent is impaired in his 
ability to carry on his tasks as a doctor.  Normally, that would relate to issues such as drugs and alcohol that 
doctors may have the opportunity to take, in which case their behaviour may be impaired either for the long term 
or the short term following the use of whatever drug is involved.  However, impairment may result from other 
general health reasons.  For example, a doctor, as he becomes older, may develop impaired eyesight and have 
great trouble seeing what he is doing.  He may continue to practice and become a danger to patients.  
Alternatively, he may develop an illness.  Parkinson’s disease is a good example.  A doctor may develop a 
Parkinsonian tremor.  For those who do not know, a Parkinsonian tremor is a pronounced jerking of the hand.  
We can imagine the consequences of a doctor with such an impairment attempting to cut someone open.  
Sometimes doctors who want to keep working do not give full credence to the medical problems they have.  It is 
not always the fault of the doctor.  There is a shortage of doctors and a huge demand for their services.  
Sometimes, particularly in country areas, a doctor may keep working beyond the age at which a doctor in any 



726 [ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 27 March 2007] 

 

other practice may have retired, but he wants to keep going so that he can service his patients.  It might reach the 
stage at which he no longer has the ability to manage his patients.  In such cases it is vitally important that 
someone have the powers to investigate and make a determination, without necessarily reflecting badly on the 
doctor, that the doctor is unable to perform a particular task any more, or even may be unable to work in the 
profession at all and must therefore retire.  Because of the potential life-threatening effects of doctors who 
continue working no matter what the circumstances, it is very important that procedures be in place to allow 
them to be reviewed.  

One of the key changes relating to this area was made in 2004 in the form of some amendments to the Medical 
Act to provide for more serious complaints about medical practitioners to be heard by the State Administrative 
Tribunal.  This bill provides for that process to continue.  The second reading speech states -  

The bill provides for a continued role for SAT in disciplinary proceedings against medical practitioners, 
rather than for the establishment of a specialist medical tribunal, as envisaged by the 2001 review. 

The 2001 review provided for a special tribunal, but the minister has decided to leave such matters under the 
jurisdiction of SAT.  I have heard no particular complaints about that concept.  What constitutes disciplinary 
matters is comprehensively covered, as is what the board needs to do when it deals with complaints on less 
serious matters.  The bill also provides for medical students to be subject to impairment procedures in respect of 
their involvement in clinical practice, at the request of the dean of the medical school.  That is particularly 
important because medical students are not registered, not yet being doctors, and therefore are not covered by the 
requirements of the Medical Board.  However, there was a request for the creation of some mechanism to deal 
with the issue of the impairment of people’s ability to carry on as medical students.  I would like the minister in 
his response to expand on what the issue was with medical students, and why such issues could not be dealt with 
by the university, the hospital and the dean of the medical school.  I would have thought that, if there were some 
incident of impairment of a student’s ability - I assume this refers to drugs, including alcohol - those people 
would be able to deal with it adequately.  Perhaps the minister can respond now and tell me what the concern 
was.  

Mr J.A. McGinty:  The same issue arose in respect of a number of the other health professions - dentistry was 
one in which it arose - and we looked at the most appropriate mechanism to resolve it.  I will give more detail in 
my second reading response. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I do not think we made changes to the Dental Act to bring students under the board, yet that 
is proposed in this legislation. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I will give a more comprehensive account in my second reading response. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I would like to know why one is different from the other.  This is probably a good place to 
pause and note the differences between the various acts.  The house has recently passed the Pharmacists Bill, 
which limits a pharmacist to owning no more than four pharmacies, and prohibits doctors from owning 
pharmacies, but there is nothing in this legislation to say that pharmacists are not allowed to own medical 
practices.  The member for Roe discussed such inconsistencies at some length, and may well do so again. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  It is probably a point worth making again.  

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Yes there are obvious inconsistencies between the various acts.  As we know, corporate 
medicine is alive and well. 

The bill goes on to make provisions about the handling of complaints, and assessment committees that look after 
complaints and how they make recommendations to the board.  The second reading speech states -  

If there is a risk of imminent harm or injury, the board can suspend a doctor’s registration for a period 
of up to 30 days and refer the matter immediately to SAT. 

I want to make a comment about that, because I had a complaint from a doctor not too long ago.  Perhaps the 
minister can talk more about this case in his response.  This doctor was working at Fremantle Hospital.  There 
was an issue of a complaint to the hospital and the doctor was suspended from work at the hospital.  The plan 
was that his suspension and his actions would be reviewed by the Medical Board.  However, 12 months later 
nothing had been done.  I wrote to the minister about this case at the time, and things were sorted out.  I also 
wrote to the board, which then took action and expedited the investigation.  However, there was no requirement 
for the board to investigate, yet this doctor was suspended from his practice.  He could not go back and work in 
the hospital because of that suspension.  He believed that the suspension was unfair and was the result of an 
internal dispute between him and someone else in the hospital.  The employer, who was the minister, could not 
employ him as a result of the actions of Fremantle Hospital.  There was no capacity for the minister to require 
the board to investigate, and the minister was not investigating the matter himself.  The doctor was suspended 
pending investigation, the Medical Board was saying there was no requirement for it to investigate, and the 
doctor just sat there waiting for something to happen.  It took my intervention to bring that matter to a head. 
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Mr J.A. McGinty:  I do remember that case, and I thank you for your intervention, which was very helpful in 
resolving an impasse.  

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I did not know what he was meant to have done, nor did I want to know.  He came to me 
because, when I was a resident at Fremantle Hospital, he was the intensive care registrar.  He was very well 
regarded as a doctor, and he was in charge of the intensive care unit.  He was a smart doctor and he appeared to 
me to be very good at his job, yet here he was being suspended for alleged incompetence.  From my knowledge 
of him previously, I thought that he at least deserved to have the matter fully investigated.  

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Is it your impression of the new legislation that that will be in any way affected? 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I do not know, and that is the problem.  That is what I want the minister to tell me, because I 
cannot find anything in this legislation that would cover that situation.  If the government suspends a doctor from 
employment, there is no requirement for the Medical Board to investigate the case.  The doctor asked the board 
to get the investigation going, but the board had not suspended him and it had not received any complaints.  It 
therefore had nothing to act on, as I understand it.  It was a while ago, so I do not remember the exact details; I 
may have them wrong.  Whatever it was, it did not work.  We need to make sure that if issues like that arise in 
future, there is some mechanism to deal with them.  I do not want the government to be able to tell the Medical 
Board what to do, but surely if the government believes someone has acted incompetently, it should have the 
ability to refer that belief to a body that will investigate it.  One would think the Medical Board was the correct 
body to do that.  

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I must say that I have found the Medical Board, although completely independent, to be 
very responsive when a problem arises, such as the one you have referred to, or more recently with a doctor in 
Harvey, from memory - 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  That was the doctor who came from the east. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  That is right.  The Medical Board was incredibly responsive.  It had dealt with the issue 
within days to everyone’s satisfaction, except perhaps the doctor. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I have a little black book notation about a particular individual, who used to be the registrar 
of the Medical Board, for some of his behaviour in the old days when I was a GP and I was called before the 
board over some stupid little misunderstanding. 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  This could be the most interesting part of this debate! 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I am happy to tell members about it.  I was working in my practice in Inglewood a long time 
ago, in the mid-1980s.  There was a block of units not too far away - a retirement village - in which probably 100 
to 150 seniors lived.  I was seeing about 80 to 90 per cent of the people in that village because it was close to my 
practice.  Flu vaccination time came around and we had received government posters about flu vaccines.  My 
secretary, I think, had a relative in the village and put a flu vaccination poster on the board there, but there was 
also a note that Dr Hames said that patients needed to get their flu vaccinations.  It meant that my patients should 
come and get their vaccinations, but some other doctor who had a patient there saw the notice on the board and 
said that I was advertising for patients to come to me for their flu vaccines.  The registrar of the Medical Board 
contacted me.  I did not know the notice was there; my secretary had put it there.  We pulled it down 
straightaway and I apologised for the mistake.  The registrar said that I had to provide a detailed written 
explanation of what happened and why it happened and give some reason that the Medical Board should not take 
action against me.  I said some words to him that I cannot repeat in here.  I was a very busy doctor at the time 
and had more important things to do.  It was such a simple matter.  It was an error by my staff member, and she 
did not know how the note would be interpreted.  In effect, I told the registrar to get stuffed. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  How unprofessional of you! 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Yes, very unprofessional.  I assumed the board would accept that I had apologised verbally 
and had taken down the notice.  The next thing, I was called before the board.  I said that I would not go to this 
stupid hearing because I had done nothing wrong and I had apologised and that should be the end of it.  He said 
words to the effect that if I did not come before the board, it would suspend my medical practice.  He was going 
to stop me from being a GP because I would not go and explain in writing or in person what had happened. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  That was most probably necessary in light of your defiance of the law. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Yes, that is right.  I had to go before the board.  They treat a person like a little kid.  They 
invited me to come at 3.30 pm but they also invited someone else at the same time.  It happened to be 
Dr Yovich. 
Several members interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I am very good.  I do not do that.  Dr Yovich was an IVF doctor and he had done something 
and had been called before the board.  The member for Roe will appreciate my disgust at this: because he was a 
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specialist and I was a GP, he went first.  I sat there for two or three hours when I could have been seeing patients, 
waiting for the board to deal with Dr Yovich.  When I was called in, it was either eat humble pie or my 
registration as a doctor would be cancelled.  With steam coming out of my ears, I had to apologise, but that 
registrar’s name is forever imprinted on my brain, as is his arrogance in the way he treated me.  Maybe he would 
say that I was arrogant, but it is my black book and it is his name in there, not mine. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  At least it was a commercial matter rather than a clinical matter. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  It was, yes.  The minister was hoping it was something clinical to do with my practice. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I was hoping you would have revealed all. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  No, there are none of those. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  Would you have contravened clause 131 of this new bill?  It relates to advertising medical 
services. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  No. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  If the answer had been yes, we were going to make it retrospective! 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I have just read it.  The answer is no to all the paragraphs in that clause.  I feel good now that 
I have passed that little test. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  I just wanted you to take us through that clause, because advertising in medical practice is 
interesting. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  There are lots of rules relating to medical advertising.  I think while the member was out of 
the chamber we talked about issues to do with advertising and what a doctor could or could not do.  This shows 
the detailed legislation that is required.  Perhaps in a sense it also shows what was in the 1894 legislation.  There 
are still fairly strong restrictions on what a doctor is allowed to do in advertising medical services, although I 
have to say it has freed up considerably since I was in practice.  Clause 131 states - 

 A person must not advertise, or cause to be advertised, services that are provided by a medical 
practitioner in a manner that - 

 (a) is false in a material particular; or 

 (b) is misleading or deceptive or is likely to mislead or deceive; or 

 (c) creates, or is likely to create, an unjustified expectation of beneficial treatment; 

It is a pity that these requirements do not apply to other sections of the health industry where people make all 
sorts of claims about different medicines and treatments, and ways in which people’s health is purported to be 
improved.  If they had the same restrictions that doctors have, many fewer medical benefits would be advertised 
without scientific proof than happens at present.  The bill goes on as follows - 

(d) promotes the unnecessary or inappropriate use of medical services; or 

(e) refers to, uses or cites actual or purported testimonials; or 

People cannot provide the testimonials that other professions do saying how wonderful a person is.  It continues - 

(f) offers a discount, gift or inducement to attract a person to use the services unless the 
advertisement also states the terms of the offer; or 

Sometimes that can get a doctor into trouble, because doctors are asked to give donations for raffles.  One 
obviously cannot raffle a prostate check as a prize, because that suggests one might have some particular 
expertise.  The vet in the chair (Dr S.C. Thomas) knows well what I am talking about, to a greater or lesser 
extent.  To continue - 

(g) compares those services with those provided by another medical practitioner other than on the 
basis of scientific comparison.  

That is perhaps the closest to what I did.  If I had put up a sign saying that I was fantastic and the doctor down 
the road was useless, I would have contravened that clause. 

The bill deals with matters related to processes for disciplinary management, competency management and 
impairment matters.  This clause is important.  It deals with referral to an impairment review committee.  That is 
different from what has happened before and it does not occur in any other act that I am aware of.  I ask the 
minister whether there is another act that refers to an impairment committee.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I thought there was, but I will need to get some advice on that.  

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I ask the minister to clarify that, because I am not aware of any.   
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Mr J.A. McGinty:  I think there is for nurses.  Perhaps the member for Alfred Cove can set me straight on that.   

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I do not remember that being a provision of the Nurses and Midwives Act.   

The bill provides that a practitioner may be required to undergo a medical examination to assess the effect that 
an impairment may have on his ability to safely practise medicine.  I would like the Minister for Health to 
address the issue of the impairment of a doctor who is undergoing a particular treatment.  For example, what 
happens when hospital staff are aware that a surgeon who has scrubbed up to perform a hip replacement 
operation is impaired in some manner?  What happens when a surgeon who has staggered into hospital slurring 
his words and with his hands shaking scrubs up to perform a hip replacement operation?  Does the bill provide a 
mechanism that would immediately prevent that surgeon from operating, or is that an issue that a hospital would 
deal with in a doctor’s employment contract?  This situation could happen in a private practice.  Does the bill 
provide hospitals with a mechanism to prevent a doctor from undertaking an operation if the hospital 
administration, nurses, doctors or anaesthetist are of the strong opinion that the doctor is impaired?   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  That is not so much in this bill, which is about the registration of the practise of medicine, 
but more in hospital protocols, disciplinary procedures and things of that nature.  

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The bill provides that impairment matters can be referred for review.  
Mr J.A. McGinty:  It might be a mental condition rather than a temporary thing like drunkenness.  If it is 
alcoholism, it is ongoing.  It might be a mental condition that wouldn’t necessarily prevent the doctor from being 
a doctor.  It might mean certain levels of supervision, for instance.   

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Where does that fit into the legislation?  I ask the minister’s staff sitting in the Speaker’s 
gallery, because they are listening. 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  I am listening too! 
Dr K.D. HAMES:  Yes, but they have biros; the Minister for Health does not.  I hope that they are writing down 
these points, because I want feedback on those issues.   
The bill also refers to what will happen to someone who is found in breach of a disciplinary procedure, who has 
issues of confidence or who is impaired in the performance of his or her duty.   
The next component refers to how the new Medical Board will be formed.  The membership will comprise eight 
medical practitioners, one of whom must be a member of the academic staff of a medical school and one of 
whom must be working in the public health system.  I recall that we fixed an anomaly in the Medical Act that 
meant that the Director General of Health, Neale Fong, who is both a doctor and the head administrator, had to 
sit on the board.  An amendment to the act has meant that someone in the public service can sit in his place.   

Another part of the bill refers to the regulation of medical practitioners, the rights to practise and how people are 
recognised in the Medical Act.  I recall an issue that arose when I was a government backbencher that related to 
the recognition of interstate registrations.  When Hon Peter Foss was the Minister for Health, we passed 
legislation that recognised practitioners from other states.  That legislation came about after a doctor who was 
registered in Tasmania and who had been working as a doctor in Tasmania could not practise medicine in WA.  
The doctor’s husband, who was a radiologist, got a good job in WA - he is still working in that job - but the 
doctor, who came over with her family, could not practise as a general practitioner despite the great demand for 
GPs.  That legislation was put through Parliament in a hurry with the support of the Labor opposition and the 
doctor was able to practise medicine.  Legislation has since recognised doctors and other professionals from 
other places.  One thing that deeply concerns me about the issue of registration, especially given that bills 
dealing with the registrations of certain health professions are coming before Parliament one after the other, is 
the discussions between the Premiers about a nationwide system of registration, particularly for doctors.  I do not 
know the details of what has been discussed in those Council of Australian Governments meetings.  I do not 
know what our Premier has agreed to.  However, it is my understanding that he and other Premiers are 
supporting the concept of an Australia-wide registration system for doctors.  I would be deeply concerned if that 
is the case.  I will also be annoyed if the opposition’s support for the bills that have dealt with state registration 
boards have been a waste of time.  It would be an absolute nonsense and a waste of money if, after having 
established state boards, the government signs a commonwealth agreement for an Australia-wide registration 
system that does away with all those state boards.  I do not care that the commonwealth government has raised 
this idea in COAG discussions.  I do not support that concept and I will not support the Premier if he agrees to 
that plan.  I would like the Minister for Health to clarify this issue.  Why would the government introduce 
legislation dealing with state boards if they are to be disbanded in six months after the commonwealth introduces 
legislation for an Australia-wide system of registration?  If that is what the Premier is thinking, I hope the 
minister is fighting him tooth and nail.  We do not want an Australia-wide system of registration with an 
Australian medical board, because that will mean that an aggrieved Western Australian would have to complain 
to a national body and have that complaint heard by a national body before proper disciplinary action could be 
taken.  That would make an absolute nonsense of all the legislation this Parliament has passed.  I hope the 
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minister can tell me whether I have been misinformed.  I hope the Minister for Health can tell me that he and the 
Premier do not support that plan and that they will fight such a concept every inch of the way.  Given that the 
opposition has provided support for this legislation, I would regard Western Australian government support for 
an Australia-wide system a stab in its back.  An Australia-wide system would mean that the setting up of 
Western Australian boards has been a waste of this house’s time and effort and a waste of Western Australian 
taxpayers’ money.   

The opposition will raise certain issues during consideration in detail.  The Australian Medical Association has 
indicated that it has issues with certain components of the legislation.  Although I will not necessarily support it 
in those concerns, I will seek to learn why certain AMA suggestions have not been agreed to.  I will make a 
determination on the opposition’s position after I hear the government’s position.  I note that in my copy of a 
letter from the AMA to Mr Simon Towler, who was acting on the minister’s behalf, the AMA was somewhat 
aggrieved by the process of discussion on and input to this bill.  It was allegedly informed that it would get an 
early copy of the bill and would have input.  The first copy it got was draft 5 or 6 before it had an opportunity to 
have input to the bill. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I will say two things on that matter.  First, we needed to have the legislation in a sufficiently 
intelligible form.  Some of the earlier drafts were exactly that - very early drafts about the particular elements of 
the bill.  I personally gave the AMA the earliest available sensible copy to look at and then said that I needed its 
feedback on that copy, rather than on the very early draft.  The second thing I can say generally about the AMA 
is that in recent times it has seemed to be more interested in being a critic, rather than playing a constructive role, 
particularly in the health reform process.  I would certainly welcome it coming on board to play a more helpful 
role, particularly as the opportunities that present themselves at the moment are profound, and the AMA seems 
to be passing that up.  Frankly, it is just being left in our wake as a result. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I am sure that it will be very interested to read those comments in Hansard. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr S.C. Thomas):  There are some unusual voices in the chamber.  I would hate to 
think that the member for Mindarie was on the telephone while in the chamber.  If I see a member on the phone 
while in the chamber, I will call that member to order very quickly. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  You’re not hearing voices! 
A member:  He was hands-free! 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The member is pleading innocence.  It was a hands-free phone. 
I think the AMA would be fairly concerned and upset by the minister’s comments. 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  They were not meant to be upsetting, but they were meant to be factual. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The content of its letter made it clear to Simon Towler that the AMA did not feel that it had 
been given an adequate opportunity to have input to the bill and to suggest changes.  When I consult bodies to 
discuss details of policy that I wish to pursue or issues in which I am interested, they provide me with very fair 
and reasonable input.  However, I do not always agree with it.  The minister will know that the AMA has 
promoted some things that I do not agree with, but in my experience it has worked hard to provide me with 
information.  I have retained my membership of the AMA.  It is the body that oversees my profession.  Although 
I am not beholden to it, I give it adequate opportunity to provide me with input, and it does that very well.  It will 
make its own judgement of the minister’s comments. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I will give you one example of what I meant.  About a month or two ago, David Mountain, 
who is an AMA spokesperson, was caught out not telling the truth very publicly on every television station that 
particular night.  It was, I think, a source of enormous embarrassment to the AMA to have its spokesman on 
emergency medicine caught out lying.  It was because he was playing a political role, rather than attempting in 
any way at all to be objective and factual and to put all the information into the public arena.  That is the sort of 
thing that I think gives the AMA a bad name. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The minister played that game with that patient for all he was worth.  The minister would 
have to admit that in the photograph of the patient, she did not look like a young woman. 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  Don’t you think that David Mountain looked absolutely stupid when he was caught out 
lying? 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I do not know that he was lying. 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  He was. 
Dr K.D. HAMES:  That is for the minister to say, not me.  An error was made with her age and, to some degree, 
the reasons that she was lying there.  However, the fact is that she was lying on some chairs because there were 
insufficient beds.  She had been lying on a bed, but had been sent to a chair to create space for another patient.  
The real issue was deflected by the minister and the issue became how old she was.  The minister very quickly 



 [ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 27 March 2007] 731 

 

and carefully dodged the real issue of why she was sitting on the chair in the first instance.  I could quite easily 
get into an argument about bed numbers.  I was very pleased to read the minister’s press release on Sunday.  
About two-thirds down the page, which is where he does the usual spin about waiting lists and waiting times, he 
inserted that little piece about moving subacute patients out of those public hospitals.  I am sure that he did not 
read the press release that I put out three days before that, or the comments that I have made on television and 
radio over the past three months, telling him to do exactly that.  I did not think it up; I got the information from 
one of the minister’s hospitals and checked another hospital to see whether that was the case.  Obviously, that 
was a solution that made a difference. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I was aware of your press release, and I am very happy to see two minds come together on 
it. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I thought the minister was quite crafty in the way he did that, because he did not say that he 
had listened to the opposition - I am not saying that I would have done that if I were in his shoes - and it was 
right and that the government would provide money to move subacute patients out of the hospital and free up 
beds.  Instead, he did his usual spin on the waiting lists that he does when they come out every month. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  To be fair, these figures are sensational, aren’t they? 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  What concerns me is that the minister does not understand what the waiting list figures 
mean.  I am sure that he does not; otherwise, he would not have made a comment such as that.  They are 
sensational at such a superficial level that it is beyond all reason.  I will quickly tell the minister how it works.  I 
have the information from delving deeply within his department and into his reports.  The number of patients on 
the waiting list has decreased enormously.  That is good, but it has not decreased as a result of more surgery 
being performed.  Less surgery has been performed in every month of this year than that performed at the same 
time in the previous month.  Extra surgery has not been performed, and I can prove it; I have the figures in my 
office. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I am aware of the argument, yes. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The total amount of surgery has decreased each month, yet the number of patients on the 
waiting list has decreased.  When I ask the hospitals how that can happen, I find that it is because they are told to 
work the list.  They are told to get on the phone to the people on the list and get them off it if they can. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  No, that is not true.  They are certainly told to target those people who have been waiting the 
longest, and they have been doing that and have been offering them their surgery.  If someone says that he does 
not want the surgery anymore, that is good. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I will get to that in a moment.  The hospitals target the whole list.  They have told me that 
that is what they are told to do.  The minister should not tell them off for telling me that, because he will not 
know who told me.  They are told to target the whole list and get the numbers down.  The hospitals are not doing 
more surgery.  The number of patients on the waiting list has decreased for other reasons.  People might come 
off the list because they have turned to a private insurance provider, they have had a heart attack and died, they 
have found that they have heart disease while waiting for their knee operation and can no longer have the 
surgery, or they just do not want the surgery and would rather put up with the pain.  There is a range of reasons 
that people come off the waiting list. 

The minister is also targeting patients who have been waiting more than 500 days and, to some extent, more than 
365 days, and that has worked.  He has also targeted those who have been waiting fewer than 90 days, although 
he has said that he will stop doing that and leave it at 100 days.  Those numbers have decreased, and that is great.  
How has the number of patients on the waiting list decreased when the hospitals have done the same amount of 
surgery?  The figures look better because those patients are targeted.  Where does the pinch come?  It comes in 
the middle.  The minister promised that the category 2 patients, who are supposed to wait no more than 90 days, 
would be dealt with by June this year.  There is no way that he can deliver on that promise.  The numbers are 
going up.  There are 3 500 of those patients. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  No, they are not going up.  That is the flaw in your argument.  I agree with most of the other 
points that you have made. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I will prove it to the minister. 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  Okay.  I will bring in the most recent figures. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  They might not have gone up this month, but I am pretty sure that they did.  There are 3 600. 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  The trajectory is flatlining. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The number has gone up by about 100 - not by a lot.  However, because those patients have 
waited more than 90 days, they do not appear in any other figure until they have waited for more than a year.  If 
they had waited six months instead of the three months that they are supposed to wait - now they will have to 
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wait eight, nine or 10 months - it would not show in a single statistic.  The overall average wait time still comes 
down because the government has got rid of the 500s and is getting rid of the 365s.  Category 2 is filling up and 
the hospitals are saying, “We don’t know what to do.  We don’t have the beds or the capacity to do more 
surgery, but we’ve been told that the minister wants to reduce those two ends because it looks bad.  What can we 
do?  We are stuffed.”  All they can do is put off by another one or two months the people in the middle who the 
minister promised would be operated on by the end of June.  The hospitals have said that there is no way they 
can do that.   
Mr J.A. McGinty:  I will give three specific initiatives.  First, and without any doubt, the surgicentres at 
Osborne Park and Kaleeya will see the amount of surgery done significantly increased above its historical level 
and what it was last year.  Secondly, of the extra 150 beds, approximately 30 per cent will be retained for 
surgical patients to enable that increased throughput.  The third and critical issue is operating theatre efficiency.  
Every surgeon I speak to tells me that the public sector does not operate with anything like the efficiency of the 
private sector.  To the extent that is attributable to training, I accept it.  To the extent that it is inefficiency, I do 
not accept it.  Dr Robyn Lawrence, who is in charge of the elective surgery program, has been very much 
focused on operating theatre efficiency and making sure we get the throughput.   
Dr K.D. HAMES:  The minister has been listening to my speeches, because I have been talking about those 
three initiatives for some time.  I am not saying that the minister has not, but I am not aware that he has spoken 
about them.  However, I have been saying for at least the past year that those three issues must be targeted.   
Perhaps the minister mentioned Osborne Park Hospital, but on top of that we have been saying that hospitals 
without emergency departments, such as Osborne Park Hospital, Bentley Hospital, Kaleeya Hospital and 
probably Kalamunda District Community Hospital, need to be doing more waitlist surgery.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  We are doing the theatres now.   

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I know that.  For the past year Kalamunda has been operating at only 60 per cent capacity.  
There were 39 beds in that hospital and currently there are 25.  Even so, the average over the past year has been 
only 60 per cent occupancy.  There is a great opportunity to do more surgery at Kalamunda.   
The minister has received a question on notice requesting the details pertaining to Kaleeya, but everything I have 
heard coming out of that hospital has been the same.  Despite the minister’s promises to that hospital, the 
government has been unable to encourage doctors to operate at Kaleeya.  A lot of work is required in that area.   

I have been talking about the Peel Health Campus for a while and the government has allocated funds to resolve 
that issue.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  And we need to get more done.   

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The problem now is that every time I say that something needs to be done, the minister 
arranges for it to be done.  It creates issues.  Nevertheless, I will not stop saying these things.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  It is leaving your side without a policy.   

Mr C.J. Barnett:  It has not held us back before.   

Dr K.D. HAMES:  As the minister can see from the badge that I am wearing, the Liberal Party has the “Save the 
Royal Perth Hospital” policy and it will win us as many votes as we need to in health.   
The minister has adopted the practice of talking about infrastructure needs.  I commend him for the infrastructure 
program he has put in place.  However, at the end of the day, he will not be remembered as the minister who 
created great hospital infrastructure in this state, but as the minister who closed Royal Perth Hospital.  Issues 
pertaining to that are yet to come to pass.  In following what we have said in all those other areas, the minister 
should look seriously at what he is proposing for Royal Perth.  The minister has backed himself into a corner on 
that proposal, but he is making a serious mistake, in both future planning and tactically, about how he will 
manage that issue.  What the minister said that he would do to fix the waiting lists will have an effect, but money 
is being wasted on articles in community newspapers.   
Mr J.A. McGinty:  It was a Reid report recommendation that we do that.   
Dr K.D. HAMES:  The Reid report recommendation said that information must be made available.  That is not 
what the articles do; they put a spin on the waiting lists that is nothing but a smoke-and-mirrors trick on how 
good the figures are.  I explained to the minister that they are not going very well and that that is the reason 
people continue to complain to me about how long they have to wait for elective surgery.  The result is that I 
have to go to the minister or the media so that people who have been waiting an inordinate time for their surgery 
can finally be taken off the list.   
Mr J.A. McGinty:  When you were a minister, there were 22 000 people waiting five months, on average, for 
their surgery.  It is now down to 14 500 people who are waiting just over three months.  It is an enormous 
change.   
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Dr K.D. HAMES:  I was not the minister at the time, but I have spoken to that person and have looked carefully 
at those figures and at how they have decreased.  He put in place the Central Wait List Bureau, whose job was to 
do exactly what the minister is now doing and is claiming credit for; that is, reducing the number of people on 
the waiting lists.  A large number of people did not need to be on a list.  I do not disagree with the minister that 
those numbers needed to be reduced and that there are people on the lists who should not be.  However, the 
minister is boasting about his process of reducing the numbers on the waiting lists.  The reality is that the 
minister should be boasting about how good the telephone process is in reducing the figures.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Give me some credit.   

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The minister can be given credit for increasing funding to the Peel Health Campus, because 
it was necessary and the government had the capacity to do it.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  There is a big question of capacity. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The minister is looking at those areas suggested to him by the Liberal Party.  I guess that 
targeting the 500s and 365s is good, but it is being done to the detriment of category 2 patients, who should not 
be forgotten.  Their treatment is semi-urgent.  I will give the house an example of a category 2 patient.  A person 
who is the brother of a staff member in Parliament House and is in his early 50s - younger than the minister and 
me - had previously had a heart attack and was getting recurrent angina.  Perhaps he had had a stint inserted.  He 
attended hospital with a threatened heart attack.  He was to have a stint inserted, but his heart pain settled and his 
condition was no longer considered urgent.  He came off the urgent list and went onto the semi-urgent list and 
was sent home.  He suffered heart pain on a daily basis and could have died from a heart attack at any time.  
Because he was category 2 and on the 90-day list, he could not get on the urgent list.  I think he went into 
hospital three or four days later with acute pain and almost had surgery, but did not because the pain settled 
down.  He did not have a heart attack.  If he had had a heart attack, his condition would have been urgent and he 
would have been able to undergo surgery.  Category 2 caters for people who are in imminent danger of having a 
serious medical event.  It is not reasonable that they should wait six to 10 months for treatment.  What has the 
minister done now?  He talks about what he will do in the future.  

Mr J.A. McGinty:  We are systematically working our way through these groups, and the last group we will 
come to will be category 2.  Once we have nobody waiting for over 500 days or a year and we have an absolute 
minimum number of people waiting longer than 30 days - category 1 - we will address category 2.  There is a 
program there over time.   

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The minister would be absolutely correct if only one extra operation had been done this year 
compared with last year.  Fewer operations have been done.  A certain amount of work has been done, but the 
minister cannot move the figures from the middle to the end and say that he has made progress.  All he is doing 
is making the figure in the middle greater.  All he needed to do was increase the number of beds in the hospitals 
so that they had the capacity but were not overcrowded.  Hospitals are at 95 to 105 per cent capacity.  Dr Neale 
Fong said on 6PR two years ago that hospitals should run at 90 per cent capacity.  Everybody knows that.  I am 
sure the minister knows that.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Heads of emergency departments made that point to me just last week.   

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The hospitals must have spare capacity available.  Hence, moving out acute patients was the 
way to go.  I would like to know how the minister reached the figure of 150.  I would like to see that breakdown.   

Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital had a number of senior patients who were eligible for commonwealth funding and 
could be moved to temporary accommodation.  I know that by the end of this year the commonwealth would 
have made available something like 100 or more beds in the northern corridor.  Royal Perth Hospital is different.  
It caters for people who do not fit into that category.  However, the condition of some of those patients was 
considered acute.  I refer to people who had suffered a serious injury and did not need to be in hospital but 
needed somewhere outside a hospital to convalesce.  There was capacity, but I thought the numbers were about 
25 for each of those hospitals.  If the minister has achieved 150, I would be very pleased to hear how he got 
those numbers for those hospitals.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Joondalup Health Campus, Osborne Park Hospital and to a lesser extent Fremantle Hospital 
also have Care Awaiting Placement patients.  There are about 100 Care Awaiting Placement patients and about 
50 subacute patients who are not actually in the aged care category. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I will write to the minister, asking for the exact split of patients and where they have come 
from.  The key to the issue is not hospitals such as Osborne Park Hospital, but rather the emergency departments 
in places such as Royal Perth Hospital that are trying to do all that work. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  If you free up Osborne Park Hospital, you can then move other patients to Sir Charles 
Gairdner Hospital. 
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Dr K.D. HAMES:  If that is done, yes; that is the key.  The minister has for the past year had the ability to move 
patients to Kalamunda District Community Hospital, which is running at 60 per cent capacity. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  One of the impediments has been that patients have always had the choice of staying.  I have 
said, “No, that should stop; if they don’t need an acute hospital bed, they should be required to be moved,” and I 
think we need to get a bit tougher. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  That is what is in the Reid report. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  We have only just done that in the past week. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The minister should not have, should he?  The recommendation was made in the Reid report 
in 2004.  Here we are, three years down the track; in fact, I was reading the Reid report today and looking at that 
list of recommendations.  The minister said during the estimates committee that all those recommendations had 
been met.  However, I am unaware of some specific recommendations having been met, particularly those for 
providing information to general practitioners.  Perhaps the minister could prepare his staff for the fact that 
during estimates I will be trying to tease out exactly which of the Reid report’s recommendations have been 
fulfilled, without his staff merely saying that they have done something when in fact only minor action has been 
taken and there is no end result. 

There are various other issues, but it has been good to have the opportunity to talk about some of the issues.  The 
opposition will make more comments about the specifics of the bill during consideration in detail. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon) [5.51 pm]:  I convey to the Minister for Health my appreciation for the fact 
that he allowed me some months ago to conduct an inquiry into the Western Australian Centre for Remote and 
Rural Medicine, which gave me the opportunity to speak to a range of doctors from one end of Western 
Australia to the other.  However, I spoke to very few doctors in the metropolitan area who were not members of 
the Australian Medical Association.  The member for Geraldton and I conducted the inquiry, and part of the 
process was to look closely at the Medical Board of Western Australia.  I was impressed by the professionalism 
of the current Medical Board and the capacity of its members to think laterally and to avoid a situation in which 
the Medical Board became a club that controlled all medical matters.  I know the minister has already spoken on 
the subject; however, when I conducted the WACRRM inquiry, I spoke to a lot of doctors and to the Medical 
Board.  I said to them that I appreciated the opportunity given to me by the minister. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  It was a very good report. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I really appreciated the opportunity.  However, the point I am making is that I spoke 
to a lot of rural doctors - not many metropolitan doctors - and I spent some time with the Medical Board.  I 
thought the Medical Board was very professional in the way it approached its work.  I was also impressed by the 
fact that it was determined not to become a club.  Some issues of real importance emerged from the Minister for 
Health’s second reading speech.  The lead speaker for the Liberal Party, the member for Dawesville, alluded to 
some of them.  However, at the time in question, the issues surrounding Dr Patel were really hot.  The minister 
said that medical practitioners who have been trained overseas, who are participating in Western Australian 
medical schemes and who are engaged in either rural practice or some metropolitan capacity are precluded from 
the ability to be transferred.  However, as the minister knows, they can after a time apply for standard 
registration.  That is happening a lot.  One of the concerns raised by the federal inquiry at the time was that we in 
Western Australia should make sure that we did not wear something that happened in Queensland; or, to put it in 
the inquiry’s language, something that we did here, Queensland would not have to wear; that is, the inquiry 
expressed great concern that people were recruiting doctors from overseas but that the process was not sharp 
enough to ensure those doctors were sufficiently skilled for registration in Australia. 

There was a case in the Kimberley a few years ago in which it was claimed by some health department 
administrators that a doctor was basically killing people. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Where was that? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I will not say exactly which town, because it will get back to the doctor.  The doctor 
was a state employed doctor in the Kimberley; there are not a lot of doctors in the Kimberley.  However, the 
doctor was transferred to Kalgoorlie where he was placed under the administration or given the assistance of a 
senior doctor, and, under supervision, he did well.  There were no complaints.  The complaints had occurred 
when the doctor was acting outside his abilities and was isolated in the Kimberley.  It is important that someone 
has this sort of information.   

One of the messages that the member for Geraldton and I received very strongly was that there has to be not so 
much a register.  I recognise the member for Roe’s interest in this inquiry.  He put time into it, and I appreciate 
that.  The point is that somebody needs to know and understand our doctors.  An estimation of their capacities, 
their strengths and their weaknesses has to be made as part of that process.  If a doctor, particularly one with a 
practice in a country area, has known weaknesses, it is sensible to work on that doctor’s weaknesses or to make 
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sure that the weaknesses are recognised and that some other appropriate arrangement is put in place.  During the 
inquiry, the member for Geraldton and I talked to the Medical Board about the process of ensuring that Western 
Australian doctors, in both the state and private systems, were known to the Medical Board and that no matter 
how long they had been in practice, their details were held. 

When we spoke about this, both the Medical Board and the current WACRRM, which I presume will change in a 
few months, were keen to undertake the process jointly.  I think that is a good thing.  I was impressed that the 
attitude of the current Medical Board was that it did not want to be all things to all people.  It was prepared to 
share the responsibility with the operating professionals in the state.  I see no problem with what the minister is 
doing, but I think it is important to keep our fingers on the pulse.  The member for Roe may want to interject, but 
it will be something like 10 to 12 years before the current enhanced student intake in Western Australia will 
qualify as medical practitioners.  We all know that some of them will go overseas.  A flow of students will be 
coming through, but it will be a decade before we see the results. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  It will not be that long. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is the old insurance argument: it is this big now, but it will be reduced over the 
course of a decade. 

It is important that, as these people enter the medical system, there is a clear understanding of who each of them 
is and their capacities.  It is important that a training process is in place, as the minister outlined in his second 
reading speech, and that the training is tailor-made to the needs of each doctor, whether that person is employed 
in the state system or in private enterprise.  I was surprised at the fact that if country doctors are trained to a high 
level, they are highly unlikely to move to the metropolitan area because they cannot use those skills.  The skills 
of a GP in a country area will be broadly used by those GPs, whereas in the metropolitan area people go for more 
precise outcomes from the medical treatment they seek: that is, they have the option to go to a specialist or to a 
specialist GP. 

The National Party sees absolutely nothing wrong with the bill.  I understand from my reading of the bill that 
there is no intention to change the flow of matters.  The minister is quick in his response, acting promptly since 
1894 and the reviews of 1993!  I think it would have been wise for the minister to leave that reference out of the 
second reading speech. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  It’s all part of the history. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is all part of the history.  It is important that the system work well to provide 
confidence.  Issues surrounding people moving interstate are of critical importance. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm 

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin) [7.00 pm]:  I start my comments on the bill by saying that the Nationals will 
certainly support the bill.  Generally, it is a good bill.  I do not have the background that the members for 
Dawesville and Roe have to comment on this bill because they were both medical practitioners.   

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  Don’t devalue yourself. 

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  I am not devaluing myself but I am also a realist! 

This bill deals with the standards governing medical practitioners.  It is important that high standards are 
maintained.  People in Western Australia and Australia generally have come to expect high standards.  The 
general community must have great confidence in medical practitioners.  From my experiences of medical 
practitioners, I have that confidence.  We must never let that confidence slip.  At the same time we must make 
sure that we allow those who have the qualifications to practise.   

I will touch on a couple of things that the member for Avon said.  I also have some concerns, particularly 
concerning people practising without registration.  That should never occur.  We only need a couple of rogue 
doctors - we have seen that happen in Queensland - to undermine the confidence of the public and damage the 
medical profession.  I will also be interested to hear the minister’s comments later about the benefits of the 
newly structured Medical Board.  The member for Avon and the member for Geraldton undertook a review of 
the Western Australian Centre for Remote and Rural Medicine.  The member for Avon said he was quite 
impressed with the Medical Board as it stood.  I do not see any problems with the changes but I will be interested 
to hear the minister’s comments. 

It is important for the board to continue to be able to allow conditional registration of doctors in remote and 
regional areas or areas of unmet need, particularly overseas-trained doctors who meet the standards and criteria 
for practice.  I know that conditional registration can be cancelled at any time.  The member for Avon 
highlighted the need for such doctors to be helped and mentored.  He cited a case of a doctor in the Kimberley 
who was obviously out of his depth and who was practising by himself.  He was perhaps working outside his 
abilities.  When he was relocated to the goldfields, he received help and guidance and became a very good local 
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medical practitioner.  There is a great need for overseas-trained doctors in country Western Australia.  They 
serve a great purpose.  In some cases it took a while for local communities to be confident about those doctors.  
However, as time has gone on, the vast majority of those doctors have proved themselves and that lack of 
confidence is no longer there. 

The bill also refers to doctors from other states.  Practitioners registered in other states will gain automatic 
registration in Western Australia.  That is fine but it does not apply to practitioners who have a conditional 
registration, such as overseas-trained doctors working in areas of unmet need or working as general practitioners 
under a rural and remote area scheme.  That provision needs looking at closely because if a doctor has been 
given a conditional registration in Victoria or Queensland and then moves to Western Australia, that registration 
should be checked out thoroughly before he starts his practice.  I may be wrong, but as I read the provision, a 
doctor cannot just move between states.  The member for Roe may be able to enlighten me a little.  It seems 
fairly obvious that such a doctor may have to meet other conditions in different states.  Nevertheless, such 
doctors need to be fast-tracked so that we can utilise doctors with ability.  I see the same thing happening a little 
bit with teachers who are overseas trained.  It takes far too long for their experience to be recognised.  We have a 
shortage of teachers, as we have a shortage of doctors, in rural Western Australia in particular.  One example 
may be a teacher who got his qualifications in Rhodesia.  The qualifications may be questioned to start with, 
which I think is fair enough.  However, if that person has been accepted and reregistered in, for example, Great 
Britain, and has been teaching for 26 years, it seems silly that the person is not granted the ability to teach in 
Western Australia.  The person I am talking about is an extremely good teacher.  I hope the same thing does not 
happen with doctors who have only conditional registration in other states. 

That is more or less all I want to say at present.  I will follow the consideration in detail to see whether any 
specific issues come up that will affect people in rural Western Australia.  However, before I finish, I highlight 
the importance of doctors to any community, whether it is in the city or the country.  It does not matter where it 
is because we all rely heavily on medical practitioners for medical advice and, sometimes, for family advice.  
Referring specifically to the issue of mental health in my region, doctors - and even local politicians - end up 
being counsellors.  Many members here tonight have probably acted as a counsellor to people on many 
occasions.  The member for Peel will probably find that more and more as he goes along.  It surprised me when I 
became a member of Parliament that I ended up doing a lot more counselling than I thought I would.  I find 
doing that sort of thing a very satisfying part of the job because I am able to help somebody with his or her 
everyday life from my own office.  That gives me as much satisfaction as anything else I do.   

It is very important that we support doctors.  We need to make sure, particularly with country doctors, that we do 
not burn them out.  Doctors are often asked to perform above and beyond the call of duty, particularly when 
there is only one doctor in a town.  We are all human beings and we can get burnt out.  It is something we need 
to monitor closely.  I support the member for Avon in the monitoring and ongoing training of particular doctors.  
However, I am not quite sure how we structure that.  I have not spoken to him about it yet but I will do so at a 
later date. 
This is a good bill.  The thrust of the bill is very positive.  It will enhance the profession.  I will be interested to 
hear the comments of the member for Roe, as I was the member for Dawesville.  The Nationals will support the 
bill.   

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [7.09 pm]:  I thank the house for the opportunity to talk to the Medical Practitioners 
Bill 2006.  It is great to see that we are coming into the modern age.  The minister said that the bill is largely a 
modernisation of the Medical Act 1894, and the provisions in the bill are modelled on the provisions in bills 
relating to the regulation of other health professionals, although with significant differences.  I suggest that there 
are significant differences.  We have dealt with a raft of health professional bills, from the Osteopaths Bill to the 
Podiatrists Bill, the Physiotherapists Bill and the Dental Bill.  Now we have the Medical Practitioners Bill. 

It is unfortunate that the Minister for Health is not in the chamber this evening.  However, when I spoke on the 
Pharmacists Bill, I noted that it referred to, as does the Medical Practitioners Bill, protecting the public, 
protecting consumers.  In the minister’s second reading speech on the Medical Practitioners Bill, he said - 

. . . a modern registration scheme to ensure that only properly qualified and competent persons are 
registered to practise medicine and to regulate the practice by those persons for the purpose of 
protecting consumers of health services in Western Australia. 

In the opening remarks of the second reading speech on the Pharmacists Bill, we got the same patter.  However, 
with the Pharmacists Bill, the minister went on to talk about the ownership of pharmacies by pharmacists.  He 
said that a pharmacist is allowed to own four practices.  He talked about a lot of those administrative, 
commercial issues regarding the practice of pharmacy.  What does the Medical Practitioners Bill do?  I suggest 
that in 1994 my medical practice was given away to corporatisation.  That was many years ago.  In the pharmacy 
arena, was there any talk about giving away pharmacies and anybody other than a pharmacist being able to own 
a pharmacy?  As I said at the time we discussed the Pharmacists Bill, worse than that, there was an issue of 
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monopoly in the pharmacy industry.  By some anomalous thing that I cannot understand, it was extended from 
two to four pharmacies, so that a pharmacist could own four pharmacies instead of two. 

As I said, medical practices were corporatised years ago.  As the member for Dawesville said, a pharmacist can 
own my medical practice, but I cannot own his pharmacy.  I do not particularly want to own a pharmacy.  I 
suggest that there may be a conflict of interest, and I understand that.  However, it is rather hypocritical to talk 
about a pharmacy bill under the national competition policy, which is about deregulating industry, combating 
any anticompetitive behaviour.  Under the guise of that is the issue of medical practices being able to be owned 
by people other than medical practitioners.  When it came to the pharmacists, it was quite different.  The true 
winds of competitive behaviour and of making a deregulated industry were not good enough for the pharmacists, 
but they were good enough for my practice and for my profession almost 13 years ago. 
There are some issues.  I can understand the concerns with the bill, and I support some of them.  However, I 
point out that anomaly and the almost hypocritical approach.  If we were to talk about a template of the 
Osteopaths Bill and deregulation under national competition policy of all those health professionals, I say that if 
it was good enough for all those health professionals, it was good enough for the pharmacy profession. 

There are issues concerning this bill that deal with a lot of rules, regulations and codes of practice.  I understand 
all of those, and I believe they are important.  There is the issue, and has been for some years, that the 2001 
review of the whole situation found that, in disciplinary proceedings against members of my profession, rather 
than have a specialist medical tribunal, such matters should go to a state administrative tribunal.  It was thought 
that a specialist medical tribunal was boys looking after the boys, or girls looking after the girls - basically, 
Dracula in charge of the blood bank.  Therefore, on the issue of disciplinary proceedings, it was thought that this 
was too close and that in fact a SAT proceeding would be a more independent process by which to take 
disciplinary proceedings against members of the profession.  That situation has existed for some time.  I would 
defend that necessarily.  However, I suggest that in fact an independent medical tribunal, with specialists on the 
tribunal - for instance, in a situation in which there was a disciplinary matter against me - would be at arms 
length and would be distant enough and independent enough, particularly in understanding all the nuances of 
medical practice and all the factors that would come into consideration in any ruling of any particular body 
against a doctor.  I believe it is important that there are guidelines for disciplinary and competency matters.  I 
will read from the minister’s second reading speech.  He stated - 

Disciplinary and competency matters are referred to a professional standards committee for further 
investigation.  An assessor may be appointed to assess the clinical competence of a doctor and to 
provide a report to the committee.  An investigator may be appointed with powers to allow him or her 
to fully investigate disciplinary matters and report to the committee. 

It smacks of almost too many steps, too many stages and too many people.  We know that the more people there 
are in a process, the more tortuous it can become.  That is not to devalue my thoughts about discipline and 
competency in medical practice.  I believe they are important.  Discipline and competency committees and 
impairment review committees are all very important.  I will share with the house an example of why they are so 
important.  In my practice, which I had for 25 years, I ended up being on a peer review committee.  Before that 
peer review committee came a case of a surgeon who practised within the region - not in my town but in the 
region.  I was on that peer review committee, and an issue of competency came before it.  There was an 
associated issue of a possibly impaired doctor, because he was addicted to alcohol.  The case was brought before 
the peer review committee and an incident that occurred when the surgeon was on call at the hospital was cited.  
A young woman aged about 26 was admitted to the intensive care unit with burns to 40 per cent of her body.  
She was under the management of the surgeon.  He was telephoned at two o’clock one morning about the issue 
of hydration.  The woman had not passed urine for 12 hours, and the surgeon was asked for a consultation.  He 
said in a very slurred voice that he could not come to the hospital, but if the woman had not passed urine for 12 
hours, the nursing staff should administer 120 milligrams of Lasix, which is a diuretic - it pushes the body to 
make urine, but takes fluid out of the body as a result.  Practitioners understand that the most common reason for 
a person with burns to 40 per cent of the body not passing urine is dehydration.  The amount of fluid lost from 
the area of the burn is exceptional, and that needs replacement.  The nursing staff decided that they would call 
that treatment into question, so they rang a second doctor, who was a general physician in the town.  He came 
into the hospital, saw the patient, countermanded the order of 120 milligrams of Lasix, put up more fluid and 
transferred the girl to Perth. 
As we were going through the process of peer review, dealing with the issues of competency and impairment, 
the surgeon did a moonlight flit and left the country.  He went to Saudi Arabia and spent some time working 
there as a surgeon.  I was very surprised, the week before last, to see on the front page of The Australian a story 
about the same surgeon going through an inquest in Mt Isa in Queensland.  The surgeon was charged with 
medical negligence.  Members in the chamber may have read the article.  A woman was admitted with an intra-
abdominal condition that needed surgery.  The allegation was that the surgeon waited four days before 
performing the surgery.  Quite differently from the scenario in Kalgoorlie, two drips were inserted and the 
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woman was hydrated.  The only problem was that the woman gained 31 kilograms in three days.  She died, and 
the case is going through the courts.  The family is prosecuting a case of negligence. 

I told that story to indicate that I regard disciplinary, peer review, competency and impairment matters very 
seriously.  If they are not dealt with, the problem will move and pop up in Mt Isa, Bundaberg or somewhere else, 
and people will die.  It is important that the process is effective, is not made more tortuous and produces the 
result of giving help and advice and changing practices.  The most difficult aspect is that, in cases of impaired 
doctors, other doctors tend to give them the benefit of the doubt.  It is probably similar in a lot of other 
professions.  The issue of discipline, changing practice and taking punitive action is therefore very difficult, but, 
as the example I have outlined shows, very important to the community.  These cases do not happen overnight; 
they do not pop up out of nowhere, as is demonstrated by the example I gave in which a doctor moved from 
Kalgoorlie to Saudi Arabia and then to Mt Isa.  They do not pop out of nowhere; there is always a trail that needs 
to be followed.  

I will speak now about the issue of registration. The member for Wagin spoke of the example of doctors coming 
from other states.  Over the years I have employed locum doctors on numerous occasions, and I can talk about 
the difficulties of hiring doctors from other states.  It is difficult enough to obtain their services, but it is also 
difficult to obtain history and records about their previous practice. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  The minister said in his second reading speech -  

Medical practitioners who have general or specialist registration under corresponding laws in another 
state or territory will be taken to be registered in Western Australia. 

This means that, if it is all right in Queensland, it is all right in Western Australia.  I suggest that we think about 
that a little, because I can say from experience that it does not absolve us from doing the registration homework 
for ourselves in Western Australia.  How often have I employed locums from Tasmania or Queensland or any 
other state, and problems have arisen during the tenure of employment?  As was the case with the roving surgeon 
who popped up in Mt Isa, it has to be asked whether there is any history here.  During consideration in detail, I 
will ask the minister for clarification, because I do not necessarily believe that registration in another state should 
automatically qualify a doctor for registration in Western Australia.  I have a bit of concern about that.  It does 
not absolve us from doing our own homework through the Medical Board.  It is an important issue of 
professional standards and competency. 

The member for Wagin talked about training.  The problem I found in employing overseas-trained medical 
practitioners was that it was often very difficult to make sure that I was comparing apples with apples.  By that, I 
mean that certain things may be listed on a person’s CV.  However, when we are dealing with competency, 
professional standards and clinical and procedural skills, it is sometimes enormously difficult to know whether 
people can actually do the things that are listed on their CV.  It often depends on which country or jurisdiction 
people have come from, which medical school they attended, or which hospital they were trained at.  Therefore, 
I draw attention to the issues that are raised in clauses 69 and 74 with regard to the communication of 
qualifications.  We need to ensure that when overseas medical practitioners are employed, we are comparing 
apples with apples, not only on training, but also on clinical and competency matters.  If Western Australia did 
not employ overseas medical practitioners, our medical and health system would grind to a halt.  There is an 
enormous number of overseas trained doctors in Western Australia.  Most of those doctors are extremely well 
trained and very clinically competent.   

I want to talk now about the medical complaints committee, the professional standards committee and the 
impaired doctors committee.  The issue of professional standards is very important.  Patients need an avenue for 
complaint when they believe professional standards have not been met.  I have been reported to the Medical 
Board of Western Australia once in my 25 years as a doctor.  Everyone is looking up now!  Everyone is 
suddenly very interested!  The member for Yokine has actually stopped talking!  He thinks I am going to spill 
the beans!  He keeps taking every opportunity to tell me that in some way I am doing something wrong by 
keeping my provider number.  Yesterday evening, I chaired a meeting of 600 people in Esperance who were 
concerned about the potential lead toxicity in birds, and the implications on the human population. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Why are you mentioning me?  What is your point? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I will get to it.  The community of Esperance wanted to hold a public forum with all the 
stakeholders involved in this issue; that is, the Department of Health, the Department of Environment and 
Conservation, the Shire of Esperance and the Esperance Port Authority.  The community wanted the meeting to 
be chaired by an independent facilitator.  However, that did not eventuate.  Therefore, in the end, muggins was 
asked to chair that meeting.  The 600 people at that meeting wanted to talk about what had happened, how it had 
happened, and what could be done about it.  I must say that the meeting went reasonably well.  We reached some 
sort of resolution about the way forward for the export of lead carbonate through the port of Esperance.  I had 
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just wound up the meeting when a colleague came to me - this was 10 o’clock at night - and said, “I want you to 
take off that hat, and come with me.”  He took me to the hospital and to a girl in the emergency department who 
was clutching her stomach.  He said, “She has appendicitis.  There is no surgeon in town.  It is 10.30 at night.  I 
wonder if you would take her appendix out?”  I had just chaired a meeting of 600 people.  I can tell members 
that I had some trepidation about chairing that meeting because, from a political point of view, if the meeting had 
gone belly-up and turned into a riot, I would not have looked good, but if I had tried to control the meeting too 
much, people would have said that I had not given them the opportunity to have their say.  Anyway, member for 
Yokine, the reason I keep my registration, the reason I keep my professional development points, and the reason 
I undertake some medical practice, is so that -  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Why pick on me? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Because the member for Yokine is always at me about double dipping!  He never stops 
asking me whether I still have my provider number, as though I am ripping off the system because I am taking a 
parliamentary stipend.  The reason I keep my provider number is so that I can take out some unfortunate girl’s 
appendix, after I have chaired a public meeting late at night -   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Not at all.  My point is that while you are holding a provider number, you are preventing a 
young doctor from practising in Esperance.  

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  That is absolute rubbish!  The member has a very cynical and twisted way of looking at the 
situation!  If the member can find a doctor, or doctors, to come to country centres and practise medicine, as I 
have for the past 26 years, not only delivering babies but taking out appendixes and doing everything else, fine!  
However, the member should not criticise me by saying that I am holding a provider number that is keeping 
someone else out, because it is not! 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  I am not criticising you at all.  I am criticising the system.  You do not want to listen to me.  I 
am criticising the system. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  It is very unfortunate -  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Why do we not have geographic provider numbers in this country?   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  Order, member!   

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  The member for Yokine knows, as he was Minister for Health at the time I was president of 
the Rural Doctors Association of WA, that while I was in that position I supported the concept of geographic 
provider numbers. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Absolutely!  You were fantastic about that!   

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Yes, I was. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  That is why I cannot see why you have backed off from being interested in that. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I am no longer president of the Rural Doctors Association! 
Mr R.C. Kucera:  When you came into the Parliament, you changed your views!   
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I have mentioned geographic provider numbers in this place.  The fact that I am a member 
of the Australian Medical Association and the Rural Doctors Association does not necessarily mean that I agree 
chapter and verse with everything they say.   
Mr R.C. Kucera:  That is why I admired your role as head of the Rural Doctors Association! 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I have to tell the member for Yokine that I admired his role as Minister for Health!   
Mr R.F. Johnson:  What! 
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  That is right.   
Mr R.F. Johnson:  For goodness sake!  I would not go that far!   
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  That is right.  
Mr B.S. Wyatt:  You have had too much to drink!  Sit down! 
Ms J.A. Radisich:  Yes - sit down!  
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  The member for Victoria Park and the member for Swan Hills want me to sit down!  I heard 
a lot of criticism of the member for Yokine when he was Minister for Health.  However, I had a rapport with the 
member when he was Minister for Health.  I thought he was a good minister.  
Several members interjected.  
Dr G.G. JACOBS:  Hang on!  I give credit where credit is due!  However, the member for Yokine does not 
return it!   
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Mr R.C. Kucera:  I am trying to, but you will not let me!   

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  All he does is throw barbs at me about having a provider number and keeping another 
doctor out of regional Western Australia.  That is below the belt.  That is unfair.  It is also not true.  I keep my 
provider number, my professional development points and my clinical skills because one day the member for 
Yokine might fall over the side of his chair and he might need me.  What will I say?  I will have to say, “Sorry, 
I’m not up to date.  I don’t have my provider number.  I can’t help you.” 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  We need as many doctors as we can get in this place. 
Ms J.A. Radisich:  You’ll get much better quality ones on this side. 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  You might have better looking ones. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  The member is probably right about that.  I have no time left. 
[Resolved, on motion by Mr R.F. Johnson, that the member’s time be extended by 10 minutes.] 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I did divert from the subject matter.  I wish to talk about offences under the Medical 
Practitioners Bill 2006.  The offences of posing as a doctor when one is not a doctor or saying that one can carry 
out a particular procedure when one does not carry out a procedure come under clauses 124 and 125.  Clause 
124, “Persons who may practise medicine”, states that it is an offence to practise medicine unless registered 
under the act.  That is quite straightforward.  The penalty for an individual is a fine of $5 000 and a daily penalty 
of $200.  Clause 125, “Persons who may be employed or engaged to practise medicine”, states that it is an 
offence to employ or engage a person to practise medicine unless the person is registered under the act.  These 
clauses cover the offences of posing as a doctor, practising procedures fraudulently and a doctor not doing things 
he says he does.   
I put out a small warning to the house that we can make all sorts of rules, but there are a lot of people out there - 
I think the member for Dawesville or the member for Wagin has touched on this issue - in the area of medicine 
or alternative-type procedures who do not come under this act.  I will share a story with members.  In my town 
about 15 years ago it was well advertised that a Filipino faith-healer was coming to town.  The Filipino faith-
healer was in town for about a week.  I started hearing stories from people within the town about how this faith-
healer “practitioner” was doing all sorts of great things, including removing gallstones.  A patient of mine went 
to this Filipino faith-healer and then came back to me the next day and said, “Doctor, I’ve had my gallstones 
removed.”  I asked her to show me the scar.  There was no scar.  I asked her how she felt.  She said, “I feel 
fantastic.  I feel great.  I’ve no more dyspepsia fat intolerance.”  As an aside, it was a bit like my fat intolerance 
that I talked to the doctor on the other side of the house about.  She told me to stay off the one beer I have in the 
evening.  I thank her very much for that advice because I feel a lot better.  Anyway, in order to explore this issue 
a little further, I paid a visit to the Filipino faith-healer. 
Ms J.A. Radisich:  In a professional or personal capacity?  

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I did not go as a patient.  I could not say that I saw him professionally because I do not 
think he was a professional.  I made myself known to him.  He was leasing residential premises, and he was 
practising in one of the bedrooms. 
Mr R.C. Kucera:  Where was it? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  In Esperance 15 years ago.  I said to him, “I believe you’re taking gallstones out of people.”  
He said, “Yes.”  I said, “I’ve got a bit of time off tomorrow afternoon.  Do you mind if I come and watch?”  He 
said, “That’s fine, you can come and watch.”  The next day I got through all my patients and at two o’clock I 
zoomed off to his residence.  I was ushered into a room.  It was dark and there were some candles burning.  The 
patient was on the bed.  The Filipino faith-healer washed his hands and plunged them into the right upper 
quadrant.  He started to knead as though he was kneading dough to make bread.  I am talking about an area 
further down - the member for Hillarys was pointing to his breast!  It is a bit lower.  I am talking about the upper 
quadrant of the abdomen.  Suddenly, after all this kneading, some red liquid appeared.   
Ms J.A. Radisich:  From where? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  From the bottom of this depression that he was creating when he delved his hands in under 
the ribs.  He would come out with this red liquid on his fingers.  He had a steel bucket by the bed.  He flicked his 
fingers and I heard this ting sound.  He would go back in and out again and then there would be another ting 
sound.  Every time we heard this ting sound, it indicated that a stone had come out and he was depositing the 
stone in the bucket. 
Ms J.A. Radisich:  Was there any incision or was it just through the skin? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  No.  He was just kneading with his hands.  He used no scalpel.  I was really intrigued by all 
this.  I asked this patient to come back to the surgery and I ordered an ultrasound.  After the ultrasound, we found 
that the gallstones were still present.  Surprise, surprise!  The patient paid $400 for the privilege of this 
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treatment.  I thought that in light of the fact that the ultrasound showed that stones were still present, this was 
fraud.  I took the case to the Medical Board of Western Australia.  The Medical Board said, “Doctor, is this 
Filipino faith-healer posing as a doctor?  Does he call himself a doctor?”  I said, “No, he doesn’t.”  The board 
said, “Look, does he physically pick up a scalpel and make an incision?”  I said, “No, but what I am concerned 
about is that he is saying that he is doing something medically to a patient that I can prove he has not done, and 
has charged her $400 for the privilege.”  The board said, “Dr Jacobs, if this Filipino faith-healer is not posing as 
a doctor and he doesn’t pick up a scalpel, it doesn’t come under our jurisdiction.”  I provide that example to 
suggest that there are limitations in trying to restrict bad practice or offensive practices.  Yes, we can tighten up 
those practices in the medical profession, but we should be broadminded enough to understand that - 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Mr Acting Speaker. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  He’s not finished yet!   

Ms J.A. Radisich:  That is the point; I am enjoying the member for Roe’s speech so much.  I know that the 
member for Roe has already been granted an extension of time, and even though I voted against the last 
extension, I think it is imperative that he be granted another extension so that we can all enjoy the contribution 
he is making to the house at this time.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  Member for Swan Hills, notwithstanding your great enthusiasm 
for the member for Roe’s dissertation, the member is entitled to only one extension, which has already been 
granted.  I ask the member for Roe to hasten to his conclusion.   

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  On the issue of undue influence, I come back to my initial statement.  Medical practice was 
given away years ago to people who are not doctors, unlike what has happened with pharmacists.  There is the 
possibility of commercial influences being brought to bear on doctors who are employed by corporations.  For 
instance, if I were working for a corporation, I might be told, “Doctor, you need to see 50 patients a day instead 
of 30, because this operation is not making any money.”  That would be undue influence.  After having enabled 
corporate influence on medical practice with the changes in 1994, a clause on undue influence must now be 
included in this bill so that those bad commercial influences on clinical practice do not occur.  The bill contains 
quite major fines to stop that occurring.   

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Minister for Health) [7.52 pm]:  If no other member wishes to contribute to 
this debate, I will thank members for their varying contributions to the debate, including the reference to Filipino 
faith-healers.  Given the absence of the opposition health spokesperson, I will seek leave to continue my remarks 
at a later stage.  That would enable me to address these matters when the shadow Minister for Health is here.  He 
is paired this evening.   

[Leave granted for the minister’s speech to be continued at a later stage.] 

Debate thus adjourned. 

PUBLIC TRUSTEE AND TRUSTEE COMPANIES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2006 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 29 November 2006. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [7.54 pm]:  Mr Acting Speaker - 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  I hope the member is not eating in the house.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Have another vat of wine; that is what I say! 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  She has been on her feet only two seconds and you are interjecting on her!   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Nedlands has the call and I would like to hear from her.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.  I am the lead speaker for the opposition on this bill.  I 
would like to thank Mr John Skinner, the Public Trustee, for the briefing he gave to the member for Hillarys, the 
member for Bunbury and me yesterday and late this afternoon.  The opposition has some concerns about the bill, 
but it will not oppose it.  Frankly, I am minded to abstain from voting on the bill because it deals with the money 
of vulnerable people in this state.  I will go through why the Public Trust Office was created, how that office 
deals mainly with the common fund and what changes are proposed by the government.  The Public Trust Office 
was established under section 4 of the Public Trustee Act 1941.  It is administered by the Public Trustee, who at 
the moment is Mr John Skinner and prior to him was Nina McLaren and, for a very long time, Mr Ken Bradley.  
I did part of my articles in that office, so I know something about the way in which it functions.  The Public 
Trustee of WA was established under the same act and commenced operations on 1 July 1942.  It is a statutory 
authority under the Financial Administration and Audit Act 1985.  The Public Trustee is the officer who is 
accountable for the common fund as it is known both here and in other public trust offices in other states.  I stand 
to be corrected, but I think the Public Trustee is accountable to the Director General of the Department of the 
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Attorney General.  I am not sure whether there is a position of Director General of the Department of the 
Attorney General.  It used to be Alan Piper.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  There is a position.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Is there anyone there?   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  There is a person acting in that position at the moment.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Knock, knock, no-one there? 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  It is Ray Warnes.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Ray Warnes.  Okay.  The Public Trust Office is a consolidated fund department, according 
to a 1995 report by KPMG.  It is not a government trading enterprise.  Its establishment followed the government 
social policy objectives of 1941 by providing services for which the general population is unwilling or unable to 
pay.  In my research on this bill I went back to the 1941 act, because I thought it was important to understand 
why the office was created in the first place.  I will read from the old bill, because I think it is instructive.  When 
I downloaded the Public Trustee Act 1941 from SWANS, I noticed that the first schedule to the act details prior 
acts that were introduced when the colony was first established, including the Mental Treatment Act, the 
Administration Act, the Curator of Intestate Estates Act and the Lunacy Act.  Basically, the Public Trust Office 
of Western Australia was the last office of its type to be established in Australia.  The second reading speech to 
the 1941 bill by the then Minister for Justice and Railways, Hon E. Nulsen, representing Kanowna, states - 

This is a very important Bill and I have often wondered why it has not been introduced sooner into this 
Chamber.  The delay in its introduction has rather puzzled me.  The purport of the Bill is indicated in 
the Title.  The aim is to create a public trust office and to appoint a public trustee.  That has been a long-
felt want, and is a convenience to which the public has been entitled for many years.   

. . .  

The office of public trustee was created in England in 1906, in New Zealand in 1876, - 

He goes on to provide the details for all the other states.  He refers to the powers of the Public Trustee and says - 

The object of these powers is to ensure stability of administration regarding investments, and to provide 
machinery for the speedy and cheap administration of estates.   

He then talks about the Public Trustee and money, and says - 

The State guarantees against any loss.  A common fund is to be created, - 

I referred earlier to the common fund because we are changing how the Public Trustee will deal with the moneys 
of about 7 500 clients who currently have their funds held in the common fund, which at this stage is worth 
about $300 million.  When a report was prepared in 1995 by KPMG under the former Court government, the 
fund stood at $172 million.  It has virtually doubled in about 12 years.  It will double again very quickly, and the 
reason for that can be found in the annual reports of the Office of the Public Advocate, the Public Trust Office 
and the former Guardianship and Administration Board.  These reports refer to the ageing population of baby 
boomers in this state, elsewhere in Australia and indeed the world; that until a cure is found, many will have 
dementia or Alzheimer’s disease; and that in many cases their money will have to be administered for them.  
Those agencies expect their client base to increase quite considerably as a result of baby boomers coming online.   

An issue that was of concern to me was that the common fund was created to deal with those matters.  I will 
refer eventually in my speech to the sorts of funds that go into the common fund; however, the state guarantees 
the common fund against any loss.  When the Public Trustee Act was first introduced in 1941, the then Minister 
for Justice said - 

A common fund is to be created, and the whole of the estates will automatically fall into the common 
fund, except when there is direction to the contrary. 

That same provision applies today.  He said further - 

But if the funds of an estate become a part of the common fund, then the capital and interest will be 
guaranteed by the State.  On the other hand, if investments are made as directed by the will, and the 
estate does not form part of the common fund, then that estate will not be guaranteed, but will carry the 
full responsibility; and if there should be any loss, it will be the loss of the estate.   

If I can put it succinctly, the current proposal under this new bill is for the Public Trustee to invest the money of 
individual clients or collectively elsewhere other than in the common fund and that those funds will not be 
guaranteed.  One then must ask: who will bear any loss?  Some of my colleagues believe that the government 
will bear the loss.  However, under the act as it currently stands those funds must go into the common fund 
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unless otherwise directed and are guaranteed by the state.  The then justice minister spoke about the reason for 
the creation of the Public Trust Office, and said - 

Its aim is to create cheap administration and speedy procedure, with less formality than obtains in 
connection with private trusteeship.  

. . .  

Probably the arrangement will deprive our legal friends of a shilling or two, but it will facilitate 
procedure in relation to estates of £500 or less. 

I wanted to read that because I think it is important to note that not much has changed.  When the Court 
government came into power, it had a policy of deciding whether to privatise or commercialise each government 
department.  In that regard, several reports on the Public Trust Office were compiled.  I will come to those 
reports; however, this bill comes to the Parliament today as a result of that former Court government policy.  
Currently, the Public Trust Office offers the following services: a free will-making service, acting as agent, 
trustee and financial administrator; administering deceased estates under the authority of the Supreme Court; a 
comprehensive range of administrative services to people with a disability to help them live in dignity and to 
contribute to society.  The important role of the Public Trustee can in fact be found in the current annual report.  
This morning when I spoke to some of my colleagues, I learnt that some did not know what the Public Trustee 
does.  In fact, many people do not know what the Public Trustee does.  The Public Trustee’s report at page 3 
states - 

The Public Trustee provides trustee services for all Western Australians, delivering professional and 
independent trustee and asset management services.  The person appointed to administer the office is 
called the Public Trustee.  The Public Trustee is a Statutory Authority within the provisions of the 
Financial Administration and Audit Act 1985.   
The Public Trustee is committed to: 

•  Ensuring that people with decision-making disabilities, who are some of the most vulnerable in our 
community, have their assets appropriately managed for future needs, are protected from 
exploitation and are not financially disadvantaged by their inability to manage their own finances. 

The common fund, which holds these vulnerable people’s funds, some of whom are on a pension or in a nursing 
home with dementia, is administered by the Public Trustee.  These people may, therefore, not be earning a great 
deal of interest from the common fund but they are probably earning a bit more than they would earn in a normal 
bank account, and their funds are protected and guaranteed.  To me that is very important; it was very important 
to this Parliament in 1941 for obvious reasons, and I still think it is important today.  The report continues that 
the Public Trust Office is also committed to -  

•  Ensuring that all Western Australians have access to affordable, professional estate management, 
regardless of their ability to pay, thereby ensuring a just and equitable resolution of deceased estate 
matters and minimising conflict and litigation. 

Conflict and litigation can cost the state a lot of money if a matter has to go through the courts.  The report 
continues that the Public Trust Office is also committed to - 

•  Ensuring that all Western Australians have the opportunity to make a will or an Enduring Power of 
Attorney if they so desire, and that the critically ill have access to a will drawing service, so that the 
wishes of every Western Australian can be respected once they are no longer able to carry them 
out.   

To achieve these core business outcomes, the Public Trustee offers the following key services:  
Trust Management. . . Estate Administration . . . Will Drawing . . . Investment Management . . . Power 
of Attorney Management . . . Private Administrators . . . Agency Assistance 

We can see that the purpose of the Public Trustee is to look after disadvantaged and vulnerable people.  Why 
does the Public Trustee exist at all?  The answer is that if it did not, many people would not have such services.  
It is considered a trustee of last resort, undertaking deceased estates and trust administration that the private 
sector was unwilling to undertake.  I refer to a review of the Public Trust Office by the Ministry of Justice 
undertaken by KPMG dated November 1995.  The reason this management consulting group undertook a review 
of the office is because it says in its introduction under “Background” - 

Consistent with the Government’s reform agenda, the Ministry of Justice is considering the 
corporatisation and/or privatisation of the Public Trust Office.   
Corporatisation and commercialisation aim to increase the commercial focus of Government agencies 
by subjecting them as far as possible to the same disciplines, incentives, sanctions and competition as 
apply to the private sector.   
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I asked myself whether we should be doing this with the Public Trust Office.  That report is very informative on 
the Public Trust Office, how it came into existence and its role.  It analysed the information at the Public Trust 
Office and concluded that it should not be corporatised because it was too small.  The Public Trust Office, after 
all, picks up all work that the private sector will not touch.  By way of example, the Public Trust Office has been 
the subject of some reviews since 1993.  Firstly, it was mentioned in the McCarrey Independent Commission to 
Review Public Sector Finances.  I am told that the McCarrey report advised that the government should be 
steering, not rowing, the Public Trust Office.  There was a response to the McCarrey report commissioned by the 
Public Trustee, which was the Barton report, dated 7 February 2004; then there was the Auditor General’s first 
general report of 1994-95; and, lastly, the Ministry of Justice review of the Public Trust Office, to which I have 
just referred.  The terms of reference provided by the former government were as follows - 

1. To examine relevant aspects of managing, staffing, operations and equipment.  

2. To have access to all files, documents and information, banking facilities and trust account 
procedures and to be able to make written memoranda in respect thereof.  

3. To interview all staff as is considered necessary. 

4. To recommend what changes may be needed to the Public Trust Act and any other relevant 
Act.  

5. To consult such experts, particularly accounting and legal as needed. 

6. To charge by way of detailed memoranda, on an hourly basis, at a predetermined rate per 
hour for each designated member of the consultant’s team.  

I am wondering how much that cost - 

7 To have regard to the findings and recommendations of the Independent Commission to 
Review Public Sector Finances (McCarrey).  

8. To examine the effectiveness and appropriateness of the Government Guarantee provider for 
Common Fund Applications.  

9. To examine the Community Service Obligation elements and examine options for delivery.  

10. To examine the role of the Public Trustee in looking after the affairs of people who are not in a 
position to do so having due regard to the role of the Office of the Public Guardian. 

11. To provide a written report and recommendations. 
This latter report, which was very informative, referred to private sector views.  The trustee companies that 
KPMG consulted were Perpetual Trustees (WA), Trust West, National Mutual Trustees, ANZ Trustees and 
Trustees Corporations Association of Australia.  All of them said that their target market differed entirely from 
the client base of the Public Trustee.  The private sector said that it targeted people who were 45 to 50 years old, 
with total assets in excess of $150 000.  Some said that their minimum was $300 000.  That was in 1995; it is 
now 2007, 12 years later.  I would say that they will be targeting people with total assets of maybe $300 000 
minimum.  These trustees do not refuse to prepare wills outside their market.  I will read what has been said 
about this.  It is relevant because under this bill, for the first time, the Public Trust Office will charge for wills.  
At page 17 of the KPMG report, the stakeholders I have just mentioned said - 

Whilst these trustees do not refuse to prepare wills for those outside their target market, they may 
recommend that a family, friend or accountant act as executor.  Sometimes they will recommend the 
Public Trustee. 

Estates with a capital value below $100,000 are of negligible interest to the private trustee companies.  

Currently, there is not a significant overlap between the target market of the private sector and the PTO.   
Therefore, the Public Trust Office has its own client base, who are clients that the private sector would consider 
commercially unattractive.   
The KPMG report analyses the values of the estates that are dealt with by the Public Trust Office.  At page 41, 
an analysis was done of estates by value.  Of the deceased estates held at the office 74 per cent were under 
$100 000 and were valued at $6.9 million.  Of the trust files held at the office 93 per cent were valued at 
$100 000 and they were worth $52 million.  I am trying to demonstrate the type of clients and their asset base 
that the Public Trust Office looks after.  Last year, I attended a legal conference in Melbourne on ageing, 
although it was really about elder abuse.  Among some very informative speakers was a lawyer who said that the 
average estate of Australians at the time of death was now $400 000.  Therefore, it is obvious that some of the 
people who use the Public Trust Office have been badly injured in car accidents and are incapable of looking 
after their assets or are people who have been placed on community treatment orders by psychiatrists; that is, 
they may live in the community but they are not capable of administering their own financial assets.  I am 
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seeking to demonstrate to the Parliament through KPMG’s report the sort of files that are handled by the Public 
Trust Office.  Staying with the analysis of any commercial interest in the office, KPMG asked whether there was 
any commercial interest in the Public Trust Office.  On page 18, paragraph 2.4.6 headed “Commercial interest in 
the Public Trust Office”, reads  - 

The private sector does not target estates and trusts with a capital value blow $150,000.  Approximately 
95% of the PTO’s trusts under administration and 85% of deceased estates fall into this category.   

Accordingly, the private trustees interviewed showed little interest in acquiring one hundred percent of 
a privatised PTO. 

Perhaps the Public Trustee can confirm this.  I am told that one state corporatised its office, and the person who 
held that account could not believe the way the clients behaved when they came into the office.  Sometimes they 
can be very difficult to manage, and the person asked the government if it could take back the contract.  I do not 
know whether that is right.  The Public Trustee must deal with clients who have mental illnesses and who have 
difficulty comprehending when they go to the office.  Therefore, generally speaking, the Public Trustee does a 
great job looking after that end of the market, if we like.  However, private industry does not want to have 
anything to do with estates valued at less than $150 000.  The report continues - 

Also from a risk management perspective, the private sector preferred to be involved in will and trust 
administration in the early stages, (being responsible for the drafting of documentation) in order to 
minimise the risk of errors and subsequent complications and complexities.   

The private sector did however show interest in:  

 future profitable estates and administrations;  

 management of the common fund.   

As I said, the common fund then stood at $172 million, but today it stands at nearly $300 million.  In fact, the 
assets controlled by the Public Trust Office, as shown in its annual report, total $652 million.  At page 65 of the 
Public Trustee’s latest report, under “Administration”, its net trust assets under administration - represented by 
investments and loans - are listed as $642 712 736.  They are represented by investments in the common fund of 
nearly $300 million and bank deposits of $35 million, equities of $50 million, unit trusts of $95 million, drug 
policies of $1.5 million, real estate of $173 million and other assets of $16 million.  Therefore, in total, at the 
date of this report - there will be a lot more there now - nearly $650 million worth of assets was controlled by the 
Public Trust Office.  The common fund also owns the building in Hay Street from where the trustee operates.  I 
am led to believe that Alan Piper directed the former Public Trustee, Ken Bradley, to sell that building, but he 
refused because it belongs to the common fund.  It actually belongs to the clients whose money is in the common 
fund account.  The KPMG report continues - 

In the event of any acquisition, the following issues need to be addressed: 

 CSO’s would need to be identified, quantified and considered separately;  

 the management fee charged on the Common Fund would need to be brought in line 
with the private sector;  

 the level of current reserves of the Public Trustee would need to be addressed; and  

 the continuation of the Government guarantee would need to be considered in relation 
to existing administration and the wills bank.  

There are two major matters under the bill.  Firstly, the money and the common fund and, secondly, the ability of 
all Western Australian citizens to walk into the Public Trust Office and have a will drafted for free.  When I 
worked there, and for many years after, I understood that if someone did that, the Public Trustee had to be the 
executor.  During the consideration in detail stage, the Public Trustee can advise me on that.  That is what 
happened when I was there.  Page 19 of the KPMG report states - 
 The wills bank is considered as having only nominal value due to: 

•  existing low percentage of executorships flowing from wills bank; 

•  no exclusive rights attaching to acting as executor. 

I do not know whether that is right.  It continues - 
 The private sector did express interest in administering some of the community service obligations, if 

costs in excess of the fees able to be currently charged, are reimbursed by Government at agreed hourly 
rates. 

 Hourly rates quoted were $170 per hour, although this could be reduced through competitive tendering 
and increasing the number of qualified people and organisations carrying out the work. 
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The Law Society stated - 

 The legal profession, represented by the Law Society, is a participant in the marketplace, particularly in 
will writing.  The Law Society of WA is strongly opposed to the PTO being able to promote their “free 
will” writing service to the general public in shopping centres and in country towns. 

Since Nina McLaren, as well as some other people, was brought over from Asgard, those services have been 
closed to the citizens of Western Australia.  The Law Society’s statement continues - 

 The Law Society’s objections are: 

•  the PTO has an unfair advantage in being able to use Government facilities (eg country court 
houses) to promote and prepare wills; 

•  the PTO is not sufficiently transparent in advising clients and potential clients of the fees it 
will charge when a will matures; 

•  the Public Trustee Act does not empower the Public Trustee to write wills; and 

•  the legal profession provides a superior, cost effective will writing service, including 
participating bi-annually in promotions to ensure Western Australians write wills. 

I have paused to discuss wills because currently, as I said, they are done at no cost by the Public Trust Office by 
in-house lawyers.  I am not sure whether any of the will preparations are contracted out, but I would like the 
Attorney General to tell me if they are, and what it is costing.  I found some notes I made for last year’s budget 
with reference to page 464 of the Budget Statements under the heading “key efficiency indicators” for the Public 
Trust Office.  It states that the cost of preparing a will for that office is estimated to be $285.  It is now proposed 
to charge people a fee to draft a will, no matter what their income.  The government will take away from some 
clients the protection of having a guarantee for their investments.  People are going to invest elsewhere because 
that will allow them to not be charged fees.  The Public Trustee currently has the power under the act to say that 
it will not charge people who cannot afford it.  Under this bill, the Public Trustee will be charging a fee to 
prepare a will for poor people who cannot afford to have a will prepared and has set down the basis of what 
those fees will be.  Currently, Western Australian citizens do not have to pay to have a will made.  Under this 
bill, a pensioner will pay $45; a pensioner couple will pay $70; a standard will will cost $50; a standard will for a 
couple will cost $80; and redrafts will cost $40.  I do not understand why people who cannot afford it are to be 
charged.  I do not believe it has been suggested that people should be means tested before preparing a will.  It 
could be that the Public Trustee has said it would do that.  I did not receive any figures on that. 

As I said, page 18 of the KPMG report states that the private sector showed interest in the management of the 
common fund.  The common fund was referred to in the 1941 second reading debate.  The administration of the 
common fund is a principal activity of the Public Trust Office.  It is an authorised trustee investment available to 
clients of the Public Trustee and provides a vehicle for the retention and investment of moneys held in trust or 
that is pending the distribution of a deceased’s estate.  The KPMG report shows that the moneys flowing into the 
common fund come from either deceased estates - that is, from the estates of testates and intestates or continuing 
trusts - or from trusts such as enduring powers of attorney, court trusts, administrations, agencies and 
investigations from the former Guardianship and Administration Board.  As I said, in 1995, the fund amounted 
to about $173 million and it now amounts to almost $300 million.  It is administered by the Public Trust Office.  
The report states that there is a deputy public trustee - I do not know whether there is one - a finance and 
corporation service and a state government guarantee under section 42 of the Public Trustee Act.  It is worth 
looking at that act because it sheets home what this is all about. Section 42 of the act states - 

 Deficiency in Common Account 
 If the moneys standing to the credit of the Common Account are insufficient to meet the lawful claims 

thereon, the Treasurer shall, without further appropriation than this Act, charge such sums to the 
Consolidated Account as are necessary to meet the deficiency. 

When we had a briefing on this matter this afternoon, the member for Hillarys asked the Public Trustee whether 
there had ever been an occasion when the common fund was deficient. 

Mr T. Buswell:  Did you say Colin fund? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I said common fund, but I will pay into the Colin fund! 

Mr T. Buswell:  A lot of people have been paying out on the Colin fund. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I always say: remember what they said about C. Y. O’Connor. 

The Attorney General has said that this bill is a chance for us to modernise the act.  He says that about all bills.  
It is usually code for beware and have a good look at it.  Probably some language in the act needs modernising.  
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The difficulty I had with it was the fact that people who do not have very much money had been given an 
assurance that their money was protected by the state under that account.  It is a nice little earner for those 
clients.  It is not speculative and it is safe.  With some exceptions, including moneys belonging to a particular 
estate or trust, all capital moneys must be deposited in the common fund and can be invested by the Public 
Trustee.  Investments are authorised by the Public Trustee Act under section 40 and are listed in part 3 of the 
Public Trustee Act under sections 16 to 26.  I would like that list of investments to be clarified by the Attorney 
General.  The importance of the common fund and how it can be used are pivotal to the bill because this bill will 
allow the Public Trustee to create a new fund from the moneys it holds in trust for vulnerable people; that is, the 
new strategic common fund under proposed section 39B.  The purpose of creating this new strategic common 
fund is, according to the explanatory memorandum, to meet the needs of the Public Trustee’s varied client base.  
Several things are of concern to me.  Today the Public Trustee told me that the moneys of 7 500 clients are 
invested in the common fund and 160 clients have money that is not invested in the common fund.  Those 160 
clients have large sums of money.  As I understand it, most of those funds have been directed by the court to be 
invested outside the common fund.  Millions of dollars are involved.  We can see right away that the majority of 
clients have their funds invested in the common fund.  I ask the Attorney General: why is the Public Trustee 
competing with the private sector?  The Attorney General is saying that the Public Trustee will start investing 
more speculatively.  That is what it is.  To do that, it means that the Public Trust Office will become self-
funding, but the Public Trust Office costs only $3.5 million a year to run.  In the meantime, the Public Trustee is 
building up a reserve of its own.  It owns its own building.  I am not sure whether there are any licensed financial 
planners in the Public Trust Office, because a lot of this will now be handled internally.  The act does not say 
that the people who will be investing these funds and planning people’s estates must be licensed financial 
planners.  The new bill does not tell us whether there is any cap on the value of an individual client’s estate that 
can be used in relation to the strategic common funds.  There is no cap on how many strategic common funds 
there can be.  However, we have the analysis done by KPMG of the number of deceased estates and the trusts.  
In 1995, the majority were under $100 000. 
I do not know from what funds the strategic common funds may be drawn.  I say that because the latest Public 
Trustee annual report shows that it is not about just the common fund.  Currently, $650 million is under the 
control of the Public Trust Office.  However, there is also equity, an indemnity reserve, in case something goes 
wrong, of $3 172 000.  There is a general reserve of about $3.5 million.  There is a superannuation fund reserve 
for Public Trustee employees of $2.5 million, and there are retained earnings of $500 000.  That amounts to 
nearly $10 million.  It would be more now.  A lot of money is held at the Public Trust Office, which has sat there 
quietly until now, with no complaint.  There have been complaints, of course, about how some people see their 
funds being administered, but it can be seen right away from the annual report that there is more than just the 
$300 million in the common fund.  There will be no state guarantee for strategic common fund investments. 
Before I finish my second reading contribution, I have some questions that I will put to the Attorney General.  
The sorts of questions that I believe should be raised about this bill are:  What exactly are the strategic common 
funds that the Attorney General plans to introduce under proposed section 39B?  Who will manage those funds?  
What expertise does the Public Trustee have in managing these funds?  How many licensed financial planning 
advisers are there among the staff of the office of the Public Trustee?  Who will benefit financially from the 
establishment of the strategic common funds and to what extent?  What sort of returns are expected from the 
strategic common funds?  What guarantees are there that these returns will be achieved?  If, for instance, the 
stock market starts to crash, as it did in 1987, what plans and guarantees does the Attorney General have to 
protect the clients’ funds?  Does the Attorney General consider that because it is a state body, the government 
will be responsible, as it has been responsible for the finance brokers scandal, for which the government is now 
paying out $30 million?  The Public Trust Office will now be allowed to start speculating more with funds.  
Therefore, what sort of protection will these people have?  When the Attorney General establishes the strategic 
common funds, what will happen to the existing common fund reserves that have been built up in the books of 
both the common fund and the Public Trustee?  Does the Attorney General think that the Public Trustee will be 
competing directly against established private sector funds when the Attorney General establishes the strategic 
common funds?  Why is the Public Trustee competing against the private sector, in contradiction of the 
principles mentioned in the report by the McCarrey commission; that is, we should be steering and not rowing?  
Does the Attorney General have any plans at this time to purchase another property that is owned by the Public 
Trustee or to sell the current Public Trust Office property that is owned by the common fund - that is, the 
clients - and, if so, what are those plans?  How does the return on the investment in accommodation property 
compare with the current return from other investments in the common fund, and how will the return on the 
investment in accommodation property compare with the expected return on the strategic common funds?  How 
much money - I think we may have had this - does the Attorney General expect to make from each of the 
following: the preparation of wills, the preparation of enduring powers of attorney and providing legal services 
under proposed section 47A?  What impact are these fees likely to make on the provision of community service 
obligations, especially to those who cannot afford to pay the fees?  If people stop going to the Public Trust 
Office to make wills, has an analysis been done of the impact it will have on the Supreme Court in relation to 
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probate, and for the Supreme Court having to deal with intestate estates?  My last question relates to that.  Will 
the introduction of fees for will preparation lead to an increase in intestate estates, which is contrary to 
government policy? 

It has been very enlightening to deal with this bill, because I like going back historically and seeing why bills 
were created in the first place.  If we go back and look at the principles, they are usually as valid today.  The 
Public Trust Office was established so that people who were unable to look after funds themselves could have 
the state look after those funds, because nobody else wanted to do it; nobody else wanted to take them on.  
Because those people were vulnerable and because they could be exploited, their funds were guaranteed.  I must 
say that in spite of the fact that the Public Trustee is completely charming and very helpful - I have no 
complaints whatsoever about the Public Trustee - I am not totally persuaded that this is the way we should be 
going.  A person may have dementia and be in a nursing home.  When the Attorney General’s bill comes into 
operation, the Public Trust Office may decide to take that client’s money out of the common fund and invest it in 
shares of some sort.  Those shares may go down in value.  What will the Attorney General do for that little old 
lady or little old man who is in the nursing home and who is reliant on that money for a few luxuries in life?  The 
Public Trust Office may lose that money.  What will the Attorney General do for that person?  At the moment 
that person is totally protected.  They are my comments, and I await the Attorney General’s response.  

MRS D.J. GUISE (Wanneroo - Deputy Speaker) [8.40 pm]:  I support the Public Trustee and Trustee 
Companies Legislation Amendment Bill 2006.  This bill serves to confirm the Public Trustee’s primary objective 
and function in providing services to the community.  The three primary roles of the Public Trustee that the 
public would be most familiar with are the drawing up of wills, trust management and estate administration.  As 
other members have said, this bill also serves to modernise the legislation, to remove inequitable arrangements 
that may affect the most vulnerable clients of the Public Trustee, and to place the services that are provided by 
the Public Trustee on a strong financial footing, while allowing for the expansion of the Public Trustee’s 
investment capability. 

New services, if approved through the annual agreement process - which is an important facet of this bill - will 
be provided in relation to property settlements, financial and estate planning, deceased estate administration, 
investments and taxation planning.  This should help to put the Public Trustee on a level playing field with those 
private sector organisations that offer similar services.  That is a good thing for those who have trust and faith in 
the Public Trustee and wish to continue to use the services of the Public Trustee. 

My interest in this bill is focused primarily on two areas.  Therefore, I will cut to the chase and outline those 
areas.  The first is to ensure that the fees schedule is fair and affordable and does not disenfranchise the most 
vulnerable in our community.  The second is to ensure that the method of fee setting is equitable and transparent.  
It is important that the fees for writing a relatively straightforward will, and for processing a simple deceased 
estate, such as applying for probate or transferring a house, are kept to a minimum.  It is important that our 
community is given access to this service, in particular assistance in processing the will of a deceased estate, and 
that the fee is not excessive so as to discourage people from seeking this sort of professional advice.   

I am concerned also about the level of fees charged to persons who are unable to manage their own affairs.  In 
my view, represented persons have different needs and place different demands on the Public Trustee in the 
management of their affairs.  I therefore believe that a one-size-fits-all fee structure is unacceptable.  Proposed 
section 38A of the bill deals with the scale of fees.  Proposed subsection (1) states -  

The Public Trustee shall from time to time, in accordance with the current agreement, determine a scale 
of fees for a function performed, or a service provided, by the Public Trustee under this Act or any other 
written law. 

Proposed subsection (4) states -  

The Public Trustee may fix and set out in the scale of fees different rates of fees that may be charged as 
remuneration in respect of different classes of estate and the time and manner of charging such fees. 

I want to know what that means.  I also seek some assurance about what I call represented persons.  I have 
therefore taken particular notice of, and sought advice about, the fees model that is used by the Queensland 
Public Trustee.  I will refer to some advice that I have received, with the assistance of our Public Trustee, so I 
thank Mr John Skinner, and the minister’s staff, for helping me with this matter.  The advice that I have received 
from the Queensland Public Trustee is in four parts.  First, under the Queensland Public Trustee fees schedule, 
clients under the category of represented persons are initially allocated to one of six possible service levels.  This 
allocation is based on the type of accommodation of the person - for example, an aged care facility, through to 
independent community living - and the degree of contact with, and support required from, Public Trustee staff.  
Each service level is then allocated a fixed annual fee.  Clients can move between levels as their situation and 
degree of contact with the Public Trustee changes.  The level is reviewed monthly and annually, and as major 
changes occur; for example, in accommodation type.   
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Secondly, the Queensland Public Trustee charges a fee for each level of service to each client, regardless of the 
financial situation of the client.  It then applies a community service obligation rebate system.  That system is 
based on the client’s income earning assets.  The amount rebated is on a sliding scale, ranging from a full rebate 
of the fee to clients with low assets, to no rebate if the client has considerable investment assets.  The amounts 
rebated are then classified, in the financial reports to government, as a community service obligation.  Thirdly, 
the assets of clients do not include their own home if they are living in it.  The rebate system also contains a 
hardship clause to prevent clients from having to sell their home in order to pay fees.   

Fourthly, and in summary, the fee charged to represented persons is based on an assessment of the degree of 
support required of Public Trustee staff.  This service level is reviewed periodically - monthly when fees are 
charged to the account, and also annually - and when a major change in personal circumstances occurs, and 
altered if appropriate.  Clients who do that have the capacity to understand the impact of demanding greater 
attention and service are not penalised by being required to pay any more than the standard fee.  Clients pay the 
fee based only on their ability to pay by use of a rebate system.   

I commend this model, because I believe that represented persons have varying degrees of incapacity and 
understanding of their situation.  That places a varying degree of demand upon the services and time of the 
Public Trustee.  Therefore, I am very pleased that the minister and the Public Trustee have indicated that a 
similar model will be applied in Western Australia.  I thank them for their assistance and advice in this regard, 
because it was of particular concern to me. 

This bill will ensure that a regular review of the situations of clients takes place to ensure that clients are not 
penalised regardless of how often they use the services of the Public Trustee.  In addition, a fee rebate system 
will protect clients who have a small amount of assets.  I think that was also of concern to the member for 
Nedlands.  On that basis, as someone who tends to cut to the chase, I am happy to support the legislation.   

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [8.46 pm]:  I support the Public Trustee and Trustee Companies Legislation 
Amendment Bill 2006.  At the outset, I declare an interest in this bill.  I have taken some advice and have been 
told that I do not necessarily need to declare an interest.  However, I prefer to be prudent and do the right thing.  
The reason I declare an interest in this bill is that there is a good chance that I will be dealing with the Public 
Trustee in the near future because of a situation that my daughter finds herself in.  My daughter is about to 
receive many millions of dollars in a compensation payout for a road traffic accident that she sustained many 
years ago.  I do not know exactly how much she will receive.  However, no matter how much she receives, it 
will not be enough to pay for her care costs for the remainder of her life if she lives her expected lifespan.  
Therefore, this bill is of great interest to me personally.  However, I am not saying this just from a personal 
perspective.  I am saying this also because many people have contacted me who have been, or are, in a situation 
in which they are awaiting compensation for a family member who has been involved in a road traffic accident, 
or something similar.  We need to get this legislation right for those people.   

I compliment the member for Nedlands for the work she has done on this bill.  She has put many hours into 
researching this area.  Certainly, the member for Nedlands and me, and other members on this side of the house, 
were not sure this morning whether we could support the bill.  However, after the contribution by the Public 
Trustee at the briefing that we were given this afternoon, we have reached the conclusion that although we still 
have some concerns, which we will attempt to tease out during consideration in detail, we will support the bill.   

I would like the Attorney General to respond to some matters, because I want that to be on the record in 
Hansard, not only for my benefit, but also for the benefit of the people who have contacted me.  Many 
represented persons have a guardian who, up until the time of the compensation payout, has carried out all the 
administration work for that person.  I want to be assured that when the negotiations have come to a conclusion - 
which will need to be done through a court - that either the public trustee, or a similar organisation, will become 
the fund manager.  I do not think the Public Trustee would particularly want to be the manager on a day-to-day 
or week-by-week basis for a represented person such as my daughter, and other people in that situation.   

I assume that that would be left to the guardian and administrator under the Guardianship and Administration 
Act.  I ask the Attorney General to confirm that when he responds.  I accept that when we get to that stage, either 
the Public Trustee, or a similar organisation - but not a government entity - will be given the authority to act as 
the fund manager to invest those funds.  It can be either the Public Trustee, or one of three or four banks, 
Perpetual Trustees, or one or two other organisations that specialise in administering trust funds for represented 
people.   

In the past the Public Trustee has mainly represented and administered the funds of people with estates of 
probably less than $150 000, and in many cases, less than $50 000.  When the Public Trustee legislation was 
originally brought into this place in 1941, I suggest that was at a time when this country was halfway through a 
war and many people obviously needed the services of a public trustee to administer wills, probates and various 
other things.  In those days we definitely needed a public authority that was set up to administer those sorts of 
things for people who did not have a lot of funds.  People with plenty of money can hire big flash lawyers and do 
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all sorts of things.  The poorer people in society - the government has an absolute responsibility to assist them 
during their life span in the many trials and tribulations that they come across in life - need more help than 
anybody.  Whereas the public fund has been there for the Public Trustee to administer on behalf of people, I am 
delighted to see that there is provision in the bill to look after those people with very small amounts of money 
who may rely on a Centrelink payment every fortnight, a disability pension or something of that nature.  They 
may be residing in a nursing home, a hostel of some sort or be in a similar situation.  It is incumbent on a 
government to look after the weak and the helpless, if I can call them that, in society; those who cannot help 
themselves.  It is incumbent on the government, whatever flavour or colour we might put on it, to help those 
people more than anybody.  I am delighted to see that it is proposed that people in that category will not be 
charged any money.  Having read the papers that the Public Trustee gave me, it looks like, under the community 
service obligation, there will be nil fees for anybody.  That is typically for people with assets of less than $1 000.  
I cannot think for one minute why we would want to charge them.  At the moment it looks like they are charged 
$270.  It is outrageous to impose a charge of $270 against people who have assets of less than $1 000.  That is 
over 25 per cent of the value of their assets.  The Attorney General would be described as the scrooge of the day 
if he allowed that to continue.  I am delighted that he will miss having that nametag.  He may have that nametag 
for other reasons but he will not get it for this reason.   

At some stage I would like the Attorney General to explain the following scenario.  For the many people I 
described earlier - my daughter is one of them - I assume that the fees payable for a court trust that is greater than 
$500 000 will go up from the current fee of $36 000.  The fees shown are for a trust of $1.2 million.  That is 
quite a lot of money for administering that trust.  I think it could be done a lot cheaper.  I am concerned that the 
proposed fees will be higher than that.  They will be $36 420.  If we are talking about multimillion-dollar funds, 
which I believe my daughter’s fund will be and I know other people’s funds will be, I want to be assured that it 
is not done on a percentage basis.  I was in talks with the Public Trustee this afternoon.  If it will be done on a 
percentage basis, that would be totally unfair.  I see no justification for levying a percentage of the amount of 
funds that are to be managed.  It would cost no more for larger amounts.  If the Public Trustee invests money on 
behalf of a person it represents in perhaps half a dozen portfolio areas, it makes no difference whether it is 
$1 million or $5 million.  There is no extra work involved; one amount is just a larger amount of money 
invested.  I will never be able to see any justification in working on a percentage commission, if I can call it that, 
on behalf of the Public Trustee.  At the end of the day, the Public Trustee has to live up to the reputation of the 
name of the office; that is, it has to act in the interests of the public, in this case the represented people and 
people who need funds to be administered in a legal and responsible way.  If and when he eventually responds, if 
the Attorney General can give me an assurance that that will be the case, that will give me some comfort.  I 
reiterate that we are moving to user pays legislation.  I assume the Attorney General agrees with that. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  To a degree. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I would like to know to what degree he agrees and to what degree he does not.  It will not 
be a user pays situation for those people with less than $1 000.  How far does $1 000 go these days?  It does not 
go very far at all.  The Attorney General probably spends that on his wine collection every week.  For a lot of 
people that would last a couple of months.  I accept that it will not be a user pays situation for those people.  For 
anything over $1 000 in trust funds, from the looks of the papers I have been given by the Public Trustee, it will 
be a user pays situation.  My rough guess is that 95 per cent of funds will be in a user pays situation.  I came up 
with that figure by looking at the funds and numbers that we have been talking about today.  I do not have a 
problem with a user pays situation generally but I do have a problem to some extent when we are dealing with a 
public entity.  My colleague the member for Nedlands said that the Public Trustee will be moving into a 
competitive corporate world now and will be competing with many other commercial businesses that do this sort 
of work.  The Public Trustee used a term this afternoon that stuck in my mind.  He said that his office would be 
putting in bids to the court to deal with the funds of these represented people.  He said that in a way it is a bit like 
some lawyers who are ambulance chasers.  I was a bit uncomfortable with that term. 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Careful. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  What should I be careful about? 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  There are a lot of lawyers in this chamber - to my left, to my right. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will not talk about lawyers.   

I was a little concerned that we were moving into a competitive market.  I do not know whether the Public Trust 
Office should be in a competitive market in which it must look for business, as it were, from which to earn 
interest or a commission.  That certainly was not the concept of what the Public Trustee would be when that 
position was established back in 1941; it is a million miles away from the original concept of the Public Trustee.  
I would like to be given some comfort and some clear explanations, and I want those to be placed on the public 
record in Hansard.  That can probably be done only when the Attorney General responds to the three speeches 
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that we have heard so far.  I do not know whether there will be any more speeches; maybe one or two.  However 
many members talk on this bill, it is important that the Attorney General put on the record what is the intention 
of this bill, the intention of the government, the intention of the Attorney General and, obviously, the intention of 
the Public Trustee, because the people who will come into contact with the Public Trustee over the next five, 10, 
15, 20, 30 or 40 years will look back to see exactly what the intentions were.  Those things will be teased out in 
the consideration in detail stage.  The biggest concern that guardians and administrators have is whether the 
payments that are made to represented people for motor vehicle or workplace accidents, which are often 
substantial amounts, will last for the expected lifespan of those people.  If that cannot be done, the guardians or 
administrators will be dissatisfied with themselves.  I seek an extension of time, but I may not use it all.   

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I think I was sidetracked earlier, probably by the member for Swan Hills; she usually 
does that to me.  What I wanted to say was that if the guardian or administrator of a represented person and the 
court mutually agree to place the funds with the Public Trustee rather than with a commercial entity or a bank 
that specialises in this sort of trust fund, I want to be assured that the Public Trustee will work with the guardian 
or administrator of the represented person.  I will give an example of what I mean.  For argument’s sake, a 
represented person receives a payout of $5 million for a motor vehicle accident.  I would want there to be some 
dialogue and genuine cooperation between the guardian or administrator and the Public Trustee over how those 
funds would be managed.  For example, I would not want my daughter’s funds to be managed simply in 
portfolio areas, one of which might be a property trust area.  I would like to be able to say that I would like 20 
per cent of her funds to be invested in residential property that could be rented out.  I say that because I believe 
that people have to go a long way to beat the investment of bricks and mortar.  In five, 10, 20 or 30 years’ time, 
when the other funds might have started to run dry - I can assure members that, care costs being what they are, it 
does not take long for those funds to run dry - there would be something in the way of property - real estate - that 
could be sold at the then market value, which would prolong the financial benefits to the represented person and 
improve his or her quality of life by meeting that person’s care costs.  If the represented person died and the 
liquid funds had virtually run out, there would be something left for the represented person’s children.  We 
should never forget the children of represented people.  They are at a massive disadvantage because their mother 
or father is unable to care for them, is unable to work and is unable to put something aside or to build a nest egg 
to leave to their children.  I would eventually like that sort of thing to be possible.   

Some people came to see me a year or two ago to complain about the then Public Trustee.  They felt that the 
Public Trustee was not helpful and would not agree to anything they wanted to do.  I cannot go into details 
because that would be inappropriate.  They were certainly unhappy with how the Public Trust Office worked.  
Even I made clear to the Public Trustee just over a year ago an area with which I had a problem.  I believe it was 
before the present Public Trustee took office.  I believe that the people at the Public Trust Office need to be more 
compassionate with people who are administering loved ones’ estates.  They need to realise that they are not 
dealing with just figures and funds.  Behind every fund is a human being with emotions and feelings.  It is 
essential that the people who are dealing with that area are sensitive to that.  I genuinely want to be assured that 
the Public Trustee will administer everybody’s funds responsibly, appropriately and with the very best 
intentions.  Those funds need to be maximised by way of good investments to provide the best return possible, 
not for the government or the Public Trustee, but for represented people, so that their funds can be extrapolated 
over a longer period.  That is essential.  I can quote costs, lifetime expectations and the rest of it.  I have been 
into it all.  Whatever anybody gets, it is rarely enough to last somebody’s lifetime.  It is essential that we do this 
properly today.   

I have complained before about the Office of the Public Advocate, as the Attorney General is aware.  The Office 
of the Public Advocate leaves a lot to be desired.  One day I want a change to be made to the Guardianship and 
Administration Act.  I want one word to be deleted, and that word is “and”.  I am sure the Attorney General 
knows what I am talking about.  The people who work in the Office of the Public Advocate are mainly recruited 
as social workers and are not experts in the field.  I do not believe that they have the compassion, the expertise 
or, dare I say it, in some instances the intelligence to be able to do their job properly.  I had very little faith in the 
Guardianship and Administration Board, whose functions now come under the State Administrative Tribunal.  I 
do not know what the State Administrative Tribunal is like at the moment, because I have not had any dealings 
with it.  I probably will in a year’s time.  I was disgusted with the way in which the Guardianship and 
Administration Board carried out its functions.  That board basically rubber-stamped virtually every decision that 
the Office of the Public Advocate put to it.  I asked a question in this Parliament on the percentage of 
Guardianship and Administration Board’s decisions that coincided with the recommendations of the Office of 
the Public Advocate.  Do members know what the answer was?  It was 97 per cent.  I could not believe that was 
the case.  When I told the chairman at a meeting of the Guardianship and Administration Board, he said that was 
impossible and did not believe it.  I threw across to him the parliamentary question I had asked together with the 
answer and when he looked at it he just could not believe that was the case.  The people on that board may have 
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the best intentions in the world.  However, complaints about the Public Advocate’s office have been brought to 
my attention.  I am sure many more complaints have been brought to the attention of the Attorney General as 
well. 
I do not want the Public Trustee’s office to go the same way the Public Advocate’s office has gone.  I hope there 
has been a change in the culture and I hope that the relatively new Public Advocate - of about two to three years 
now - has brought her office and staff into line and told them what their job is really about; that is, to help people 
and not to hinder them.  I hope the Attorney General will provide some comfort to me and other members in his 
response to these concerns, and I look forward to the consideration in detail stage so that we can tease out some 
of the concerns.  They may be only small concerns from one or two members on my side of the house.  
However, I want this bill to work and to see a successful outcome for the Public Trust Office in future, not only 
from my own point of view but also from everybody’s point of view, as it is a very important office.  The 
importance of the office should not be underestimated, as it deals with some of the most vulnerable people in 
society.  For that very reason there must be not only the very best of expertise in investing people’s funds, but 
also enormous compassion and cooperation with the representative person and/or the representative person’s 
family when appointing a guardian and administrator.  I hope the Attorney General can answer these questions.  
I have not sought in any way to demean this bill.  I have a personal interest in it, obviously, but I make it clear 
that it is not only my personal interest that I am referring to but also the interests and concerns that people have 
brought to me.  I hope that when this bill goes through Parliament, as I am sure it will, fewer people will contact 
me with concerns about the Public Trust Office such as the concerns about which they have contacted me in the 
past. 
Dr G.G. Jacobs:  Will you explain to me the “and” in the legislation? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It has nothing to do with this legislation.   
Mr J.A. McGinty:  It is the Guardianship and Administration Act. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes, the Guardianship and Administration Act. 
Dr G.G. Jacobs:  You mentioned “and”. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes, there is one little word.  If the member for Roe looks at the Guardianship and 
Administration Act he will see words along the lines that a guardian can be appointed if a person is not able to 
reasonably make decisions on his or her own - I cannot remember the exact words - or if the person is unable to 
reasonably make decisions of a financial or other lifestyle nature, and the rest of it.  To me that makes sense but 
there is one little word - “and” - in the phrase such as “and there is a need”.  It is disgraceful and totally wrong to 
have “and” in there because the Public Advocate’s office uses that word in its argument every time that it cannot 
recommend guardianship as it does not believe it is necessary because the family is supportive and the person is 
managing okay.  That is wrong.  I remember a conversation I had with the Attorney General at the time.   
Mr J.A. McGinty:  A few years ago. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes.  The Attorney General was absolutely amazed that I was rejected as the guardian.  I 
could not find one person who believed that I could be rejected.  I took 20 family members and friends along to 
the Guardianship and Administration Board hearing - everybody who knew me at the time - yet the Public 
Advocate’s office still recommended that I be not made the guardian of my daughter.  I absolutely could not 
believe it and nor could anybody else.  I therefore urge the Attorney General, if he wants to do something more 
useful, to bring into the Parliament an amending bill and take out the word “and” from the Guardianship and 
Administration Act as it is unnecessary.  It is the word that some left-wing social workers in the Public 
Advocate’s office use to try to stop good, genuine, honest family members from becoming the guardian of a very 
dear loved one.  The Public Advocate’s office did not dispute the fact that I was a respectable person; it could 
not find anything wrong with me whatsoever. 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  That surprises me! 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am sure it would surprise the Attorney General, but there were 20 people at that hearing; 
all my family members and friends - I have a big family.  Every single one of them said that I should be the 
guardian of my daughter because they could see the sense in my being the guardian of my daughter. 
Dr G.G. Jacobs interjected. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I think the act includes the phrase “and there is a need to”.  The member for Roe should 
read the act.  The Public Advocate’s office uses the word “and” every time to oppose people becoming 
guardians.  When the Attorney General was standing at the back of the chamber, I said that 97 per cent of the 
cases that the Guardianship and Administration Board looked at between one and five years -  
Mr J.A. McGinty:  I was listening to you. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I said that in 97 per cent of the cases the board rubber-stamped the Public Advocate’s 
recommendation.  The chairman of the board could not believe it and disputed it when I said so.  I showed him 
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the parliamentary question and answer and he just looked at me and said “Oh!”  I was very thankful that I had a 
very good lawyer who was sitting as a member of that board and who could actually see the sense - 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Not while he was representing you, I hope. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, it was a very good female lawyer representing the board.  I cannot remember her 
name, but she specialised in those sorts of cases.  I think she convinced the elderly chairman of the board and the 
other member of the board that there was every reason to allow me to be the guardian.  I am not supposed to talk 
about this, but I am going to talk about it in this chamber, not for my sake but for the sake of other people who 
came to me when the Public Advocate’s office had done everything it could to try to put obstacles in the way of 
good people becoming guardians of their loved ones. 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury) [9.17 pm]:  I will make a very short contribution to this debate.  I say at the 
outset that I will not be opposing the bill.  I agree entirely with the comments made by the members for 
Nedlands and Hillarys.  This afternoon I was also at the briefing given by the Public Trustee on the bill.  He 
explained what he wants to do through the provisions of the bill; that is, self-manage the common fund and lift 
restrictions on where the Public Trustee can invest funds. 
My concerns are about the security of the funds.  I want to cover the angle of the current security of the funds, 
because on one hand the common funds under the control of the Public Trustee are allowed to be invested in 
certain areas and are of course guaranteed by the government.  On the other hand, there are funds under the 
control of the court that can be invested outside the common fund.  I understand that the Public Trustee does that 
through a third party; however, those funds are not guaranteed.  The third party, of course, comprises suitably 
qualified people.  They are financial planners who have the proper qualifications and are licensed to be in that 
business; whereas under the Public Trustee Act, the employees of the Public Trustee need not be licensed and are 
exempt from holding the qualifications as outlined under the financial planners act.  Under the new bill there is 
still no requirement for employees of the Public Trust Office to be licensed under the financial planning 
legislation.  I do not know how many employees have those financial planning qualifications.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I do not think any are licensed.  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I understand that probably 20 or 30 accountants are employed by the Public Trustee.  
However, no-one is employed there who is a stockbroker or a financial planner with the credentials to enable 
him to make investments in the myriad portfolios that are available.  The Attorney General has confirmed that 
there are none.   
This afternoon I was assured by the Public Trustee that, under this bill, if the Public Trust Office intended to 
invest in all portfolio areas outside the office, it would contract services when it thought it was necessary to do 
so.  I accept the goodwill of the Public Trustee in making that assurance.  However, my dilemma is basically that 
the funds of a group of 7 500 people are in the common fund managed by the Public Trustee, whose job it is to 
look after the affairs of people who cannot look after them themselves for a variety of reasons.  Those funds are 
guaranteed so they cannot be lost.  Under the present arrangement, the Public Trustee is limited to where those 
funds can be invested; therefore, to a certain extent, the amount of return to those people on the capital invested 
is limited.  The Public Trustee or third party licensed financial planner could have the capacity to invest the 
funds in the marketplace for the best possible return in a range of portfolio areas, so that, rather than getting a 
five or six per cent return they could get 10 per cent.  It is a matter of getting rid of the guarantee of security of 
those funds, whilst enabling a better rate of return so that more money can be coming in for a longer period in 
the lives of the people involved.  The dilemma I can see is in achieving a balance between being able to access 
more income by investing in a range of portfolio areas without a guarantee, and the guaranteed common fund’s 
smaller rate of return.   
One of my other concerns is that this bill has been introduced without a model having been settled upon.  This 
afternoon, as the member for Wanneroo mentioned in her speech, the Public Trustee made it clear that, although 
he has not settled on any model, he has been seriously looking at the Queensland model.  I would have liked the 
Queensland model to be in front of me so that I could identify exactly how it would work, what the fees would 
be etc.  However, I accept that he is looking at the Queensland model and that by all accounts, in his opinion, it 
is an appropriate model.  I can only take the Public Trustee’s word on that.  The Public Trustee wants to be self-
funding and I suspect that the time frame for that is four years.   
At present, a dividend is paid from the Public Trustee to the government after arrangements involving the 
reserve account and a dividend have been declared.  If it has under performed, money comes from the reserve, 
but if it has over performed, the balance goes to the government.  Has an agreement been reached to the effect 
that when the Public Trust Office becomes self-funding, it will be required to pay a dividend to the government?  
I would hate to think that if it could generate sufficient money to be self-funding, the government could ramp up 
the dividend it takes.  From a purely philosophical point of view I do not think that would be the right thing to 
do.  We are talking about a group of people who cannot look after their own affairs.  After the Public Trust 
Office achieves self-funding and is able to generate income from so-called dividends from investments, I would 
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hate the government to take a bigger dividend as the amount of money accumulates in those funds.  I would like 
the Attorney General to advise whether agreement has been reached that the dividend will be paid by the Public 
Trustee.  If so, I would like to hear the Attorney General’s philosophy on what will happen to that dividend.   

I will not go over any ground that previous speakers have covered because we do not want to be here all night.  
My main concern was the balance needed between the security of the funds and the potential to achieve greater 
dividends.  This bill will take away the security of the common fund.  As the Public Trustee indicated, I am sure 
that in certain circumstances the status quo will remain.  Each circumstance must be considered on its merits, 
and what best suits the individual case will determine how those funds will be invested.  Although smaller 
amounts cannot be used efficiently, the common fund can be guaranteed by the government.  My dilemma is 
about this bill taking away the safety net for the funds in the hands of the Public Trustee, secured for people who 
cannot look after their own affairs, compared with the principle of attracting as much interest as possible to 
extend the money available during the life of those people.  I will not oppose the bill because, on balance, I can 
only accept the Public Trustee’s goodwill and explanation for why the office was established in 1941.  I hope 
those philosophies and goodwill remain part of the Public Trustee’s objectives.  I will ask a few other questions 
in consideration in detail.  I have voiced my main concern and I would like some assurances from the Attorney 
General on those issues.   

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Attorney General) [9.27 pm]:  I begin by referring to the issues raised by 
the member for Hillarys in respect of his circumstances.  The current investment arrangements are through the 
common fund, a cash fund.  As he can appreciate, if he receives an income from term deposits, by contemporary 
standards that is not the best way to earn an income from his assets.  The common fund consists primarily of 
term deposits - a small amount of cash and a small amount of mortgage loans.  That is the income that comes 
back into the common fund.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  They are smaller amounts.  For larger amounts I understand the Public Trustee can at present 
invest through a third party.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  No, not unless it is authorised or ordered by a court in a particular case. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  For large sums of money that is the case.  That is the indication I received from the Public 
Trustee today.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Again, I will put it simply.  The people in the common fund are getting a poor rate of 
return.  Although the court has ordered that a number of larger amounts can be invested in other forms of 
investment, that type of investment is not available to the members of the common fund.  We are seeking to 
adopt the prudent-person rule for investment, which is not currently relevant to the operation of the Public 
Trustee.  That will make it possible for the Public Trustee to invest in accordance with that principle in shares, 
property and the very things that the member said the Public Trustee should be able to do, particularly when 
talking about a young person who has been involved in a motor vehicle accident, for example.  Therefore, the 
person will be catered for in 50 or even 70 years’ time.  I do not believe that the current restrictions on the 
common fund - to the extent that these people are in the common fund - are adequate to make that longer term 
provision, which is the very point the member for Hillarys raised. 

The expanded common funds will operate on the prudent-person principle.  A variety of safeguards are written 
into the legislation.  The investments will be required to be authorised by the Treasurer in accordance with 
Treasury instructions.  To ensure the prudential nature of those investments, there is a greater degree of control 
over these investments than for investments made through other private trustee companies.  That is a significant 
example of the types of changes that are being brought about by this bill.  As I indicated earlier, and as a number 
of members commented on in the course of their remarks, removing those restrictions on the ability of the Public 
Trustee is an essential element of the legislation regarding making investments for the example I have just given.  
Also, the range of services offered will be expanded significantly.  Hopefully, the operational performance of the 
Public Trust Office will be improved as a result of a number of these changes. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  You are riding on the back of the coalition again, aren’t you? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Possibly, but we are doing it.  How long ago was the Liberal Party in government?  It was 
an awfully long time ago. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Six years.  That is not a long time in the scheme of life! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The important point is that these changes are being introduced.  People are aware of the 
scope of the work done by the office of the Public Trustee and of the nature of the clientele it represents.  It is 
unnecessary for me to repeat those facts because I am sure that was covered in the briefing given to members 
today.  I am sure the background was covered also. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I refer to the substantial funds that will be invested by the Public Trustee on behalf of a 
represented person.  Is the investment done as a blanket investment for all the people who have perhaps 
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$1 million or more, or is each represented person an individual client and therefore his funds are invested 
individually into different portfolio areas? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I will need to double-check this, but I understand it is part of a portfolio of investments.  
Each person obviously has his own element of that portfolio. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  In other words, there might be half a dozen particular portfolio shares in bonds or whatever 
that the Public Trustee would be investing in as a global figure for those sorts of people, and it would depend on 
each represented person.  If a person had $1 million to invest, would that be split into six shareholdings, and if 
another person had $5 million, would that also be split into those six shareholdings? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It is something of that nature, but I would need to get a more precise answer to that 
question.  Many of the questions that have been posed relate to questions of detail about the current practice in 
the Public Trust Office.  The intention is to be able to maximise the return while minimising the risks.  The best 
interests of the people on whose behalf the investments are made is at the heart of the prudent-person rule.  The 
office will seek to behave prudently rather than invest in speculative or high-risk investments.   

Many of the other questions that have been raised are best dealt with in consideration in detail. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  Do you think we could go home early and start it tomorrow? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Would members prefer to do that?  I am a soft touch. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  That is not what your opposite factional colleagues say. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Oh, yes, they do.  Many of the issues are best dealt with by giving very clear and 
technically correct answers, which can be dealt with during the consideration in detail stage.  I have given 
members an idea of the flavour of the legislation and I have given a broad answer to a number of questions that 
have been raised.  I thank members opposite for the indication that I think they will not oppose the bill, rather 
than give it their fulsome support. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  We might support it once we have done everything in consideration in detail.  There are 
some concerns.  We have certainly said we will not oppose it, but we might be more wholehearted in our support 
once members on this side of the house have been given assurances during consideration in detail. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  In light of the member for Nedlands’ request that we deal with this matter when we are 
refreshed, I urge members to support the second reading of the bill. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

House adjourned at 9.36 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1697. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Premier; Minister for Federal-State Relations; Trade; Innovation; Science; 
Public Sector Management 

For each department or agency for which the Premier is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  

(b) 30 June 2005; and 

(c) 30 June 2006? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

Department of the Premier and Cabinet advises: 

(a) No records are available for the 30 June 2004 date from the Department's then contracted vehicle fleet 
manager. 

(b)-(c) Nil 

Department of Industry and Resources; Office of the Public Sector Standard Commissioner; Governor's 
Establishment advises: 

(a)-(c) Nil 

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1698. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Deputy Premier; Treasurer; Minister for State Development 

For each department or agency for which the Deputy Premier is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  

(b) 30 June 2005; and 

(c) 30 June 2006? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

The Department of Industry and Resources; Department of Treasury and Finance; Economic Regulation 
Authority; Office of Native Title; Office of the Auditor General; State Supply Commission;  WA Treasury 
Corporation; 

(a)-(c) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1699. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food; Forestry; the Mid 
West and Wheatbelt; Great Southern 

For each department or agency for which the Minister is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  
(b) 30 June 2005; and 
(c) 30 June 2006? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

Department of Agriculture and Food 

a) One 

b) One 

c) One 
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Forest Products Commission 

a)-c) Nil 

Mid West Development Commission  

a)-c) Nil 

Wheatbelt Development Commission 

a)-c) Nil 

Great Southern Development Commission 

a)-b) Nil 

c) One 

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1701. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services; Community Safety; Water 
Resources; Sport and Recreation 

For each department or agency for which the Minister is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  

(b) 30 June 2005; and 

(c) 30 June 2006? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

Western Australia Police 
(a)-(c) Nil. 

Fire and Emergency Services Authority 
(a)-(c) Nil. 

Fire and Emergency Services Superannuation Board 
(a)-(c) One. 

Office of Crime Prevention 
(a)-(c) Nil. 

Office of Road Safety 
(a)-(c) Nil. 

Department of Water 
(a)-(c) Nil. 

Water Corporation 
(a)-(c) Nil. 

Busselton Water Board 
(1)-(2) One. 

(2) Two. 

Aqwest 
(a)-(c) Four. 

Department of Sport and Recreation 
(a)-(c) Nil. 

WA Institute of Sport 
(a)-(c) Nil. 

WA Sports Centre Trust 
(a)-(c) Nil. 
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GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1702. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Attorney General; Health; Electoral Affairs 

For each department or agency for which the Attorney General is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  

(b) 30 June 2005; and 

(c) 30 June 2006? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

• DEPARTMENT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

• DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH 

• DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS 

• EQUAL OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 

• LAW REFORM COMMISSION 

• LEGAL AID WA 

• OFFICE OF THE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

• OFFICE OF HEALTH REVIEW 

• W.A. ELECTORAL COMMISSION 

(a)-(c) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1703. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Employment Protection; Housing and Works; Indigenous Affairs; 
Heritage; Land Information 

For each department or agency for which the Minister is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  

(b) 30 June 2005; and 

(c) 30 June 2006? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
The Department of Employment Protection advises: 
(a)-(c) Nil. 
The WA Industrial Relations Commission advises: 
(a)-(c) Nil. 
The Construction Industry Long Service Leave Payments Board advises: 
(a) 2 
(b) 2 
(c) 1 
WorkCover advises: 
(a) 13 
(b) 14 
(c) 14 

The Department of Housing and Works advises: 

(a)-(c) Nil. 

The Department of Indigenous Affairs advises: 

(a)-(c) Nil. 
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Heritage Council of WA advises: 

(a)-(c) Nil. 

Landgate advises: 

(a)-(c) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1704. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

For each department or agency for which the Minister is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  

(b) 30 June 2005; and 

(c) 30 June 2006? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

For the Ministerial office, DPI, WAPC, PTA, MRWA, LandCorp, ARA, EPRA, MRA, SRA, DPA and FPA 

(a)-(c) Nil 

For Albany Port Authority 

(a) 3 

(b) 4 

(c) 7 

For Broome Port Authority 

(a) 6 

(b) 6 

(c) 7 

For Bunbury Port Authority 

(a) 5 

(b) 5  

(c) 6 

For Esperance Port Authority 

(a) 9 

(b) 9 

(c) 9 

For Geraldton Port Authority 

(a) 9 

(b) 8 

(c) 9 

For Port Hedland Port Authority 

(a) 6 

(b) 6 

(c) 7 

For Eastern Goldfields Transport Board 

(a) 2 

(b) Nil 

(c) 1 
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GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1705. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Disability Services; Tourism; Culture and the Arts; Consumer 
Protection 

For each department or agency for which the Minister is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  

(b) 30 June 2005; and 

(c) 30 June 2006? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

Disability Services Commission 
(a)-(c) Nil 

Tourism  
(a)-(c) Nil 

Rottnest Island Authority 
(a)-(c) Nil 

Department of Culture and the Arts 
(a)-(c) Nil 

Western Australian Museum 

(a)-(c) Nil 

State Library of Western Australia 

(a)-(c) Nil 

Art Gallery of Western Australia 

(a)-(c) Nil 

ScreenWest 

(a)-(c) Nil 

The Consumer Protection arm of the Department of Consumer and Employment Protection (DOCEP) 
(a)-(c) Nil 

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1707. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Energy; Resources; Industry and Enterprise 

For each department or agency for which the Minister is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  

(b) 30 June 2005; and 

(c) 30 June 2006? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

The Minister for Energy; Science and Innovation has provided the following response: 

Department of Industry and Resources: 

(a)-(c) Nil. 

Minerals and Energy Research Institute of Western Australia: 

(a)-(c) Nil. 

Office of Energy:  

(a)-(c) Nil. 



 [ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 27 March 2007] 761 

 

Western Power Corporation:  
(a) 13 vehicles. 
(b) 36 vehicles. 
(c) Not applicable.  

These vehicles were provided to Senior Managers as part of their agreed remuneration package. The vehicles 
were funded on the basis of an operating lease and the full operating costs were born by the respective 
employees via salary sacrifice arrangements. 
Western Power (Networks): 
(a)-(b) Not applicable. 

(c) 28 vehicles.  These vehicles were provided to Senior Managers as part of their agreed remuneration 
package. The vehicles were funded on the basis of an operating lease and the full operating costs were 
born by the respective employees via salary sacrifice arrangements. 

Synergy: 
(a)-(b) Not applicable. 

(c) 5 vehicles. These vehicles are provided as part of remuneration arrangements for executives. Synergy 
also has other vehicles that employees use for commuting purposes, however these employees' roles 
require them to have a vehicle for work related purposes. 

Verve Energy:  
(a)-(b) Not applicable. 

(c) 66 vehicles. This includes vehicles provided to Verve Energy employees to commute to and from their 
home in order that they have transport to respond to plant emergencies, as well as vehicles provided by 
Verve Energy to employees for commuting purposes.  

Horizon Power:  
(a)-(b) Not applicable. 

(c) 34 vehicles. These vehicles are provided as part of remuneration arrangements. Employees with 
commuting rights contribute financially through their remunerations packages. 

Independent Market Operator: 
(a)-(c) Nil. 

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1708. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government; Racing and Gaming; 
Goldfields-Esperance 

For each department or agency for which the Minister is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  
(b) 30 June 2005; and 
(c) 30 June 2006? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

As at 2 March 2007 these portfolios were re-distributed to other Ministers, therefore I request the Member to 
refer to question on notice numbers 1699, 1703 and 1712.   

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1709. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister representing the Minister for Regional Development; Fisheries; the 
Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne 

For each department or agency for which the Minister is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  
(b) 30 June 2005; and 
(c) 30 June 2006? 
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Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

For the Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne Development Commissions: 

(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

For the Department of Fisheries: 

(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

For the Department of Local Government and Regional Development: 

(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1710. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Corrective Services; Small Business; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for Federal-State Relations 

For each department or agency for which the Minister is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  

(b) 30 June 2005; and 

(c) 30 June 2006? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

Corrective Services 

(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

Small Business 

(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

Federal-State Relations 

(a)-(c) The response will be forthcoming from the Minister for Federal-State Relations. 

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1711. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister representing the Minister for Child Protection; Communities; Women's 
Interests; Seniors and Volunteering 

For each department or agency for which the Minister is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  

(b) 30 June 2005; and 

(c) 30 June 2006? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 

The Office for Women’s Policy  
(a)-(c) Nil 
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The Department for Community Development  
(a)-(c) Nil 

Office of Seniors and Volunteers 
(a)-(c) Nil 

GOVERNMENT VEHICLES 

1712. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government; Racing and Gaming; 
Multicultural Interests and Citizenship; Government Enterprises; Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure; Goldfields-Esperance; Youth 

For each department or agency for which the Minister is responsible, how many motor vehicles did the 
department or agency fully or partially fund that were utilised by staff outside operational or departmental duties, 
and were not part of the State Fleet, as at the following dates - 

(a) 30 June 2004;  

(b) 30 June 2005; and 

(c) 30 June 2006? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

Department of Local Government and Regional Development 
(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

Department of Racing, Gaming and Liquor and Burswood Park Board 
(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association 
(a) 10 

(b) 10 

(c) 10 

All WAGRA vehicles form part of salary package of the officers and are used for both operational and outside 
departmental duties. 

Office of Multicultural Interests 
(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

Constitutional Centre 
(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

Government Employees Superannuation Board 
(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

Lotterywest 
(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 
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Gold Corporation 
(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

Insurance Commission of WA 
(a) 28 - all partially 

(b) 29 - all partially funded  

(c) 28 - all partially funded  

Department of Planning and Infrastructure 
Please refer to Parliamentary Question on Notice LA 1704 referred to the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure. 

Goldfields Esperance Development Commission 
(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

Youth 
(a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

(c) Nil 

SMARTRIDER CARDS - SALES OUTLETS 

1756. Mr T.R. Sprigg to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

Can the Minister provide a list of the outlets that previously sold Multi-riders who now do not sell Smart Riders? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

I thank the Member for the question. 

I understand that this information has already been provided to you through my chief of staff. 

BUSH FOREVER - TOTAL LAND AREA AND DETAILS OF OWNERSHIP 

1772. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) What was the total area of land set aside for the Bush Plan (Bush Forever) scheme? 

(2) With reference to (1) how much of this land has now been removed from Bush Forever? 

(3) What percentage of Bush Forever land is privately owned? 

(4) What percentage is owned by the State Government? 

(5) What percentage is owned by Local Governments? 

(6) What percentage is owned by other entities and who are these owners? 

(7) How many hectares of privately owned Bush Forever land has been purchased in each year since Bush 
Plan/Bush Forever began? 

(8) How much has the government paid for Bush Plan/Bush Forever land in each year since this scheme 
began? 

(9) How many hectares of Bush Forever land - 

(a) has been reserved as parks and recreation; and 

(b) is proposed to be reserved as parks and recreation? 

(10) How will land not reserved as parks and recreation be zoned? 

(11) Has the Western Australian Planning Commission recently prepared a report on the reservation of Bush 
Forever land? 

(12) If yes to (11) when will the report become available for public scrutiny and comment? 
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(13) How much of the land originally included in Bush Plan was owned by the State Government and Local 
Government Councils? 

(14) How much of the land referred to in (13) has been deleted from the original proposal? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) Bush Forever 2000 - Vegetated Area: 60,378 ha.  This includes Bush Forever area 406 (Wilbinga) 
which lies outside the Perth Metropolitan Region Scheme area. 

(2) The bushland dataset for 2006 from the Department of Agriculture and Food is still being processed and 
verified by the Department for Planning and Infrastructure. This work is currently being undertaken and 
the data should be available by June 2007. 

(3)-(6) This data in not available and would require extensive resources to undertake such a search. 

(7) YEAR      HA. PURCHASED 
        (private lands) 

2000/01   170.23 
2001/02   138.00 
2002/03     10.00 
2003/04   160.00 
2004/05     70.00 
2005/06     73.00 
2006/07*  149.00 
TOTAL   770.23 

* purchases settled or under contract to settle this financial year 

(8) Records are only separately kept of lands acquired for Bushplan/Bush Forever that were not previously 
reserved in the Metropolitan Region Scheme. A commitment of $100 million was made in 2000 to fund 
these additional lands over a 10 year program. Bushplan/Bush Forever sites that were already reserved 
are acquired via the WAPC annual acquisition program. 

The following table provides a summary of acquisitions for the additional land. 

YEAR  NUMBER OF HA. PURCHASED COST 
PROPERTIES 
ACQUIRED  

2000/01  20  194.3601  $9,416,019 
2001/02  15  151.9826  $6,743,263 
2002/03  9  17.7967   $2,637,400 
2003/04  10  165.2666  $8,814,292 
2004/05  11  96.2492   $4,451,836 
2005/06  13  102.5940  $7,402,774 
2006/07* 4  149.4185  $16,839,721 
TOTAL  86  877.6677  $56,105,306 

* purchases settled or under contract to settle this financial year 

(9) (a) As at February 2007: 30,211 ha  

(b) 22,282 ha 

(10) Land that is not identified as Parks and Recreation reservation in the Metropolitan Region Scheme will 
continue with its current zoning or reservation, as a Bush Forever area boundary does NOT change the 
underlying zone or reservation. 

(11) A draft Report on Submissions was prepared for the Western Australian Planning Commission in 
March 2006 as a result of public submissions and comments to Metropolitan Region Scheme 
Amendment 1082/33 - Bush Forever and Related Lands and draft Statement of Planning Policy 2.8 - 
Bushland Policy for the Perth Metropolitan Region. 

(12) The Report on Submissions, transcripts of the hearings and the written public submissions, once 
approved by the Governor, will be presented to Parliament where they must lay for 12 sitting days. The 
reports will be available to the public once they have been tabled in Parliament. 

State Planning Policy 2.8 will be available to the public once approved by the Governor and a public 
notice is published in the Government Gazette. 
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(13) This data in not available and would require extensive resources to undertake such a search. 

(14) This data in not available and would require extensive resources to undertake such a search. 

RESUMPTION OF LAND BY GOVERNMENT - AMOUNT OF LAND, LOCATION AND 
COMPENSATION PAYMENTS 

1773. Dr E. Constable to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) How much land was resumed by the Department of Planning and Infrastructure in each of the past six 
years? 

(2) Where was the land referred to in (1) located? 

(3) What was the total amount paid in compensation for the resumed land referred to in (1) in each of the 
past six years? 

(4) How much land was resumed by the Department of Transport in each of the past six years? 

(5) Where was the land referred to in (4) located? 

(6) What was the total amount paid in compensation for the resumed land referred to in (4) in each of the 
past six years? 

(7) How much land was resumed by Main Roads Western Australia in each of the past six years? 

(8) Where was the land referred to in (7) located? 

(9) What was the total amount paid in compensation for the resumed land referred to in (7) in each of the 
past six years? 

(10) How much has been spent purchasing privately owned land included in the Bush Plan/Bush Forever 
scheme in each year since the scheme was announced? 

(11) How many separate acquisitions were made in each year? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1)-(3) The information sought is not retained in a summary format and each file would need to be researched. 
The Department for Planning and Infrastructure (DPI) undertakes in excess of 200 acquisitions on 
behalf of itself and the Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) per year and I am therefore 
not prepared to commit resources to research the information. However, if there is a particular property 
of interest to the Member, I would be happy to provide details.  

For a summary of DPI expenditure for WAPC and DPI land acquisitions, the Member is referred to the 
response given to Question on Notice 1774. 

(4) The Department of Transport was abolished on 1 July 2002. 

(5) N/A 

(6) N/A 

(7&8) The information sought is not retained in a summary format and each individual file would need to be 
researched. Main Roads undertakes on average 132 property acquisitions (mainly portions) per year and 
I am therefore not prepared to commit resources to providing the information. However if there is a 
particular property of interest to the Member, Main Roads would be happy to provide details. 

(9) The costs for acquisition of land in each of the past six years was: 

2000/01   $29.10M 
2001/02   $20.03M 
2002/03   $6.24M 
2003/04   $6.91M 
2004/05   $22.18M 
2005/06   $27.20M 

(10&11) The Member is referred to the responses given Question 1772. 

BUSH FOREVER SITES - CLEARING OF NATIVE VEGETATION 

1775. Dr S.C. Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) How many decisions by the Western Australian Planning Commission have allowed clearing of native 
vegetation on Bush Forever sites under Regulation 6(5) of the Environmental Protection (Clearing of 
Native Vegetation) Regulations 2004? 
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(2) What were each of these decisions, and what areas of land were involved? 

(3) How many of the decisions listed in (1) were given to proposals by State Government departments? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) The Clearing Provisions of the Environmental Protection Act 1986 commenced on 8 July 2004. 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas were contained in Regulation 6. On 8 April 2005 a Special Notice was 
published in the Government Gazette entitled Environmental Protection Act 1986 Environmental 
Protection (Environmentally Sensitive Areas) Notice 2005 made by the Minister for the Environment 
under section 51B of the Act. 

An approval to develop a Bush Forever site by the Western Australian Planning Commission removes 
the classification of 'Environmentally Sensitive Area' to the extent of the specific area to be developed 
within the site. 

However, the site may be subject to other environmental regulations which could prevent development 
occurring nor does it approve for clearing under Section 51C of the Environmental Protection Act 1986. 

(2)-(3) N/A 

MANEA COLLEGE, BUNBURY - CONSTRUCTION 

1819. Mr G.M. Castrilli to the Minister for Education and Training 

(1) As the Edith Cowan University (ECU) South West Campus land was provided by the City of Bunbury 
for university purposes only, what agreements, financial or otherwise has the Government made with 
the City of Bunbury, due to the alternative use of land occurring for the construction of Manea College? 

(2) In identifying land for Manea College on ECU land, what considerations and strategic planning has 
taken place on the future growth of ECU? 

(3) What areas of land will be required to be cleared for the construction of Manea College? 

(4) What Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) approvals have been required for the construction of 
Manea College on ECU land? 

(5) Will the construction of Manea College restrict the possible future growth of ECU South West Campus 
due to EPA conditions? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 

(1) The land is vested with Edith Cowan University. A lease between the Department of Education and 
Training and Edith Cowan University is currently being arranged to meet all legal requirements 

(2) Edith Cowan University agreed to use the land for Manea College after giving consideration to its 
future requirements 

(3) In broad terms, the area of land to be cleared equates to the footprint of the building and a 35 metre 
buffer zone around it. 

(4) A clearing permit has been sought through the Department of the Environment and Conservation. A 
fauna and flora survey was submitted with the application. 

(5) Neither Edith Cowan University, the Department of Education and Training or the Department of 
Housing and Works are aware of any prohibitive conditions. 

TRAIN SERVICES - ARMADALE TO PERTH 

1820. Mr T.R. Sprigg to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) Is the Western Australian Government still committed to the Local Impacts Committee’s twenty 
priority action location recommendations? 

(2) What criteria have been used to establish an order of priority? 

(3) Which locations have been identified as high priority? 

(4) What works have been completed to date? 

(5) Will there be any alterations to the original plan? 

(6) What is the approximate time frame for the completion of these works? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) Yes. 
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(2) The order of priority was based on a combination of the results of a comprehensive community survey 
of the Local Impacts Committee (LIC area, and 13 assessment criteria chosen by the LIC for ranking 
purposes. These included: Congestion; Traffic Safety; Traffic Noise; Community Access; Air Pollution. 

(3) All 20 priority action locations are deemed to require some action as a high priority. There are 
actually 67 road improvement projects associated with the 20 priority action locations. A description of 
the works and their level of priority is contained in the LIC Final Report September 2005. Main roads is 
responsible for delivery of 49 of these, which are capital works, and the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure (DPI) is responsible for the remaining 18, which are essentially planning initiatives.  

(4) To date, Main Roads has already spent approximately $1.6 Million on LIC improvement works, 
covering such items as: 

• Stage 1 of the South Street Priority Bus Lanes; 

• Mast arms signals on Leach Highway at North Lake Road and Stock Road 

• Anti-skid treatments at Leach Highway/Manning Road; and  

• East-west cycle link on Leach Highway crossing Kwinana Freeway, in association with Bull Creek 
Train Station. 

In addition to projects already completed, approximately $ 5.9 million is identified for works through to 
July 2008, including: 

• Stage 2 bus transit priority lanes on South Street from Kwinana Freeway to Roe Highway;  

• South Street/Ranford Road/Bannister Road - Widen three through lanes;  

• Leach Highway /Manning Road - Lengthen right turning lanes and upgrade pedestrian facilities; 
and  

• Leach Highway/ North Lake Road - Lengthen right turning lanes and upgrade pedestrian facilities;  

• Leach Highway/Stock Road - Left slip lane, double right turn and upgrade pedestrian facilities  

Main Roads will be seeking further funding in future years to undertake additional road improvement 
projects recommended by the LIC 

In addition, the DPI has commenced a major planning study for High Street upgrading (Stirling 
Highway to Carrington Road section), and plans to commence a similar planning study on Stock Road 
(Leach Highway to South Street section) later this year. 

(5) There are no plans to alter Main Roads’ and DPI’s respective programmes with respect to the LIC 
projects. 

(6) Many of the projects (works) are described as 'short term' in the LIC Final Report and it is expected that 
these will be completed within five years. 

MAJOR HIGHWAYS - STATISTICS 

1830. Mr J.E. McGrath to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) How many hours of Traffic Highway Patrols were carried out in 2001 and 2006 for each of the regions 
on the following major highways - 

(a) Albany Highway – Armadale Region, Narrogin Region, Albany Region; 

(b) South West Highway – Armadale Region, Mandurah Region, Bunbury Region; 

(c) Old Coast Road – Mandurah Region, Bunbury Region; 

(d) Great Eastern Highway – Midland Region, Northam Region, Kalgoorlie Region; 

(e) Great Northern Highway – Midland Region, Geraldton Region, Karratha Region, Broome 
Region; 

(f) Brand Highway – Midland Region, Geraldton Region; 

(g) North West Coastal Highway – Geraldton Region, Karratha Region; and 

(h) South Coast Highway – Bunbury Region, Albany Region, Kalgoorlie? 

(2) How many fatalities occurred on these major highways in 2001 and 2006? 

(3) How many speeding infringements, not Multanova infringements were issued on these major highways 
in 2001 and 2006 outside of the town built-up speed limits? 
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(4) How many random breath tests were conducted on these major highways in 2001 and 2006? 

(5) How many charges were laid as the result of the random breath tests and what offences were they, 
e.g. 0.05%, 0.08%, or 0.15%? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(1) Western Australia Police do not centrally record the areas that are patrolled by officers. To search for 
this data would require an extensive physical search of hardcopy records. The Commissioner of Police 
has advised he is not prepared to waste valuable resources by diverting them away from core policing 
activities. 

(2)                                                          2001      2006 

(a) Albany Highway    6 6 
(b) South West Highway    6 9 
(c) Old Coast Road    1 8 
(d) Great Eastern Highway   8 5 
(e) Great Northern Highway   10 7 
(f) Brand Highway    4 3 
(g) North West Coastal Highway   3 5 
(h) South Coast Highway    2 4 

(3)-(5) Please refer to (1). 

POWER OUTAGES - ARMADALE AND GOSNELLS AREAS 

1831. Mr J.H.D. Day to the Minister for Energy 

With reference to the continued power outages being experienced by residents in the Armadale and Gosnells 
areas, I ask - 

(1) How many power outages (dates and times) have occurred in the Armadale area since August 2006? 

(2) What is the cause of these power outages? 

(3) How many power outages (dates and times) have occurred in the Gosnells area since August 2006? 

(4) What is the cause of these outages? 

(5) What action is being taken to remedy the situation? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 
The Minister for Energy has provided the following response: 
While Western Power is able to list outages by suburb, it is important to understand the electricity network is not 
suburb specific. An outage can affect just two properties or several thousand and its duration will differ for 
different customers, depending on whether they can be “backfed” from other parts of the network. 
(1) Since August 2006 there have been 140 outages in the Armadale area. These outages occurred in 

various parts of the network and consequently would have affected different residents and numbers of 
residents each time. The Armadale area comprises of the suburbs Bedfordale, Brookdale, Champion 
Lakes, Forestdale, Illawarra, Karragullen, Kelmscott, Mt Nasura, Mt Richon, Roleystone, Seville 
Grove, Westfield and Wungong. These suburbs are supplied by eleven different feeder lines (major 
power lines). There is approximately 1,300 km of overhead line supplying customers in the City of 
Armadale.  Customers in the Armadale area have experienced, on average, 5.2 outages.  
[See paper 2538.] 

(2) The causes were as follows: 

Vehicles     18.4 % 
Planned Outages*   15.3%* 
Birds     15.2 % 
Unknown    12.9% 
Equipment failure   9.5% 
Wilful damage/vandalism   9.4% 
Lightning    7.7% 
Transmission failure   6.8% 
Trees     3.8% 
Other     1% 
*The high number of planned outages is associated with the upgrade work Western Power is doing in 
the area (see 5). 



770 [ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 27 March 2007] 

 

(3) There have been 202 outages in the Gosnells area since August 2006. These outages occurred in various 
parts of the network and consequently would have affected different customers and numbers customers 
each time. The Gosnells area comprises of the suburbs of Beckenham, Canning Vale, Gosnells, 
Huntingdale, Kenwick, Langford, Maddington, Martin, Orange Grove, Southern River and Thornlie. A 
total of 24 different high voltage feeder lines containing approximately 1,300 km of overhead line pass 
through the Gosnells area.  

Customers in the Gosnells area have experienced, on average, 4.6 outages.  [See paper 2538.] 

(4) The causes of these outages are as follows: 

Transmission failure   21.3% 
Equipment failure   19.0% 
Bird     16.4% 
Planned Outage    15.4% 
Vehicles     7.8% 
Wilful damage    7.1% 
Unknown    6.3% 
Fire (not including pole top fires)  3.3% 
Wind (including wind borne debris)  2.5% 
Other      0.9% 

(5) Western Power has almost completed a $2.9 million upgrade of the Gosnells network, which supplies 
parts of Armadale as well. This upgrade included upgrading conductors, installing new automatic 
reclosers and moving existing reclosers to positions on the network where they will be more effective. 
This work has involved a number of planned outages. 

This upgrade is associated with the recent construction and commissioning of a new zone substation at 
Southern River. The new zone substation was built to allow Western Power to transfer load from 
Gosnells and Canning Vale zone substations, thereby improving capacity and reliability throughout the 
area. The combined transmission and distribution works involved in commissioning this new substation 
total $10 million. 

Three new feeder lines out of the Southern River Substation have recently been commissioned and a 
fourth will be in full use by the end of April 2007. This feeder line (Ranford Road Feeder) will have the 
greatest impact on the Armadale area. 

This reinforcement and re-configuration work will reduce overloads, increase feeder line capacity and 
improve reliability. A further two stages of reinforcement work for the Gosnells network will be 
implemented over the next few years. 

An upgrade of the Byford Network, which supplies parts of Armadale, was completed in Quarter 
Four 2006. This involved extending a new feeder line from the substation to the Armadale Shopping 
Centre, reinforcing and reconfiguring major overhead power lines in the northern half of the network, 
and some extensive underground cable installations. This has increased the capacity of the network to 
cope with growth in the area, as well as improve reliability.  

These projects, not including future stages of the Gosnells work, represent capital expenditure of about 
$9 million.  

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN TECHNOLOGY AND INDUSTRY ADVISORY COUNCIL - REVIEW 

1833. Mr A.J. Simpson to the Minister for Industry and Enterprise 

In regard to the review of the Western Australian Technology & Industry Advisory Council tabled in Parliament 
on 22 September 2004, can the Minister advise what has happened in relation to this review since it was tabled? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

The Minister for Industry and Enterprise has provided the following response: 

The recommendations of the Review were as follows: 

(1) The Western Australian Technology & Industry Advisory Council (TIAC) remain as an independent 
specialist policy board affiliated with the Department as defined under the ITD Act. 

(2) The Minister considers, after taking advice from TIAC, making a common appointment between the 
Premier’s Science Council and TIAC when TIAC appointments are due in 2005 and 2006. 

(3) TIAC remuneration should be reviewed in June 2006 and the 2005/06 budget should contain provision 
for an increase in TIAC member fees. 
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(4) Terms of appointment for TIAC members should be such that they provide for a balance of experience 
and renewal in the total membership of TIAC so as to provide for continuing stability in the Council. 

(5) The ITD Act be amended to include environmental impact in section 21 and increasing the penalty 
under Schedule 1 Division 1 section 16 to $10,000.  These amendments should be considered along 
with any amendments that arise from the second stage of the ITD Act review. 

Actions: 

Recommendation 1 
The Review concluded that TIAC performs an essential role in providing independent balanced, 
strategic advice to the Government. Since the Review TIAC has continued to operate as an independent 
advisory body providing advice to Government. 

Recommendation 2 
No common appointments between TIAC and the Science Council have been made.  Since the Review 
was tabled in September 2004 only two new appointments have been made to TIAC. In January 2005, 
Cabinet endorsed two appointments for a three-year term expiring on 31 January 2008. These 
appointments were made following the resignations of two TIAC members with similar skills and 
specialist expertise. 

Recommendation 3 
TIAC’s operating budget in 2005/06 and 2006/07 contained provisions for an increase in members' 
meeting fees as per the Review recommendations. 

Recommendation 4 
Appointments to TIAC are for a 3-year period, are based on the skills and experience of individuals and 
to ensure membership reflects the diversity of the WA economy.  

Recommendation 5 
The second stage review of the ITD Act is currently being progressed. 

ELECTORATES - FUNDING FOR PROJECTS AND WORKS IN 2005-06 STATE BUDGET 

1837. Mr P.D. Omodei to the Treasurer 

Can the Minister advise what funds were specifically allocated to be spent by the Western Australian State 
Government on projects and works in the 2005-2006 budget in the following electorates - 

(a) Bunbury; 
(b) Capel; 
(c) Dawesville; 
(d) Hillarys; 
(e) Leschenault; 
(f) Moore; 
(g) Murray; 
(h) Roe;  
(i) South Perth; and 
(j) Warren-Blackwood? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

Department of Treasury and Finance answer 

(a) Capital Works expenditure totalling $23.187 million was allocated to the electorate of Bunbury in 
the 2005-06 Budget. Details are as follows: 

Bunbury Port Authority 

• Investigations into deepening the Harbour ($1.3 million); 

• Replacement of a pilot boat ($1.0 million);  

• Minor Works and land purchases at the Bunbury Port ($2.525 million); and 

• Realignment works on the Port Access Road to Turkey Point ($1.5 million). 

Bunbury Water Board 

• Reticulation and distribution works, and upgrades to treatment plants ($1.849 million). 

Commissioner of Main Roads 

• Construction and sealing works on the Port Access Road ($500,000). 
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Department for Community Development 

• Works associated with the Bunbury Community House under the Community Centre Program ($500,000). 

Department of Education and Training 

• Completion of an upgrade to the administration centre and new library resource centre at Bunbury Senior 
High School ($1.4 million); 

• Additions and improvements at Newton Moore Senior High School ($4.0 million);  

• Completion of refurbishment works at Bunbury Primary School ($450,000); and 

• New Hydrotherapy pool at College Row in Bunbury ($1.5 million). 

Fire and Emergency Services Authority (FESA) of Western Australia 

• Development and construction of a FESA Regional Office collocation in Bunbury ($550,000). 

Department for Planning and Infrastructure 

• Completion of Stage 1 of the Casuarina Harbour Pens ($98,000). 

South West Development Commission 

• Works on the Bunbury Back Beach coastal enhancement project ($1.1 million); and 

• Commencement of work on the sewerage system at the Picton Industrial Park ($1.0 million). 

Water Corporation 

• Continuing works on the SWR SCADA Integration Stage 1 ($2.777 million). 

Western Power Corporation 

• Completion of the construction of the third Transformer and feeder at the Bunbury Harbour Substation 
($1.138 million). 

(b) Capital Works expenditure totalling $34.469 million was allocated to the electorate of Capel in 
the 2005-06 Budget. Details are as follows: 

Commissioner of Main Roads 

• Completion of the construction of passing lanes and improved intersections on the Bussell Highway from 
Vasse to Margaret River ($2.990 million); and 

• Commence the construction of passing lanes and reconstruction on the South Western Highway from Hester 
Hill to Bridgetown ($2.450 million). 

Department of Education and Training 

• Commencement of the construction of the Dalyellup Middle School ($2.0 million); 

• Commencement of the construction of the new Vasse Middle School ($6.0 million); and 

• Commencement of the new Manea Senior Technical College, to be located at the South West Regional 
College of TAFE ($100,000). 

Department of Health 

• Commencement of the construction of a replacement dental clinic for Bunbury ($500,000); 

• Commencement of the expansion of the Inpatient Mental Health Unit at the South West Health Campus 
($500,000); 

• Construction of a new Mental Health Clinic at the South West Health Campus ($2.5 million); and 

• Commencement of the construction of a new radiotherapy facility at the South West Health Campus ($2.0 
million). 

Department of Justice 

• Commencement of the construction of a new 72 bed, minimum security unit at the Bunbury Regional Prison 
($2.640 million). 
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Water Corporation 

• Ongoing works associated with flood protection for Busselton ($6.4 million); and 

• Amplification works at the Bunbury Wastewater Treatment Plant ($1.907 million). 

Western Power Corporation 

• Construction of a new 132 kV transmission line to Busselton, and other transmission works ($4.472 
million). 

Department of Sport and Recreation  

• Contribution towards the resurfacing of four hard courts at the Donnybrook Tennis Club ($9,993 from the 
Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund). 

(c) Capital Works expenditure totalling $18.355 million was allocated to the electorate of Dawesville 
in the 2005-06 Budget. Details are as follows: 

Water Corporation 

• Infill sewerage works in the Peel region ($16.890 million); 

• Ongoing works at the Halls Head Wastewater Treatment Plant ($1.115 million); and 

• Ongoing works at the Caddadup Wastewater Treatment Plant ($350,000). 

(d) Capital Works expenditure totalling $14.308 million was allocated to the electorate of Hillarys in 
the 2005-06 Budget. Details are as follows: 

Department of Fisheries 

• Completion of the Hillarys Research Facility ($300,000). 

Metropolitan Cemeteries Board 

• Maintenance work and onsite facilities at Pinnaroo Cemetery ($99,000). 

Department for Planning and Infrastructure 

• Ongoing refurbishment work, new infrastructure and improved access at Hillarys Boat Harbour ($1.748 
million). 

Department of Sport and Recreation 

• Upgrades and restorative maintenance at the Ern Halliday Recreation Camp ($4.178 million). 

Western Power Corporation 

• Improvements to existing substations in the area ($4.0 million); and 

• Establishment of a new substation in Padbury ($3.983 million). 

(e) Capital Works expenditure totalling $1.019 million was allocated to the electorate of Leschenault 
in the 2005-06 Budget. Details are as follows: 

Department of Sport and Recreation  

• Contribution towards the installation of floodlighting to three ovals at the Leschenault Recreation Park 
($18,828 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund). 

Commissioner of Main Roads 

• Construction and sealing of the Old Coast Road between Australind and Eaton ($1.0 million). 

(f) Capital Works expenditure totalling $15.739 million was allocated to the electorate of Moore in 
the 2005-06 Budget. Details are as follows: 

Commissioner of Main Roads 

• Realignment, reconstruction, widening and other works on the Great Northern Highway from Muchea to 
Bindoon ($600,000), Muchea to Wubin ($1.730 million) and Waddington to Milling ($2.670 million); and 

• Various improvements to sections of the Brand Highway ($1.8 million). 

Department of Health 

• Continuation of the redevelopment of the Moora Hospital ($4.8 million). 
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Water Corporation 

• Commencement of work to upgrade the town water supply in Cervantes ($620,000); and  

• Other works in Jurien Bay ($108,000). 

Western Australian Meat Industry Authority 

• Construction of new buildings and the purchase of land at Muchea ($2.949 million). 

Western Power Corporation 

• General transmission works in the local area ($239,000). 

Department of Sport and Recreation  

• Contribution towards the installation of a synthetic bowling green at the Leeman Country and Sporting Club 
($46,300 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund); 

• Contribution towards the resurfacing of four tennis courts and replacement of a retaining wall at the 
Toodyay Tennis Club ($22,500 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund); 

• Contribution towards the resurfacing of six courts, including two multi-purpose courts, at the Badgingarra 
Tennis Club ($34,150 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund); 

• Contribution towards reticulation at the main town oval at Toodyay ($25,533 from the Community Sporting 
and Recreation Facilities Fund); 

• Contribution towards an upgrade of the Moora swimming pool, including pipe-works, shell and balance tank 
($74,000 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund); 

• Contribution towards the installation of floodlighting to one bowling green at the Dandaragan Bowling Club 
($8,527 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund); and 

• Contribution towards the resurfacing of four multi-purpose outdoor courts at the Chinkabee complex in 
Bindoon ($11,846 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund). 

(g) Capital Works expenditure totalling $35.181 million was allocated to the electorate of Murray in 
the 2005-06 Budget. Details are as follows: 

Commissioner of Main Roads 

• Preliminary works for the new Perth to Bunbury Highway incorporating the extension of the Kwinana 
Freeway from Safety Bay to Mandurah and the Peel deviation ($4.0 million); and 

• Installation of pedestrian access on the Fremantle Road, Mandurah Bypass ($250,000). 

Department of Education and Training 

• Completion of additions and improvements at the Pinjarra Senior High School ($3.0 million); and 

• Additions and improvements at the Pinjarra Primary School ($2.5 million). 

Peel Development Commission 

• Completion of the reconstruction of the Pinjarra to Boddington Railway ($150,000); and 

• Continuing work on the Railway Heritage Centre ($350,000). 

Water Corporation 

• Commencement of works at the Mandurah Wastewater Treatment Plant ($225,000). 

Western Power Corporation 

• Network infrastructure for the Alinta co-generation project at Alcoa Pinjarra Unit 2 ($21.241 million); and 

• Completion of works on the new Meadow Springs substation ($3.465 million). 

(h) Capital Works expenditure totalling $60.955 million was allocated to the electorate of Roe in 
the 2005-06 Budget. Details are as follows: 

Commissioner of Main Roads 

• Commencement of the reconstruction of the Lake Raeside section of the Goldfields Highway ($500,000); 

• Commencement of the reconstruction and widening of the Ravensthorpe to Hopetoun Road ($790,000); and 

• Various improvement works on the South Coast Highway ($3.280 million). 
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Department of Education and Training 

• Improvements to the vocational training and education centre facilities at the Ravensthorpe District High 
School ($500,000); 

• Additional classrooms at the Esperance Senior High School to provide for middle schooling ($7.2 million); 
and 

• Commencement of the construction of a new primary school in Hopetoun ($1.0 million). 

Esperance Port Authority 

• Ongoing works at the Port, including the completion of the bulk storage facility, a shore-based crane, a new 
sulphur storage facility and minor works ($36.8 million). 

Fire and Emergency Services Authority of Western Australia 
• Completion of the new fire station in Esperance ($200,000). 

Water Corporation 

• Completion of the desalination of Hopetoun's water supply ($4.270 million) and commencement of Stage 2 
of the project ($1.7 million); and 

• Commencement of Stage 1 of a treated wastewater management program in Esperance ($100,000). 

Western Power Corporation 

• Commencement of work on a new depot and feeders at Esperance ($1.150 million); 

• Completion of the Hopetoun wind-diesel project ($3.0 million); and 

• Establishment of an Independent Power Producer interconnection at Hopetoun ($260,000). 

Department of Sport and Recreation  

• Contribution towards the construction of a new clubhouse including change rooms and ablutions at the 
Esperance Tennis Club ($81,818 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund); 

• Contribution towards the construction of two synthetic courts, floodlighting, spectator shelter, storage and 
upgrade of the oval irrigation pump at the Cascades Town Recreation Centre ($71,833 from the Community 
Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund); 

• Contribution towards the installation of training lights at Esperance Greater Sports Ground ($15,666 from 
the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund); 

• Contribution towards the installation of automatic reticulation systems to the hockey and football/cricket 
ovals in Gnowangerup and Ongerup ($24,300 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities 
Fund); and 

• Contribution towards the resurfacing of two tennis courts with synthetic surfaces at the Newdegate Tennis 
Club ($10,833 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund). 

(i) Capital Works expenditure totalling $6.809 million was allocated to the electorate of South Perth 
in the 2005-06 Budget. Details are as follows: 

Department of Agriculture and Food 
• Initial planning of the new Department of Agriculture and Food headquarters ($1.0 million). 

Western Power Corporation 
• General transmission works in the local area ($1.272 million). 

Zoological Gardens Board 
• Continuation of upgrades to various animal exhibits ($500,000); 
• Completion of work on the new Asian Elephant enclosure ($2.6 million); and 
• General maintenance and upgrade work at the Zoo ($760,000). 

Department of Sport and Recreation  
• Contribution towards an upgrade of two existing courts to synthetic grass, and fencing at the Manning 

Tennis Club ($16,356 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund); and 
• Contribution towards an upgrade to clubrooms and the installation of one synthetic grass green at the 

Manning Memorial Bowling Club ($4,956 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund). 
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Department of Justice 
• Completion of the refurbishment of security and accommodation at Boronia Pre-Release Centre for Women 

($656,000). 

(j) Capital Works expenditure totalling $16.015 million was allocated to the electorate of Warren-
Blackwood in the 2005-06 Budget. Details are as follows: 

Commissioner of Main Roads 
• Improvements to the formation and new gravel on the Milyeannup Coast Road ($200,000); 
• Continuation of works to construct and seal Mowen Road between Rosa Brook Road and Nannup ($1.549 

million); and 
• Continuation of the reconstruction of Muirs Road from Nyamup to Strachan ($250,000). 

Department of Education and Training 

• Continuation of works on the replacement primary school in Manjimup ($5.250 million). 

Department of Health 

• Continuation of upgrade works to the Margaret River Hospital ($2.880 million). 

South West Development Commission 

• Establishment of the Western Five Lake project ($500,000). 

Water Corporation 

• Continuation of the South West Yarragadee Investigations ($1.8 million); 

• Improvements to the Bridgetown regional water supply scheme ($1.5 million); and 

• Establishment of a wastewater treatment plant at Margaret River ($429,000). 

Western Australian Tourism Commission 

• Donnelly River remediation project ($240,000). 

Western Power Corporation 

• Completion of works at Beenup ($997,000); and 

• Completion of works on a third transformer at Margaret River ($305,000). 

Department of Sport and Recreation  

• Contribution towards the construction of a multi-purpose fitness centre in the Shire of Manjimup ($49,330 
from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund); 

• Contribution towards Stage 1 of a regional equestrian facility at Kanny Park including drainage and 
surfacing of the showgrounds ($54,050 from the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund); and 

• Contribution towards resurfacing four tennis courts at the Augusta and Districts Tennis Club ($11,503 from 
the Community Sporting and Recreation Facilities Fund). 

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT - CONTACT WITH BRIAN BURKE AND JULIAN GRILL 

1838. Mr M.J. Birney to the Attorney General 

(1) In relation to the Attorney General’s portfolios’ can the Attorney General advise if he has ever warned 
any Labor Members of Parliament not to either talk to, interact with, meet with, talk to on the telephone 
or have anything to do in any other way with, Mr Brian Burke and/or Mr Julian Grill in the past 18 
months? 

(2) If yes, which Members of Parliament were advised, what exactly were they advised, on approximately 
what date were they advised and why? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

(1)-(2) The Member for Kalgoorlie should not judge others by his own standards. The answer to the question is 
No. 

TREASURER - APPROVAL TO DEPARTMENTS OR AGENCIES TO OVERDRAW BANK ACCOUNTS 

1846. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Treasurer 

During the 2006-2007 financial year to date - 
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(1) On how many occasions has the Treasurer approved the overdrawing of bank accounts in accordance 
with clauses 14 and 19(2) of the Financial Management Act 2006? 

(2) Which agencies or departments were involved? 

(3) What was the value of the overdrawn amount? 

(4) What was the reason for the account to be overdrawn? 

(5) Were any bank accounts overdrawn without the prior approval of the Treasurer, and if so - 

(a) which agencies or departments were involved; 

(b) what was the value of the overdrawn amount; and 

(c) why was the account overdrawn? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

Department of Treasury and Finance  

(1) None. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) Not applicable. 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) Yes. 

(a)-(c) 

Peel Development Commission - $19,044.60.  The Commission on one occasion miscalculated its cash 
drawdown requirement. This was remedied the next day. 

Department of Water - $50.00.  A bank fee was charged to a new bank account before any deposit was 
made to the account. 

STAMP DUTY CONCESSION FOR FIRST HOME BUYERS 

1850. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Treasurer 

For the following six month periods, how many first home buyers received a full exemption or a partial 
concession on the conveyance and transfer of stamp duty on the purchase of their homes - 

(a) ending 30 June 2005; 

(b) ending 31 December 2005; 

(c) ending 30 June 2006; and 

(d) ending 31 December 2006? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

Department of Treasury and Finance  

(a) 6,268. 

(b) 7,167. 

(c) 6,075. 

(d) 3,641. 

GOVERNMENT HOUSE - COLONIAL STEPS 

1994. Ms K. Hodson-Thomas to the Minister for Tourism 

(1) Are the colonial steps (behind the workshops) to Government House lake heritage listed -  
(a) if not why not? 

(2) In the last 12 months have any vehicles driven over or damaged those steps? 

(3) If so, what action was taken? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 
The issues raised in these questions are not within my portfolio responsibility. I ask the member to refer the 
questions to the relevant Minister. 
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LAND TAX COLLECTIONS - SOURCE 

2049. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Treasurer 

(1) For 2005-2006 and 2006-2007 (estimated) what component of total land tax collections are from, or are 
estimated to come from - 

(a) private residential properties, as opposed to land tax revenue from rental, commercial and 
industrial properties; and 

(b) residential rental properties, as opposed to land tax revenue from commercial and industrial 
properties? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

(1) (a) and (b) 

The data held by the Office of State Revenue does not allow the separate identification of private residential 
properties and residential rental properties from other taxable land. Moreover, land usage data is not maintained 
by the Office of State Revenue beyond the current year. 

__________ 

 


