
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Thursday, 14 June 2007 

                 

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs D.J. Guise) took the chair at 9.00 am, and read prayers. 

PAPER TABLED 
A paper was tabled and ordered to lie upon the table of the house. 

YEAR SEVEN STUDENTS - NOTICE OF MOTION 
Removal of Notice - Statement by Deputy Speaker 

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs D.J. Guise):  I inform members that private members’ notice of motion 9, 
notice of which was given on 31 October 2006, will be removed from the next notice paper unless written 
notification is provided to the Clerk. 

COLLIE-WELLINGTON BASIN REPORT 
Statement by Minister for Water Resources 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Minister for Water Resources) [9.02 am]:  As part of the Carpenter 
government’s commitment to ensuring a range of water supply options for our long-term future, I commissioned 
a high-level committee in October last year to examine the Collie-Wellington basin as a future source of potable 
water.  The five-person committee was led by Ross Kelly, chairman of the Water Reform Implementation 
Committee, and today I will table the committee’s findings.   
Broadly, the committee found: Collie-Wellington dam is a realistic source of water, but more work needs to be 
done on salinity recovery, water treatment and water sharing; salinity reduction is key to any improvement in 
irrigation, providing water to industry, or to develop drinking water, and to do this will require substantial 
expenditure; although there may be some water available from Collie-Wellington for water supply before 2015, 
it will not take the place of a major new source such as a second desalination plant; using the dam for drinking 
water would impact on current irrigation allocations and recreational use - these issues would need to be 
managed; and opportunities exist for both private and public sector involvement in the overall development. 

I thank the committee for its work, which really shows there are some complex problems that need to be 
addressed in order to make use of the water in Collie-Wellington dam.  As we have found in developing other 
water options to meet the impact of a drying climate, there is no single silver bullet solution to using Collie-
Wellington dam for uses other than irrigation purposes.  There have been improvements in the Collie-Wellington 
basin, particularly with the success of the current Collie River east diversion, which in 2006 saw more than 
13 000 tonnes of salt taken out of the river system. 
This report confirms that Wellington Dam is not a short-term solution to the water shortage currently facing 
Perth and the south west.  However, it can be part of supplementing water supplies in the longer term and/or 
improving water availability for local industry and irrigated agriculture.  Moreover, it confirms that the 
Carpenter government’s decision to construct a second desalination plant was right, given the time frame 
necessary to develop a new source to meet growing agricultural, industrial and household use. 

On the basis of the committee’s findings, I will ask the Department of Water to accelerate development of the 
statutory water management plan for the Collie-Wellington basin.  Also, I want the department to investigate the 
potential for a staged development taking account of the needs in the greater Bunbury region, as well as for the 
integrated supply system.  This work is necessary to also establish the basis on which the private sector could 
participate in the delivery of water for either potable or industrial needs.  I table the report. 

[See paper 2786.] 

MAGISTRATE BRIAN GLUESTEIN 
Grievance 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [9.05 am]:  My grievance is about Mr Brian Gluestein continuing as a 
magistrate following his concealment of a nine-month disciplinary process from the selection committee and a 
three-year history of mismanagement of two probate files.  Mr Peter McMullen and his wife have written to the 
opposition saying that they are appalled to learn of his appointment as a magistrate; that they believe judicial 
officers need to be seen as competent administrators; and that the facts need to be revealed as a matter of public 
interest because of the probity of public figures involved.  They are calling for his resignation.  I believe that 
resignation is the only honourable course for him.  He simply cannot, with any credibility, judge fellow Western 
Australians, and his continuing in the position only undermines confidence in the administration of justice. 
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So far, Mr Gluestein has said nothing and left it to other members of the legal profession to come out and 
barrack for him.  I believe he has forfeited his right to the position that he now holds.  Recent articles in 
The Australian and The West Australian refer to his appointment as raising disquiet because during the 
competitive selection process he did not tell the selection committee that he was going through a disciplinary 
process.  The Attorney General said that during the selection process candidates were asked to disclose whether 
they were the subject of disciplinary actions.  He was, and he did not.  The Australian article goes further and 
states that applicants were asked to reveal anything that might stand in the way of their appointment.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Members, it is difficult to hear the member who has the floor when they are 
engaged in conversations.  It makes Hansard’s task very difficult. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  A member of the Western Australian Bar Association, Mr Ken Martin, QC, said that they 
were really looking for any skeletons in the closet - and he had them.  The Attorney General sought to excuse 
Mr Gluestein’s lack of truthfulness to the selection committee by saying that in a narrow sense he was not the 
subject of disciplinary action.  By any stretch of the imagination, this is untrue.  The Attorney General said that 
he would not stand him down from his job because his unprofessional conduct did not involve any dishonesty or 
personal benefit.  Yes, it did.  This is where the Attorney General and I differ.  In one aspect he benefited 
personally by withholding information from the selection committee and getting the job.  Crucially, the Attorney 
General said that he was aware of all the issues and did not intend to take any further action.  The Attorney 
General and Ms Saraceni, the president of the Law Society of Western Australia, sang from the same hymn sheet 
and said that the review process should be upgraded.  A spokesman for the Chief Stipendiary Magistrate said that 
he would not bother to do anything because the matter in question happened when he was a lawyer. 

I think we have hit a new low in standards that we think should apply in relation to the honesty of applicants 
when being interviewed for appointment as judicial officers with these sorts of comments.  So, too, do the family 
of Mrs McMullen.  It is not about what he did as a lawyer, it is not about whether he was not the subject of 
disciplinary proceedings in the narrow sense, and it is not about the system.  It is all about his honesty and 
personal integrity during his interview with the selection committee.  He knew that he had big skeletons in his 
closet and he lied by omission by withholding information that he knew would count him out of being selected.  
For example, his competency in the handling of legal work, his honesty and truthfulness with his partners in his 
law firm, and his inability to deal with serious errors.  His personal integrity is at stake, as it is with all judicial 
appointments.   

Perhaps he should have told the selection committee that a Mrs Marjorie McMullen died three years ago and his 
firm was the executor and trustee of her will, that he had taken over the administration of the estate and that, 
despite continual calls from the McMullens, he had neglected the file for two years.  Unpaid bills were piling up.  
As a consequence of the complaints from Mr McMullen to the Legal Practitioners Complaints Committee, on 
May 2006 Mr Gluestein had been subject to a disciplinary process on that date and up to and including when he 
was before the selection committee.  For example, the complaints committee interceded and took over his files.  
Mr McMullen tells me that another firm was called in to assist with the files.  In July 2006 it was discovered that 
no application for probate had been lodged.  The matter was brought to an end only through the Legal 
Practitioners Complaints Committee.  When he received a bond cheque from the late Mrs McMullen’s nursing 
home in June 2004, he credited that $66 000 to a second estate file he was handling and that money was 
eventually distributed, in part, to Paterson and Dowding for payment of his fees on the second estate. 

The rest of his competency in handling those files can be viewed on the State Administrative Tribunal website.  
This is the person who will be dealing with the affairs of people in our community.  Is he competent enough to 
be a judicial officer?  I would say not.  Was he honest with the selection committee or his partners?  I would say 
not.  What thinking or bias will he bring to his decisions?  He was not faced with an investigation at the time he 
was before the selection committee.  It knew all there was to know.  He knew he was waiting for a penalty, but 
he did not know from whom - the complaints committee, the State Administrative Tribunal or the Supreme 
Court.  Magistrate Gluestein should resign as a matter of honour and to protect the reputation of the 
administration of justice in this state.  I find support for this in the comments of SAT’s judgement on this matter.  
It said that it would impose a penalty.  The State Administrative Tribunal commented - 

. . . it will be clear to the profession what maintenance of standards requires.  It will also be understood 
by the community that the profession holds itself to high standards in the conduct of legal practice, and 
it can maintain its confidence in practising lawyers.   

These comments are just as applicable to the judiciary. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Before the member continues, I caution her to be mindful of where she is going, 
given standing order 92, so as not to impugn or damage someone’s reputation.  I am happy for her to continue, 
but I think members need to be very cognisant of that standing order and to be careful about their comments.  I 
offer the member that advice. 
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Ms S.E. WALKER:  Just to explain, Madam Deputy Speaker, I am reading those comments from a public 
document on the website of the State Administrative Tribunal.  I am quoting from that. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I am referring to the member’s overall grievance as a caution. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I also note that Mr Gluestein’s counsel in that decision wanted his name suppressed on the 
basis of avoiding prejudice in the administration of justice, and in reference to a section of the act that refers to 
any other reason in the administration of justice.  It was not the penalty meted out to Mr Gluestein that would 
prejudice the administration of justice; it was the fact and the knowledge that someone who had handled files in 
the manner in which he had, and who had not been completely truthful to the selection committee, was now 
serving on the bench.  In my view, it is entirely inappropriate for him to judge other Western Australians, 
because his personal integrity is at the core of the issue.  For the past four years I have asked for the introduction 
of a judicial commission similar to that which exists in New South Wales by which complaints against judicial 
officers can be considered.  I would not be standing here now if the Attorney General had introduced such a 
judicial commission, which would cost very little.  The objective of the commission’s complaint function is to 
ensure that complaints about the ability and behaviour of judicial officers are investigated in a timely and 
effective manner in order to enhance public confidence in the judiciary and to promote good practices and high 
standards of judicial performance.   

I have been asked, on behalf of the family, to ask the Attorney General to respond.  They have difficulty with the 
Attorney General’s response to the way in which Mr Gluestein conducted himself in that interview.  I ask also on 
behalf of all Western Australians who are destined to appear before him. 

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Attorney General) [9.12 am]:  Madam Deputy Speaker, before I begin my 
response, it is my belief that you drew to the member for Nedlands’ attention standing order 92, which reads - 

Imputations of improper motives and personal reflections on the Sovereign, the Governor, a judicial 
officer or members of the Assembly or the Council are disorderly other than by substantive motion. 

A magistrate is a judicial officer.   

Point of Order 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I seek the Deputy Speaker’s ruling as to whether this grievance is out of order.  We have 
heard from the member for Nedlands a number of personal reflections of an adverse nature about a member of 
the judiciary, Magistrate Brian Gluestein.  I would suggest that the member for Nedlands has sought to ascribe 
improper motives.  The member for Nedlands suggested that there was something improper to be gained by 
Magistrate Brian Gluestein’s behaviour.  I waited until the end of the member’s grievance to make sure that I 
comprehensively understood what she was saying.  However, in my view, this is not something that can be 
raised in this house other than by way of substantive motion.  I seek the Deputy Speaker’s ruling on this matter 
before I commence my reply. 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  The Attorney General referred to standing order 92.  Many of the matters raised by the 
member for Nedlands have been previously raised in this place and in the public arena.  I think there is nothing 
new in the material that has been brought forward by the member for Nedlands.  However, if it is the Deputy 
Speaker’s ruling that certain sections of the member for Nedlands’ grievance are in breach of standing order 92, 
the member talked in other sections about policies and processes put in place by the Attorney General.  At the 
very least, should the Deputy Speaker rule that those sections that are in breach of section 92 be removed from 
the grievance, there are many sections of the grievance that the Attorney General will still be capable of 
answering without being in breach of any standing order.  It is my opinion that no standing order has been 
breached, but if that is the Deputy Speaker’s ruling, the Attorney General could use other means to answer this 
grievance. 

Ruling by Deputy Speaker 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Thank you, members.  I cautioned the member for Nedlands because I was seeking 
advice about the standing of a magistrate in terms of understanding his position as a judicial officer.  I have since 
been advised that that is correct, in which case I will rule that, in terms of standing order 92, the Attorney 
General is quite right - a substantive motion needs to be raised, rather than using a grievance.  Parliamentary 
privilege is something we all need to be very careful of, and standing order 92 is there for a reason.  In upholding 
the point of order, the Attorney General could possibly respond to the grievance in general terms so as to not 
further exacerbate the situation, or he could choose to ignore it and the member for Nedlands will need to find 
another avenue with regard to the standing orders if she wishes to pursue this matter further. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I have not looked, but I think I have raised the matter of the reappointment of Magistrate 
Bloemen by way of grievance before, and there was no objection made.  I will look at that after I have heard 
from the Attorney General. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Does the Attorney General wish to respond?  If he does not, we will move on. 
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Debate Resumed 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I will briefly respond, but not to those matters where the member for Nedlands has 
transgressed standing orders.  I will say briefly that magistrates are appointed following a national advertising 
process.  The position has a salary of approximately $220 000 a year.  Magistrates, as judicial officers, are 
required, as all members will be aware, to enforce the law on a statewide basis.  The Magistrates Court is the 
court that most Western Australians who come into contact with the law deal with.  The court deals with well 
over 100 000 cases or lodged complaints each year, and it is very important that the integrity of the judiciary be 
upheld.  Following national advertising of vacancies for magisterial positions, a selection committee was 
appointed.  The selection committee made a short list and conducted interviews in a conventional way before 
making a recommendation to me on the appointment of Mr Brian Gluestein.  During the course of those 
interviews, all interviewees were asked whether there was anything that might stand in the way of their 
appointment; for example, any convictions, disciplinary proceedings or taxation issues.  When those questions 
were put to Mr Gluestein during the course of the interview, he gave a negative response.  I do not defend the 
actions taken by Mr Gluestein.  He should, in my opinion, have disclosed that there was an investigation.  It was 
not a disciplinary proceeding at that stage.  It is my understanding that the disciplinary proceedings were 
introduced after Mr Gluestein had been appointed as a magistrate in January.  He might be able to argue, on a 
technicality, that there were no disciplinary proceedings before him at the time of the interview.  I would expect 
any person being considered for judicial appointment to disclose the fact that they were under investigation at the 
time of interview.  It was the case that the Legal Practitioners Complaints Committee was conducting an 
investigation into the handling of certain estate matters by Mr Gluestein that ultimately resulted in a subsequent 
reference to the State Administrative Tribunal, at which Mr Gluestein admitted his culpability and was fined by 
the State Administrative Tribunal for the way in which he handled those estates. 

Two matters of a structural nature emerge from this issue.  The first is that it is time that we formalised the 
arrangements in respect of disclosure of people seeking judicial office.  In the past it has been done orally; 
people were asked whether there was anything that might stand in the way of their appointment such as, as I 
have already indicated, a conviction, a taxation matter or any disciplinary proceedings.  I think it is time we put 
that in writing.  Secondly, I think it is time we expanded the range of matters that should be disclosed in writing 
prior to a judicial appointment being made.  We should be asking people whom we are considering for judicial 
appointment whether they have faced any charges, not only convictions, and in respect of disciplinary matters, 
whether any investigations are current rather than simply whether there were any disciplinary proceedings.  As I 
indicated, technically there were not, but I would expect Mr Gluestein to have disclosed that he was the subject 
of an investigation at the time the appointment was made.  I want to expand the range of matters disclosed and I 
want that to be in writing in a formal signed document.  I have asked the Solicitor-General to give me advice on 
how that can best be done. 

The second change that I think it is most probably time to introduce, and this goes to the question of 
transparency of the appointment process, is that although we have a very formal, even conventional, appointment 
process for magistrates, that does not apply to judges in the Family Court, the District Court or the Supreme 
Court.  Those judges are appointed as a result of consultation rather than application and, again, the same 
disclosure principles should apply to them.  I think it is most probably time we also opened up the range of 
people we can consider for these appointments.  At the moment the selection process is biased towards people 
who are at the bar.  I think it is time we called for, maybe on a biennial basis, expressions of interest from people 
who might wish to be considered for judicial appointment - a system somewhat similar to that applies in the 
United Kingdom and in some other states of Australia - so that we can ensure that the field that we consider is 
not limited necessarily to the bar or one or two high-profile solicitors but that anyone who has an interest in 
being considered for appointment has the opportunity to put their name forward.  Therefore, I think out of an 
unfortunate event involving Mr Gluestein, we will have some significant structural changes to appointments of 
members of the judiciary. 

I also make this point in respect of Mr Gluestein: when it was discovered that he had been disciplined by the 
State Administrative Tribunal after his appointment to the judiciary, consideration was given to what action 
should be taken.  I sought advice on this matter and my own view was that there was no personal profit or gain 
made by Mr Gluestein from his action in the handling of the estate matter.  It was not as though money had been 
misappropriated to his benefit or things of that nature.  It was certainly something that should not have occurred 
and something that, in my opinion, should have been disclosed but did not reveal any personal dishonesty in the 
way in which he handled the estate matter.  It certainly reveals a sloppiness and a lack of attention and care to 
these matters.  I would have viewed the matter entirely differently had it been a matter out of which he 
personally gained from the way in which he handled that estate.  For that reason, the dismissal or suspension of a 
magistrate is a serious matter.  It is one that had to be considered but I viewed the matter to be one that was 
unfortunate and should never have occurred, but nonetheless one in which it was not appropriate to take further 
action because of the absence from the transaction of any personal benefit or dishonesty of that nature. 
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Point of Order 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I am interested to explore by way of point of order your ruling, Madam Deputy Speaker, in 
relation to standing order 92 -  

Mr J.A. McGinty:  You can’t canvass the ruling. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The member cannot. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Okay.  Let me rephrase that.  My apologies.  It is early in the day.  In relation to standing 
order 92 and the comments made by the member for Nedlands relating to -  

Mr A.D. McRAE:  On a point of order, the member cannot now, after the Deputy Speaker has made a ruling, 
seek to reopen that matter.  If he has a different matter on which he wishes to make a point of order on the 
conduct of the house, he should proceed to do that, but if a review of your decision, Madam Deputy Speaker, is 
being attempted in this process, that can be dealt with only by way of substantive motion. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The point of order of the member for Riverton is upheld. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  On a point of order, I want to ask for a clarification from the Chair.  My comments were 
addressed not to Mr Gluestein in his capacity as a judicial officer -  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Sit down, member.  This is not an opportunity to canvass a ruling of the Chair.  If 
the member wishes to do so, we will have that discussion outside this chamber. 

Debate Resumed 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The member for Collie-Wellington. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, member for Nedlands! 

WELLINGTON DAM 
Grievance 

MR M.P. MURRAY (Collie-Wellington - Parliamentary Secretary) [9.25 am]:  I rise to grieve to the 
Minister for Water Resources on the issue of the Wellington Dam.  I am glad to see that a report has been tabled 
but some of the issues I would like explained revolve around future uses of that dam, some of which are quite 
dear to the hearts of Collie people.  One of those is recreation.  My question to the minister is: in future will 
recreational pursuits be allowed on that dam?  If they are reduced to some degree, what would be the cost to the 
Collie community, and has an economic impact study been done to assess whether that will impact on the Collie 
community?  In my view, if there is any reduction in recreational pursuits on that dam, it will impact quite 
significantly on the businesses in Collie.  That is only one small part of it.  It is my understanding that the dam 
will be upgraded for safety reasons and in the order of $20 million will be spent in the near future, which bodes 
well for the dam and the water body because it means it will have a future.  We all understand that water is one 
of the major topics in the political arena at the moment.   

In saying that, I want to raise other aspects relating to the dam and the water body itself.  Will water be allocated 
in future to make sure that fledgling industries such as vegetable growing and those sorts of high density-type 
industries that will spring up along the costal plain will be catered for?  People are starting to go for smaller 
plots, such as 10 acres, rather than the broad farm-type dairy industry.  Will water allocations be made for that?  
Another matter on everyone’s lips is that there have been a lot of advertisements in the paper from Agritech.  
Has that been analysed to the nth degree?  The proposal has been around for a long time and I think due 
consideration must be given to it.  I ask the minister whether that has been done.  There are many populist 
theories along that line and I think the community should be made aware of the pitfalls or the positives of that 
proposal. 

Another matter we have talked about is that the Water Corporation and Griffin Coal are working very hard on 
diverting salt on the upper reaches of the Collie River.  I have been out to have a look at that and certainly to me 
it looks like a reasonable proposal.  Should it go the full distance and the water then be stored in the Harris River 
dam, which is not that far as the crow flies?  It would make a great storage dam if we were able to have 
desalination on the top end and then shoot the water across.  The trunk lines are already hooked up to the 
integrated system.  There is an opportunity there, although it may involve private money and private work.  If 
that is not possible, will some consideration be given to this water not being desalinated to the nth degree but 
used for industry, where the quality or standards are not as stringent as for potable water?  We know that in 
future the water will be required in the Collie area for industry.  It is my belief that in the future the “not in my 
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backyard” syndrome that applies on the coastal strip will force more industries inland and water will be needed 
for those industries.  I ask the minister whether that will be considered.  Another matter of great importance over 
probably the past 20 years is that in the backwaters of the catchment, right out to Darkan and on the east branch, 
there has been much planting.  There have been trials of down-the-hole air pumps that are pumping water out at 
quite a fast rate.  This study examined issues such as tree planting and mechanical means of drainage, to see 
what impact they have had already.  I beg to differ with some of the gossip and minor beliefs that this is not 
working, because the number of blue gum and other native trees planted in that area surely must have made 
some difference.  They have certainly made a difference to the run-off, and if that is the case, they have surely 
made some difference to the salinity as well.   

Another issue involves the town of Collie, which is on the banks of the Collie River.  At Allanson Park, water 
run-off is through a non-sewered area.  What impact will that have if that water is to be used in the future?  I 
think that is a major concern.  Although we have not experienced many wet winters, about 10 years or so ago, 
Allanson Park had a problem.  When it became extremely wet, its reverse system used for sewerage could not 
dissipate or get rid of grey water, so it was running down into the creek.  I wonder whether that was looked at as 
well as irrigation.  It must be remembered that if it does not rain, we do not have water in the dams.  That is the 
case this year.  There is still no run-off in that area, which is of concern.  We cannot put our eggs in one basket.  
Will there be any attempt in the future to look at whether excess rainwater can be stored in any of those dams or 
maybe even passed through the proposed desalination plant at Binningup?  Some of the fresh rainwater that goes 
over the top of the Wellington Dam could be stored in the Harris Dam, because the pipelines are in place, 
although the pumps have been taken out.  It must be remembered that if there is no rain, there is no water.  
Although the Wellington Dam will have limited use, I wonder what that use will be. 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Minister for Water Resources) [9.32 am]:  I thank the member for Collie-
Wellington for his grievance and also for his very strong advocacy for his area and understanding of some of the 
complexities that involve water in the Collie-Wellington basin.  The member has clearly stated the importance of 
the Wellington Dam.  To make sure that we could move forward in this area, recognising the dam as the largest 
reservoir in our south west, I commissioned the report entitled “Water source options in the Collie-Wellington 
Basin”, which I tabled today.  I cannot in a few minutes give justice to it, but I do need to thank Ross Kelly who 
chaired the committee, Verity Allan, Simon Holthouse, Paul Frewer and David Smith for their work in putting 
together this report. 

Mr T. Buswell:  Who was the second to last person? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Paul Frewer.   
This report brings together some of the information that was put forward by government agencies, proponents 
and people with local knowledge to make sure that we have a starting point with some of the numbers and how 
we could do things in this area.  Although the report is not definitive in saying what the next step is, it gives us a 
basis for discussing with all the key stakeholders what might be the next steps in the process of making 
maximum use of the basin’s water.  People are well aware that the water currently in the Wellington Dam has 
had a high salt content, which is of limited value even to agriculture for irrigation.  The diversion that is taking 
place has resulted in an improvement in salinity. 

I will just touch on the recommendations in the report, which I think is one way of encapsulating some of the 
matters raised by the member for Collie-Wellington.  The first recommendation states in part - 

The work carried out in this pre-feasibility study should be extended and refined in order to establish a 
definitive water resource development plan for the Collie-Wellington Basin.   

That is certainly something that we need to do and this will be one of the key building blocks to do that. 
The second recommendation states - 

The volume of water diverted from the Collie River East diversion should be increased to 14 GL. 
That is, 14 gigalitres each year.  Again, this is something that we are seeking to do.  The report points out that 
there are issues in doing that because the current Chicken Creek mine void has only limited capacity.  Therefore, 
we need to examine the environmental impact of having water with higher saline content in that void and to 
make sure that it does not seep into groundwater.  Those projects are in place.  They need to be continued and we 
have the money to continue them.  
The third recommendation is - 

The feasibility of using groundwater generated by mine dewatering as a source of drinking water should 
be subjected to further investigation.  

That has been on the agenda, but this report gives some of the numbers around that so we can look at what is 
viable for carrying that water to the Harris Dam or using it, as we currently do, for the power generation 
industry.  The report has some diagrams showing how water can be swapped between different uses.  
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The member for Collie-Wellington quite rightly pointed out that water can be used in areas that fit the purpose.  
Therefore, the water quality needed for industry is very different from that needed for potable water.  There is 
certainly an industry demand here and it is potentially increasing with the growth of industry in the member’s 
area.  Perhaps we need to see whether we need such a high level of treatment, if that water is for industry rather 
than for potable use.   

The fourth recommendation states - 

The future demand for fit for purpose water for industry and agriculture in the Greater Bunbury area 
needs to be determined. 

That is taking up what the member suggested, because if there was major growth down at Kemerton, there 
currently is not a water supply for that.  If that was for industry use, it would not need the same level of quality 
as potable water.  The cost of that water will be a major factor in deciding whether industry can go ahead, if 
water is a major component of a particular industry.   

The fifth recommendation is - 

Managed recreation within the Wellington Dam catchment should continue; - 

I am sure that the member for Collie-Wellington will welcome that, but it does go on to state - 

however more stringent control is needed over this. 

The member will take a key role in making sure that the interests of the local community and people who come 
from far and wide to use the dam for recreation are properly considered when we look at how we can make sure 
that those controls are in place so that we can manage continuing recreation on Wellington Dam. 

Recommendation seven states - 

Government should encourage the private sector to become involved in the future development of the 
water resources of the Collie-Wellington Basin. 

I am quite happy to look at doing that.  In recommendation eight, the report takes it a bit further and states in 
part - 

Participation by the private sector in certain aspects of water supply within the Collie Wellington Basin 
needs to be accommodated within the integrated plans prepared for the region . . . 

Quite clearly, there is a potential role for private sector involvement.  Private sector industry will use a good deal 
of that water, as will irrigators.  The issue is how we actually work out the big picture, so that we can take certain 
parts of it and put them out to tender, so that the private sector might become involved.  Those people who 
believe that the private sector can solve the problem need to read this report to understand the complexity of the 
situation and to ensure that we get the best value out of it.  We do not want to put in place a process that means 
we end up using half the water in the basin because we make the wrong choice and allocate water to the wrong 
users, and find that it is very low value or has a very high cost, and therefore that excludes the use of other water.  
It is really a matter of getting the whole picture so we can look at the parts.  Agritech has been spending a lot of 
money on advertising.  However, it does not have a plan for the whole basin; it has one process, which may be a 
part of the solution that needs to fit into the overall plan if we are to get good value.  I hope that, in the very near 
future, we will see that work based on this report gives us a picture of how private sector involvement can take 
place, so that it builds the whole project and use of water in the whole catchment.  Then we can ask for 
expressions of interest for involvement of the private sector in doing part of that.  I know there are private sector 
entities that are very keen to get involved.  We need to make sure that we give them clear guidance so they do 
not waste money by working on projects and providing the detail that we would need for a part of the project that 
may not proceed immediately.  I thank the member for his grievance.  

GEORGIANA MOLLOY ANGLICAN SCHOOL 
Grievance 

MR T. BUSWELL (Vasse - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [9.39 am]:  I am here today to present a 
grievance on behalf of Georgiana Molloy Anglican School, which is a growing school with approximately 
650 students.  It is located on the edge of my electorate and is in the member for Capel’s electorate.  It is about 
three kilometres east of Busselton on Bussell Highway.  I will be polite, minister, because I understand that a 
large number of students at the school are tuned in on the web this morning to listen to the minister’s response to 
the issues that I will put to her. 

Most of the students who attend Georgiana Molloy Anglican School travel to it by bus or private vehicle because 
of its distance from the town.  They currently either enter or exit the school from a 110-kilometre-an-hour speed 
zone dual carriageway.  For many years this intersection has been viewed by the school community as a major 
safety issue.  Since my election in 2005, I have made numerous representations to the Minister for Planning and 
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Infrastructure on behalf of the school to have the existing 80-kilometre speed zone moved approximately 
1.5 kilometres east so that the school would sit within an 80-kilometre speed zone as opposed to a 110-kilometre 
speed zone.  The minister’s office has arranged an on-site meeting with us and representatives of Main Roads but 
those meetings have been to no avail.  Main Roads’ argument could best be summarised as the following: if the 
80-kilometre speed zone were moved 1.5 kilometres to the east, it would effectively sit in rural surrounds and 
drivers would have no encouragement or visual stimulus to slow down, despite the existence of an 80-kilometre 
speed zone.  To be frank, that is an argument that the school community and I find difficult to swallow.  There is 
almost no visible difference to the road vista at the current 80-kilometre speed zone as opposed to the proposed 
speed zone.  I am sure that the minister has driven down that road a couple of times.  It is interesting to note the 
existing speed zone.  Maybe I can superimpose the photos I have with the minister’s map.  The photo I am 
holding shows the existing siting of the 80-kilometre speed zone.  As the minister can see, there are a lot of trees.  
The photo of the proposed zone, which is 1.5 kilometres further east along Bussell Highway, looks very similar.  
A motorist who drives into town down that road will see that there is almost no difference in what can be seen.  I 
suggest that the basis for Main Roads’ argument is flawed. 
Main Roads has offered to investigate the installation of flashing lights in the area preceding the school to warn 
motorists.  Personally, I think that that is a ridiculous suggestion.  It would be a far better outcome for the school 
if the speed zone were moved.  The minister can imagine the surprise and disappointment of the Georgiana 
Molloy Anglican School when the students found out that the Karridale Primary School was successful in 
extending a 90-kilometre speed zone about one kilometre south of Karridale to include the primary school.  That 
is what the Georgiana Molloy Anglican School had been lobbying for since 2004.  I will show the minister a 
picture of a sign of the 90-kilometre speed zone in Karridale.  It is clearly located in an area that has a rural 
atmosphere.  That ridicules the argument raised by Main Roads that it cannot move the 80-kilometre speed zone 
outside of the Georgiana Molloy Anglican School.  It is good for the residents of Karridale, who had been 
lobbying for it since 2004.  The letters that the residents of Karridale received in 2004 have almost been cut and 
pasted and used in the letters sent to the Georgiana Molloy Anglican School.  I do not know how the minister 
can justify moving the speed zone in Karridale but not at Georgiana Molloy.  It has more students and it is on 
same road.  There is no difference.  The school community has every right to ask why there are two rules.  Why 
is there one rule for school safety at Karridale and another for Georgiana Molloy?  The minister is prepared to 
change the rules for Karridale but not for Busselton. 
I was interested to look at the procedure for changing the speed zone at Karridale.  The local members, 
Hon Barry House and the member for Warren-Blackwood, have been lobbying the minister’s office since 2004 
for this change to occur.  Earlier this year, another member for the south west, Hon Adele Farina, became 
involved and, lo and behold, shortly after her involvement the speed sign was changed.  It would be terribly 
disappointing if it became obvious that it was only the intervention of a government member rather than a local 
member of Parliament that led to this change.  I am not suggesting that it did happen. 
Mr M.P. Murray:  She is the local member for that area. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  I understand that.  All I am saying is that it is ironic that two local opposition members 
pursued the issue since 2004 and received the same answer from the minister that I have received for the past 
two years and yet when Hon Adele Farina became involved, a solution was found.  I am not sure whether there is 
a link, but if there is, it would be terribly disappointing if the minister were playing politics with the safety of 
schoolchildren.  There is no difference between the scenarios regarding the two schools. 
The Department of Education and Training compiles a registration report of schools.  When it did the 
registration report for the Georgiana Molloy school in 2006, it noted the concerns of the parents in that report.  
That can be seen in paragraph 4.1 under the heading “Safe access”.  The department has gone to the trouble of 
noting that the parents and school community remain concerned - 

. . . about the reluctance of the Main Roads Department to reduce the speed limit on the Bussell 
Highway at the front of the school from 110 kph . . .  

This is a major safety issue and a major concern to that school community.  We have been lobbying hard.  I am 
here today to ask the minister, on behalf of the school, to give serious consideration to moving the speed sign 
1.5 kilometres further east.  It is only 1.5 kilometres.  Our view is that that will make a substantial difference to 
the school.  I will conclude my comments by referring to the Department of Education and Training registration 
report.  It states -  

Georgiana Molloy Anglican School continues to provide students with fine educational opportunities to 
develop intellectually, emotionally, physically, spiritually and culturally, in a stimulating and supportive 
school environment. 

Today I am asking the minister to help make that a safe safer environment for them. 
MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [9.46 am]:  I thank the 
member for his grievance.  There is a substantive issue to be addressed.  I want to acknowledge that this is a 
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problem that we face all over the state.  Main Roads has taken a particular view that appears to be based on some 
evidence about driver behaviour.  On the other hand, some school communities want us to take a different 
approach because they believe that the provision of speed zones will provide them with some security.  We must 
take a holistic view to the approach of school zones on high-speed roads.  Traditionally, we have not allowed 
school zones on high-speed roads.  We need to consider what we can do to provide that measure of comfort and 
safety for the students and their parents.  We must revisit the general approach of Main Roads not just in this 
instance, but generally.  I also want to explore the possibility of making better use of modern technology. 

In the area to which the member referred it is a problem for about two hours a day for five days a week.  To 
reduce the speed zone for the entire week when there is an issue for only 10 hours a week might not be the best 
response.  I am very keen to explore what modern technology is available regarding variable speed signs that 
would operate during the relevant school hours.  Main Roads is not just making up these concerns; it is not just 
being belligerent.  It is concerned that where there is not a change in the environment, the change in the speed 
zone would not change the behaviour of drivers.  At the end of the day, the school community do not just want 
signage; they want driver behaviour to follow the signage.  We must take a more holistic approach to the way in 
which we are dealing with this.  The member is quite right.  He is not Robinson Crusoe in this regard.  This 
problem occurs frequently.  We need to take a more creative approach to this problem.  The important thing is 
not scoring the point and getting the sign moved, but changing driver behaviour. 

There are some significant differences between Karridale primary and Georgiana Molloy.  I compliment 
Hon Adele Farina, my parliamentary secretary, for the role she has played in this matter.  She is an extremely 
active member in the south west.  There were some intractable problems.  The community had one view, and 
Main Roads had another.  Hon Adele Farina went to Karridale and very capably chaired a steering group that 
looked at all the issues, not just with the school community, but with the community as a whole, and came up 
with a solution.  It needs to be noted also that there are significant differences in the road environment in that 
area.  Karridale primary is situated on a road that is a single carriageway, with restrictive sight lines, and no 
turning lanes.  Georgiana Molloy is situated on a part of Bussell Highway that is a dual carriageway, with 
excellent sight lines, and turning lanes.   

I point out also that one of the reasons that this intersection is such a problem is directly attributable to the 
member for Vasse.  The member for Vasse, when president of the Shire of Busselton, moved to prevent the 
extension of Blum Boulevard through to Vasse Highway.  That would have created a much safer road 
environment. 

Mr T. Buswell:  Just so that you understand, the local politics at the time was such that if that extension had not 
been done, the school would never have been built.  I understand the minister’s point.  However, we would not 
be facing this issue now, because the school would not have been built. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Why is that?  It is because the member was not prepared to stand up for proper 
planning!  I must say that I am a bit cross with the Western Australian Planning Commission for allowing the 
member to do that. 

Mr T. Buswell:  The application to build a school on that site was originally rejected by the council.  I became 
involved and negotiated an outcome that resulted in that application passing through the council. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Sure, that was the outcome, but it was not a responsible outcome.  We all want to 
be loved by everyone.  The member wants to be loved by the people who wanted to build the school, and he 
wants to be loved by the local community.   

Mr T. Buswell:  There would not have been a school, because the local planning authority would not agree.  The 
council had rejected it.  I had to move a rescission motion. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I have heard enough to know that to approve a school, when there is not a safe 
transport conduit to that school, is quite irresponsible.  Georgiana Molloy is a school that is adding to the quality 
of the educational product in the area.  It is very good that that school was approved.  However, it is not good 
that the member for Vasse backed away from making the hard decision about providing an adequate road 
conduit to that school.  I commit to looking at how we can better use modern technology to deal with this issue.  
However, I want the member to also commit to adopt some rationality and get that road connection through, so 
that the pressure can be taken off that intersection.  I understand that there is an enormous build-up of traffic at 
that intersection.  The problem is that the school is isolated, because there is only one road into and out of that 
school. 

Mr T. Buswell:  When the subdivision is finished, minister, that will no longer be the case. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Yes, but there needs to be a connecting road through to Vasse Highway.  What the 
member did, by approving this school without -  

Mr T. Buswell interjected. 
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, member for Vasse! 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I listened in silence to the member for Vasse.  As I have said, the member has 
raised some genuine issues.  We need to review the way in which we approach speed zones on high-volume, 
high-speed roads on which schools are located.  At the same time, I urge local authorities to be sensible when 
they are planning for schools and to ensure that proper transport access is provided to those schools. 

CHILD OBESITY 
Grievance 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany - Parliamentary Secretary) [9.55 am]:  My grievance is to the Minister for Sport 
and Recreation and is about child obesity.  Child obesity really concerns me.  We heard yesterday that the 
member for Merredin’s newborn son weighs about 10 pounds.  That is very interesting.  When I was born, I 
weighed 10 pounds, 14 ounces!  I was so fat I could not open my eyes!  That goes to show that where we start is 
not necessarily where we finish.  

Ms J.A. Radisich:  I started off as a skinny baby! 

Mr P.B. Watson:  I will not go there, member for Swan Hills!   

My main concern these days is the lack of physical activity for our young people.  We teach our children 
reading, writing and arithmetic.  However, we do not teach them basic things, such as the importance of eating 
proper food, exercising, and maintaining a healthy lifestyle.  I will refer to some statistics.  In 2003, 23 per cent 
of young Australians were categorised as obese.  There are many ways in which parents can prevent their 
children from becoming obese.  These include encouraging children to eat a healthy breakfast, providing a 
healthy school lunch, eating home-cooked meals together as a family, and decreasing portion sizes.  Some 
children eat throughout the day, and when they come home at night they eat junk food rather than healthy food.  
Parents should also introduce low-fat and high-energy foods, such as low-fat dairy, discourage their children 
from eating while watching television, and increase their children’s water intake.  Parents need to take the 
responsibility for encouraging their children to eat healthy foods by becoming good role models for their 
children.  In today’s society, often both parents are working, perhaps through necessity, or perhaps because they 
want to get extra things in life.  That may mean that the parents are too busy to cook and just pick up some fast 
food on the way home.  I am not saying all fast food is bad.  McDonald’s and Hungry Jacks are now providing 
healthier food choices.  However, if children eat junk food on a consistent basis and do not eat nutritional foods, 
it may cause problems in later life, such as diabetes.   

Another problem is low self-esteem.  Not all kids are interested in sport.  However, when kids go to the school 
concert or the school dance, and they are the little fat boy sitting in the corner, or the little frumpy girl sitting on 
the side -  

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Which one were you? 

Mr P.B. WATSON:  I was the little skinny kid sitting on the side, who everyone used to pick on!   

We send our kids into the community, when we may not be doing the right thing by them, and we expect them to 
survive.  Obesity may also cause psychological problems.  If children are not taught about the importance of a 
healthy diet and become overweight, when they get into their teenage years, peer pressure may cause them to 
think that the only way they can lose weight is by starving themselves.  Therefore, instead of exercising and 
reducing their food intake in a healthy way, they may develop bulimia, or get onto drugs, in an attempt to deal 
with their problem.   
My parents always encouraged me to play sport.  I have been involved in sport since I was very young.  
However, we do not need to get every kid to play sport.  All we need to do is encourage schools to get the kids to 
walk around the school oval every morning and do some basic exercise.  We should encourage parents to give 
their children some fruit for breakfast and lunch, instead of fatty foods.  Parents need to give their kids a head 
start.  If parents were told that the behaviour of so-and-so was affecting their child’s health, they would be the 
first to go crook.  However, many parents are not willing to take it upon themselves to be responsible for their 
children’s health.  Many parents of obese children are themselves obese, or at least do not look after themselves.  
As parents, we are role models in every other way.  Parents do not smoke in the house and do not drink in front 
of their children, but they will eat large amounts of food, setting a bad example for the children.  I know that the 
Premier’s Physical Activity Taskforce is doing a very good job, but are we getting the message to where it is 
really needed?  We already do it in the schools, but we should educate the parents also.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Oh dear, member for Albany, your mobile phone is ringing! 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Busted! 

Mr P.B. WATSON:  Busted.  Sorry about that, Madam Deputy Speaker.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Indeed.  
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Ms J.A. Radisich:  That is not setting a very good example! 

Mr P.B. WATSON:  There are role models in every way, and I have just been a bad example to the rest of the 
house! 

Are any plans being made by the Department of Sport and Recreation, which already does a tremendous job, to 
deal with this issue?  Should we be coordinating the Department of Sport and Recreation, the Department for 
Planning and Infrastructure and the Department of Health to make sure that more facilities are made available 
and more education is carried out to deal with the obesity epidemic that is going through our community? 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Minister for Sport and Recreation) [10.01 am]:  I thank the member for 
Albany for his grievance and also for his activity in his local community and beyond.  He has a reputation for not 
only his own sporting prowess but also the years he has put into junior sport in his own town, encouraging 
people to be active and giving them the opportunity to participate in sport and reap the benefits.  He does a 
brilliant job, and I appreciate what he does.  He quite rightly put before the house today his concern about the 
growing issue of the lack of physical activity of many children and the obesity problem that accompanies that.  
There are a range of causes of that problem: the pace of life, as the member alluded to, with people having to 
work away from home more than in the past; families in which both parents are working; and the television 
becoming the babysitter, creating patterns of behaviour in which children spend a lot of time in sedentary 
positions, whether in front of the television or playing video games, instead of being out in the street playing 
chasey, kicking a football or playing cricket as in the past.  On top of that, there is the growth in the fast food 
industry.  Not all fast food is bad, as the member said, but there is a much higher percentage of fat in food 
produced by the fast food industry.  All of these things have created a very real problem.  

The member for Albany used a figure for Australia, but I will present some figures for Western Australia.  
Forty-eight per cent of Western Australian adults are obese or overweight.  That is quite an alarming number - 
almost half the adult population.  The trend is even more alarming for children.  In 1985, the number of children 
assessed as being overweight or obese was nine per cent for males and 10 per cent for females.  In 2003, less 
than 20 years later, we find that 23 per cent of male children and 30 per cent of female children are overweight 
or obese.  Those figures reflect a major problem in the community, with all the health issues flowing from that.  
Other commentators have asked whether this will be the first generation whose life expectancy will be less than 
it was for the previous generation.  Burgeoning health issues resulting from a lack of physical activity and 
obesity have become major factors in our community. 

The government has sought to put in place a range of initiatives to improve physical activity and get the message 
through on diet, and it is having some success.  A survey that has not yet been finalised indicates that over the 
past couple of years there has been an increase in physical activity in the community generally; it is only a small 
amount, but the situation is turning around.  The Premier’s Physical Activity Taskforce, which is made up of 
government and non-government representatives, is attempting to coordinate all the things that are happening 
and plan for new activities to get the message out.  I commend all the people involved with the task force.  They 
have been very proactive, and I believe successful in a number of areas, but that does not mean that we do not 
have a long way to go.  The Physical Activity Taskforce played a role in helping to implement the two hours 
physical activity that is now mandated every week in schools through the Department of Education and Training.  
It is not simply a matter of mandating something like that; it also involves training teachers and supplying 
equipment, and making sure that it is a fun and worthwhile experience for the children.  It is not simply a matter 
of setting a task of having two hours physical activity every week; it is a matter of using that time to open up 
opportunities, so that children will then go on and do other things with sport and recreation.  They will get a bit 
of ball handling experience, perhaps, and feel a bit more confident to go and play netball, football, soccer or 
cricket.  

Mr T.R. Sprigg:  The Active After-school Community program has had some success in that area. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I thank the member for his interjection.  That is one of many things that are being done.  
The after school program involves an amount of commonwealth money.  From what I have heard from other 
states, Western Australia does it best, because we have a very good relationship here between the state 
Department of Sport and Recreation and the federal office in the Department of Education Science and Training.  
That program integrates very well with what is done on a state level. 

We have also seen this initiative applied across a range of agencies.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 
has been very strongly committed to helping people get active, so a significant bike path network has been 
developed to encourage people to cycle.  The Find Thirty campaign is getting the message out that people should 
make sure that they put aside time every day for physical activity.  Healthway recently committed significant 
funding to an obesity advocacy initiative, to try to help people to get active and deal with the problem.  An 
industry strategic plan has been put in place, chaired by Herb Elliot, to try to give a broad picture of how all 
these elements will fit together, and where we should be going into the future.  The Department of Sport and 
Recreation is committed to helping.  The employment of 17 club development officers is a result of a $2 million 
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commitment over the next three years to get people working on the ground with local government, sporting 
organisations and local clubs to make sure that the opportunities are there.  The program involves 32 local 
governments.   

I could touch on many more things.  This is a huge challenge.  I appreciate the advocacy of the member for 
Albany and what he is trying to do in his community and across Western Australia.  I know that other members 
see the real importance of sport and recreation and being actively involved with and encouraging sporting groups 
and schools to get the message across.  It is a huge challenge from which the government cannot resile.  I look 
forward to the ongoing support of the member for Albany, other members of this house and many interested 
people in the community in our efforts to make inroads into this growing problem. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  Thank you, minister.  I commend to you the great activity this 
week in Rushton Park, if you are down that way.  It is the masters football league carnival, with the great team of 
the Mandurah Makos participating.  

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Twenty-sixth Report - “Inquiry into the Future Operation of Witness Protection Programmes in 

Western Australia” 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [10.08 am]:  I present for tabling in the thirty-seventh Parliament the twenty-sixth 
report of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, entitled “Inquiry into the 
Future Operation of Witness Protection Programmes in Western Australia”. 
[See papers 2787 and 2788.] 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  Western Australian prisoners should be eligible for the state’s witness protection program, in a 
move to break up organised crime.  Victoria has shown that overturning a long-held ban on prisoners being 
eligible for witness protection could be a crucial tool in breaking up organised crime.  Operational confidentiality 
rightfully means that we cannot directly identify participants in witness protection, but it is clear that even the 
perception of prisoners being able to safely inform on organised crime figures has benefited the state of Victoria.  
Making Western Australian prisoners eligible for witness protection would mean a resource impost, and the 
change in policy would need careful consideration by the government.  The important factor is that Victoria has 
shown that the traditional reluctance to include prisoners on witness protection can be overcome.  Reliability 
concerns with prisoners are on a par with the reliability problems of many existing protected witnesses.  Modern 
witness protection is very closely related to the protection of women from domestic violence.  It is a reasonable 
observation that Victoria’s targeting of former partners and other female associates of organised crime figures in 
that state has been beneficial.  I can give the example, obviously, of Carl Williams.  It was quite unusual for 
somebody to admit to the involvement in murders.  There was then the issue of Tony Mokbel who was recently 
located overseas.  A female who had put up bail for Mokbel went to prison for default when he absconded.  I 
have no operational knowledge and make no supposition.  However, that serves as an example, certainly for 
Western Australia, of a girlfriend or the in-law of a girlfriend who had been hoodwinked or persuaded to put up 
bail for an organised crime figure who absconded, and the female was then put in prison and became ineligible 
for witness protection.  I imagine that somebody with a clean police record who suddenly found herself in jail 
because she had put up bail and been dudded would be a person of huge interest and would certainly deserve to 
be on witness protection. 
The criminal justice system is reliant on the testimony of witnesses who are able to provide an accurate and 
truthful account of unlawful events to which they have been a party, whether by willing participation as a 
criminal associate, as a bystander or through some other meaningful relationship with an accused.  A functioning 
justice system maintains order in society and minimises the unabated expansion of criminal activity into areas of 
legitimate social activities, such as business, government and the general community.  Criminal evidence 
gathering has financial and other implications for organised crime syndicates.  Both the degree of threat posed by 
such investigations and the network nature of a syndicate means that the risk to those prepared to give evidence 
is significant.  The power dynamics and hostility inherent in circumstances of domestic violence can place 
witnesses in these cases in danger.  Applications for protected witness status generally arise from these 
scenarios.  The need to ensure the integrity of witness protection programs is therefore crucial to securing the 
safety and cooperation of witnesses prepared to break the silence on these types of criminal activities.  The 
saying “no witness, no prosecution” holds credence. 
Hon Jim McGinty, Attorney General, is required to review the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003 as 
soon as practicable after three years from the date of commencement of the legislation.  This review includes, 
among other matters, whether the Corruption and Crime Commission should have a witness protection function.  
It is appropriate, given the mandated role of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime 
Commission in reviewing the performance of the CCC and the committee’s commitment in 2005 to review the 
Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003, that the efficacy of the state’s witness protection be considered 
and, if determined, recommendations tabled for improved performance. 
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The death of a protected witness in 1995 raised some concerns about the integrity of the then witness protection 
unit, sparking a government-appointed review of the program by Mr Len Roberts-Smith, RFD, QC.  The 
committee has conducted the first formal review of the implementation of those recommendations and is pleased 
to note the outstanding commitment of the Western Australia Police witness security unit, formerly the witness 
protection unit, to improve governance.  Although the committee has made some recommendations for better 
performances, these do not reflect systemic problems within the unit.  In fact, of the 41 recommendations by Len 
Roberts-Smith, we believe that the police service can demonstrate absolutely that 40 have been adopted and 
adhered to in totality. 

The Corruption and Crime Commission has not required access to the state witness protection program to date.  
Whether this will alter as a consequence of the commission’s request to the Attorney General’s review of justice 
legislation for enhanced organised crime powers is yet to be determined.  The committee sees no justification for 
the establishment of a separate witness protection program by the Corruption and Crime Commission or for the 
transfer of the witness security unit into its domain from the police service.  The Corruption and Crime 
Commission does, however, require access through the state witness protection program to equivalent interstate 
programs. 

I take this opportunity to thank the Western Australia Police, the Corruption and Crime Commission, the 
Inspector of Custodial Services and relevant interstate agencies for their detailed and frank submissions to this 
inquiry.  This has allowed an examination of the functioning of the witness security unit and provided insight 
into other equivalent units interstate that would not otherwise have been possible, given the inherent secrecy of 
such programs.  This has obviously excluded access to operational details pertaining to individual protected 
witnesses.  I also acknowledge the members of my committee for their contribution to this review, particularly 
their considered debate on some of the more complex issues that arose during the course of this inquiry.  Finally, 
I thank our committee research staff for their coordination of investigative travel, analysis of issues and written 
contribution to the inquiry, particularly Mr Roy Tester, who was contracted for the duration of the inquiry; and, 
as always, Kathy Galvin for her sterling leadership. 

MRS J. HUGHES (Kingsley) [10.16 am]:  I want to add a little to report 26 of the Joint Standing Committee on 
the Corruption and Crime Commission.  I give apologies that I lost off my computer the copy of the report that I 
had and therefore ask members to bear with me. 

I also thank our research officers whose professionalism greatly assisted the committee in linking us into the 
relevant agencies and individuals so that the committee was able to have a good conversation with them and get 
some excellent information.  Along the way this has been quite a sensitive inquiry and it has touched on 
individuals.  The committee tried to be cognisant of the feelings of some families and the impact that this inquiry 
may have had on them.  I also acknowledge the people who contributed to our hearings.  They were open and 
frank, and their contributions assisted us a great deal to get a much better understanding of the history of witness 
protection and also showed us the way forward for witness protection.  We got a great deal out of the hearings 
that we conducted, and I appreciate the time people gave us when we visited various places. 

However, there are a couple of issues that I wish to touch on briefly.  One is in chapter 7 of the report, which is 
about the role of the Department of Corrective Services in relation to protected witnesses and relates to 
finding 10 in the report.  I want to briefly read to the house a small piece of the report, if members will bear with 
me.  The Len Roberts-Smith report drew attention to the issue of corrective services and the role for protected 
witnesses.  The report states that the Len Roberts-Smith report - 

. . . drew attention to this issue, making brief reference to arrangements between the then WA Police 
Service, Director of Public Prosecutions, and Ministry of Justice (now known as DCS). 

That is, the Department of Corrective Services.  The report continues -  

In 1993 Police were providing alternate sentencing options for prisoners subject to witness protection 
arrangements.  This had negative financial and human resource implications for the Service.  A meeting 
on the 30 April 1993 between the above three departments resolved that, in-principle, the role of the 
SWPP - 

That is, the state witness protection program -  

was to provide protection to approved witnesses outside the prison system whilst DCS safeguarded 
incarcerated protected witnesses.   

. . .  

Whilst the LRS Report makes reference to a historical meeting, since that time, there does not appear to 
have been any further inter-agency scrutiny of this issue.   

The report details some of these issues, and they are encompassed in recommendations 11 to 14.  I am very keen 
for these recommendations to be looked at carefully and, hopefully, taken on board.   
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The other issue that I want to touch on relates to the option of appeal.  Recommendations 6 and 7 cover this 
issue.  Clearly, some issues arise when witnesses are either denied access to the witness protection program or 
there are some termination issues due to a breaching of the MOU undertaken by the witness protection program.  
I would like to focus on the option of being able to appeal that decision.  The report states that recommendations 
6 and 7 interrelate on how each of them may be carried out.  I have had these discussions with my colleagues on 
the committee.  Although I fully sustain the idea that there should be an option and an independent body to 
which prospective witnesses can put their grievances, I believe that the independent body should be the 
investigative body that can bring fresh evidence and fresh views to the Commissioner of Police in order for him 
to revisit his decision.  However, I also believe that an agency such as the Western Australia Police, under the 
Commissioner of Police, is in a much better position to understand the pressures that are placed on the protective 
officers and also the criminal element that often accompanies the witness protection program, and still to be able 
to remain the arbiter and the final decision maker when it comes to deciding whether witness protection should 
be terminated or whether someone should be allowed access to the program.  On saying those things, I strongly 
commend the committee for its idea of the option of appeal and strongly support the report in those terms.  That 
is the only issue that I would see arising.   

I ask that the government look at these issues closely before any decisions are made.  These are not decisions for 
the committee to make.  That is why I feel quite comfortable about raising them on the floor of this house, so 
that decisions can be made by the relevant people in the government.  I encourage members to read the report.  It 
is an excellent report.  It gives an excellent history of witness protection.  It also shows us the way forward.  
Forty of the 41 recommendations of the Len Roberts-Smith report have been adopted, which is an excellent 
outcome given some of the difficulties witness protection faced, especially in 1995.  I encourage members to 
read the report.  It is very informative and extremely enlightening. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  I draw the attention of the house to and acknowledge the 
students, teachers and parents of students from Mindarie Primary School.  Welcome to the Parliament today.   

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [10.24 am]:  Under standing order 279, I seek leave to speak briefly to this 
report.  I will be speaking in my position as someone helping Mr and Mrs Petrelis, whose son died while under 
the witness protection program. 

Leave denied. 

Point of Order 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I was under the impression that all members were entitled to speak on any report tabled 
by committees of the house. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I refer the member to standing order 279.   

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON DELEGATED LEGISLATION 
Twenty-third Report - “Issues of Concern raised by the Committee between 1 May 2006 and 30 April 2007 

with respect to Local Laws” 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [10.25 am]:  I present for tabling the twenty-third report of the Joint Standing 
Committee on Delegated Legislation, entitled “Issues of Concern raised by the Committee between 1 May 2006 
and 30 April 2007 with respect to Local Laws”. 

[See paper 2789.] 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I have been a member of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation for nearly 
two and a half years since coming to Parliament.  The reason I am presenting this report and not the chairman is 
that the member for Southern River is in hospital.  He is recuperating well but will possibly not be in Parliament 
this week or next week.  We wish him all the best in his recovery.   

This report is not only a summary of the work pertaining to local government issues, but also a bit of a survey 
and even an audit of our work over the past 12 months or so.  Essentially, the nub of this committee’s task is to 
review how laws are applied, whether they are reflective of legislation, particularly the legislation relating to 
local laws, and how they are reflected by the Local Government Act 1995, the Interpretation Act 1984 and other 
legislation that can impact on the issue; for instance, the issues of responsibility for acts of minors under the City 
of Fremantle Parking Local Law 2006.  That law says that a person shall not permit, cause to permit or neglect to 
prevent a minor of whom they are a parent, guardian or at the relevant time having the charge, control or welfare 
of such a minor to do certain things.  The local law says something about that, but so do other laws, particularly 
the Criminal Code and the Young Offenders Act.  The report relates to how those laws work and what they have 
to say about the issue that comes before local government and therefore comes before us.   

We are not ogres; we work in partnership with local governments in these matters.  We work with them to make 
better local laws that reflect the legislation.  This is not an easy job.  Although I am a non-legal person, I 



3110 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 14 June 2007] 

 

recognise the absolute minefield of interpretation of whether the laws truly reflect what I have been talking 
about.  Fortunately, we have a very good legal team that gives us advice.  It does an enormous amount of work.  
It was very evident yesterday when we had our meeting how much work actually goes into exploring these 
issues and these laws that have implications in many other places and in many other areas legally.  We must 
make local laws work and ensure that they reflect legislation, whether that legislation be the Local Government 
Act, the Interpretation Act or any other relevant acts.  I have given an example of the offence of minors.  How do 
we make laws in that regard better, because they involve issues of noncompliance, drafting style, conflict, the 
issuing of notices by local government and, importantly, retrospectivity and whether it should be allowed?  

One of the major initiatives that the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation was involved in during 
the thirty-sixth Parliament was the establishment of a working group that comprised representatives of local 
government and regional development, the Local Government Managers Australia, Western Australian Local 
Government Association and committee staff.  The participants of the establishment meeting included two 
members of the committee, Mr Paul Andrews, MLA, and Hon Ray Halligan, MLC, who were accompanied by 
three committee staff and a representative from the Department of Health, which monitors and vets proposed 
health local laws.  So as to improve the dissemination of the previously informal information reports that were 
prepared by the committee for the working group to identify and discuss issues of concern, the committee has, 
since 2003, tabled these information reports in both the Legislative Council and the Legislative Assembly.  
Whereas those information reports were previously confidential to the working group participants, the tabled 
information reports are now publicly available on the Internet at www.parliament.wa.gov.au to inform people of 
what we are doing.   

I touched on an audit and a survey.  I now refer to the practice of the committee which, as stated in the report, is 
to -  

Obtain undertakings from the responsible Minister, Department or local government to amend or 
repeal instruments with which the Committee has raised a concern.  When such undertakings are given, 
the Committee usually does not proceed with any motion to disallow that may have been tabled.  Should 
the Committee wish to proceed, it does so by reporting to the Parliament, recommending the 
disallowance of instruments in the Legislative Council.  The Committee only recommends disallowance 
as a last resort.  

I stress that last sentence.  I refer to the committee’s audit role.  Between December 2006 and February 2007, 
committee staff conducted a review of compliance with undertakings provided by local governments to repeal or 
amend local laws found to offend the committee’s terms of reference.  That review revealed that only 60 per cent 
of undertakings provided prior to 4 December 2004 had been complied with, with 36 undertakings provided 
prior to that date remaining outstanding.  Of the undertakings that had been complied with, 11 had taken in 
excess of two years and 20 fell within the one to two year time period.  The issue of noncompliance with the 
local law-making procedure was highlighted in the committee’s last report, which related to the time between 
May 2005 and April 2006.  The committee observed that section 3.12 of the Local Government Act 1995, which 
I have mentioned previously, governs the procedure for the making of all local laws, including local laws that 
amend or repeal other local laws regardless of the empowering act.  Problems continued to arise during the 
period covered by the report, of which I will provide a few examples.   

The first is the Health Act 1911 and the 2006 fees and charges for the Town of Mosman Park.  The committee 
considered this local law at its meetings on 23 and 30 August 2006, when it noted that the Government Gazette 
title for the instrument was the “Health Act 1911 Town of Mosman Park Fees and Charges 2006”.  However, the 
explanatory memorandum referred to the local law as “these amendments” and advised that the title of the local 
law was the Town of Mosman Park Health (Eating Houses) Local Laws 2000.  The committee wrote to the town 
seeking clarification as to whether the local law reflected a resolution of the council or whether it was an 
amendment of the Town of Mosman Park Health (Eating Houses) Local Laws 2000.  I will not go through the 
full transcript because members can read it.  The committee wrote to the town confirming that failure to comply 
with procedural requirements would render that local law invalid.  

I talked about partnership and the drafting style in local laws.  It is not easy for local government or for the 
committee.  However, with the help of our legal advisers and in partnership with local government shires and 
councils, we can get through these issues to produce better laws for the people of Western Australia.  The 
committee noted a practice of quoting the text of sections of relevant legislation - for example, the Road Traffic 
Code 2000 - and local government codes in a gazetted local law and either incorporating that text as part of the 
substantive law or using it as a footnote.  The committee is concerned that this practice can lead to confusion and 
that it is invalid where the text incorporated as part of the local law and is subsequently amended in the original 
legislation.   

There are concerns about the issuing of notices.  The committee has a long-standing concern with local 
governments assuming a right to issue notices in respect of activities on private land beyond the rights conferred 
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in the Local Government Act 1995.  There was a concern with the City of Armadale’s, Environment, Animals 
and Nuisance Amendment Local Laws 2006 as they related to dangerous excavations.  The committee requested 
an undertaking from the City of Armadale - members can read this in the report - to repeal division 4 and to not 
enforce these laws in the interim.   

I turn to the common issue of retrospectivity.   

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Member for Roe, when you say retrospectivity, is that a prospectivity that applies to 
something in the past? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  The member for Swan Hills and I attended a meeting yesterday -  

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Which was confidential!   

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  It was a confidential meeting.  A classic quote was made at the meeting about 
“retrospectivity” meaning a prospective assessment of past events.  We were amused by some of the legalese.  It 
may be easier for the member for Swan Hills, because she has a legal background.  However, for a mere mortal 
like me -  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Or worse - a medico!  

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I will not be offended by that comment.   

Dr J.M. Edwards:  Member for Roe, do you use a retrospectoscope? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  In the medical profession, a retrospectoscope is a very good instrument to have in one’s 
medical practice.  It allows us to look back on events and say, “Oh, well.  I probably should have done that and, 
knowing what I do now, I would not have done that.”  I am sure that all members have experienced that in all 
facets of their lives. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  It gives the member great insight, does it? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  It does, absolutely.  The committee noted that the rule at common law is that a statute ought 
not to be given a retrospective operation as a general rule when to do so would affect an existing right or 
obligation.  There is a little rider to that rule; that is, unless the language of the statute expressly or by necessary 
implication requires such construction.  The committee is of the view that the consideration of retrospectivity is 
not generally accepted and that a statute ought not to be given a retrospective operation.  There are issues before 
us to which the member for Swan Hills briefly alluded. 

The other retrospective issue was the City of Subiaco Eating-House Local Law.  The council repealed a law 
retrospectively and then had to reintroduce it - that is, repeal the repeal - and terminate the law from a specific 
date rather than from a previous date.  There are some issues with parking local laws, which come before us very 
often, and the powers of local governments in administering parking local laws. 

I have touched on the responsibility for acts of minors and the issue of behaviour. 

Clause 30(5) of the City of Fremantle Parking Local Law 2006 states -  

A person shall not drive a vehicle in a parking station so as to cause any person present in or near the 
parking station apprehension of danger to such driver, such person present, or any other person, or 
apprehension of danger or injury to any property. 

The committee noted that the general formulation of such a prohibition in criminal laws was that a person must 
not, first, cause actual danger or, secondly, threaten danger so as to cause a genuine and reasonably based 
apprehension that danger will eventuate.  The committee’s view is that a mere apprehension of danger was too 
subjective and too vague to form a basis for a legal obligation and, for that reason, such a law was not authorised 
or contemplated by the Local Government Act.  Again, the committee was trying to make the law effective, 
useful and fair and to make it reflect legislation. 

Another example I will give in the time that I have left is the conflict between the local law and the regulation 
for a penalty for parking in a disabled parking bay.  As the shadow Minister for Disability Services, I know that 
this local law has a fine of $5 000 for a breach of that provision.  However, the Local Government (Parking for 
Disabled Persons) Regulations provide that the penalty should be $1 000.  The local law was inoperable to the 
extent that it was inconsistent with the regulations for parking for disabled people. 

The last matter the committee dealt with was the Local Government (Official Conduct) Amendment Bill, and the 
committee is working through that at present.  In the committee’s report on the City of Perth’s code of conduct 
local law, the committee recommended that the government enact a uniform code of conduct by regulation.  It 
was anticipated that this would specify which ethical conduct issues were to have legal enforceability and 
consequences and which were to be dealt with administratively.  The committee looks forward to the gazettal of 
the regulations pursuant to the amendment act and to working through those issues. 
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In conclusion, the committee’s report is intended as a means of assistance and guidance to local governments in 
formulating their local laws.  The committee acknowledges the assistance that it receives from the Department of 
Local Government and Regional Development, the Department of Health and the various local governments in 
resolving the issues that arise from time to time and it looks forward to its continuation throughout 2007. 
I acknowledge the other members of the committee.  I believe that the member for Swan Hills may make some 
comments when I have finished.  I acknowledge Hon Ray Halligan, Hon Vince Catania, Hon Shelley Archer 
until 20 March this year, Mr Tony Simpson and Hon Barbara Scott.  I also thank the staff who covered the 
period of this report: Kerry-Jayne Braat, who has now moved on but we thank her for her work over the years 
and particularly in this past year; Susan O’Brien, the advisory officer legal, who has done an incredible amount 
of work for us; Anne Turner, the advisory officer legal; and Felicity Mackie.  I thank members for the privilege 
of presenting this report to Parliament. 
MS J.A. RADISICH (Swan Hills) [10.45 am]:  I cannot let the opportunity pass to speak on the twenty-third 
report of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation into the issues of concern raised by the 
committee between 1 May 2006 and 30 April 2007 with respect to local laws.  The main reason that I want to 
contribute is to thank the member for Roe for taking up the mantle in the absence of our chairman, the member 
for Southern River, and for his very, very comprehensive delivery of the analysis of the report that was tabled 
today.  I want to mention only a couple of matters and I will attempt to take up approximately one-tenth of the 
time taken by the member for Roe in view of the fact that other committee reports are to be tabled today, 
including one of my own. 
The working group that was established by the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation is 
particularly important because the committee feels that its function is to not only assess all the subsidiary 
legislation that comes before it, but also provide some type of educative role for stakeholders, particularly local 
governments and departments, to ensure that the regulations presented that attach to legislation passed through 
this and the other place are the best that they can be.  Over the years we have identified a number of problems 
with the delegated legislation that has come before us.  We thought - this happened as from last year - that a 
working group, with the participation of stakeholders, would ensure that departments learnt from the mistakes of 
the past and learnt the process for developing regulations by local governments in particular and their application 
of model regulations, leading to a more efficient process.  That working group conducts that function, which is 
great. 
The only other matter I want to note is the relatively strong rate of follow-up and implementation of the 
undertakings that are made to the committee.  We do not enforce these undertakings as such, but we do take the 
initiative and the liberty of keeping a record of the undertakings made to us by departments and local 
governments.  It is interesting that, when we then analyse the follow-up on those commitments, we find that a 
good proportion of them are followed up, and are followed up in a reasonable time frame.  That is a credit to 
those departments and local governments that make those undertakings.  I hope that they can expedite that 
process a little more so that the follow-up happens with the utmost efficiency, which of course would benefit 
taxpayers and ratepayers. 

ECONOMICS AND INDUSTRY STANDING COMMITTEE 
Fifth Report - “The State Government’s Role in Developing and Promoting Information 

Communications Technology (ICT) in Western Australia” 
MS J.A. RADISICH (Swan Hills) [10.48 am]:  I present for tabling the fifth report of the Economics and 
Industry Standing Committee, entitled “The State Government’s Role in Developing and Promoting Information 
Communications Technology (ICT) in Western Australia”.  I also present for tabling the submissions received 
by the committee during the course of the inquiry. 
[See papers 2790 and 2791.] 
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  That is a weight off the committee’s hands.  It is a year to the day since notice was given 
that the Economics and Industry Standing Committee was to inquire into information and communications 
technology in Western Australia.  First of all, in my speech I want to set the scene and provide some background 
for the reason the committee chose to pursue this path.  After the inquiry was announced, many people were a 
little anxious, curious and unsure about why the committee wanted to go down this path.  No doubt other 
members of the committee will concur that we were approached by many industry representatives asking the 
questions: what is the point, what is the agenda, is there a secret agenda, and what did the committee hope to 
achieve with this inquiry into ICT?  Quite simply, there was no secret agenda.  We wanted to find out at exactly 
what stage the industry was up to, and what was the state government’s position in its dealing with the ICT 
sector in this state.  
It is fair to say that the members of the economics committee have a strong concern for sustainable economic 
development in Western Australia.  We all know that our state has been historically reliant on the mining and 
energy sector.  That sector has played a massive role throughout the state’s history and made a huge contribution 
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to our state’s economy, and will continue to do so for a long time to come.  Equally, that sector can be 
vulnerable, as are other sectors that are involved in import and export on the international commodity market, 
and is subject to other factors beyond the local industry’s control.  Eventually, however, minerals, oil and gas 
will run out, so, as a committee, we thought that it was imperative that government be engaged with other 
industries in Western Australia to ensure that decisions are made for the future and not just today.  

The committee appreciates that ICT has a massive and increasingly significant role in our everyday lives and that 
things are changing fast.  When I commenced university in 1994, I studied a unit called CT103, which was a 
computer technology unit.  Part of that course was an introduction to email.  At the age of 17 I had no idea what 
email was until I undertook that course of study.  Now, five-year-old and six-year-old children are proficient in 
the use of email technology, text messaging on mobile phones and things that were unheard of when I was a 
child, let alone when other members of this house were in their younger days.  

Mention has been made of the committee’s investigative travel to the consumer electronics conference in 
Nevada, an event that occurred in January this year.  It was about content, technology and everything in between.  
I will indulge the house by reading two sentences from the International CES’s website.  It sums up that 
experience for all the delegates -   

Today’s world is a digital one, where content progressively drives consumer technology sales, music, 
movies, games.  Text, audio files, pictures.  Content is any sound or image delivered to an audience 
through a CE product.  It’s the heart of consumer technology.  

At the conference, one session that impacted on me probably more than any of the others was a presentation by 
John Chambers, the chief executive officer of Cisco systems.  He presented an interesting analysis of the 
development of the ICT industry, particularly the consumer electronics aspect of it, where it had come from and 
where it is going to.  He referred to a pivotal date in his presentation.  About 1998 there was a massive shift in 
the industry when the demand drivers changed from being supply-driven innovation through to consumer-driven 
innovation.  I am sure members will agree that, as I mentioned before, things are changing, and changing fast.  
Many of us have iPods or MP3 players.  We want them linked to our laptops by Bluetooth.  We want the music 
we listen to in our car to be automatically transferred to inside our home when we walk through the door.  We 
want digital TV and broadband connected to our homes, whether it be by dial-up, fibre optics or wireless 
connection.  Even in Melbourne today, one can arrive at a tram stop, text the number of the tram stop to a phone 
number and immediately receive by real-time reply advice on how far away the tram is.  These are just a few 
examples of the applications of technology that impact on our everyday lives and that are becoming more and 
more important to us.  I am sure members feel a little lost when they do not have their mobile phones or palm 
pilots with them at every moment.  We can watch a DVD in our bedrooms and, at the same time, have a free 
conversation with someone on the other side of the world using a service such as skype.com with voice over 
internet protocol.  Changes are happening in the way we communicate with each other, the way we obtain 
information, the types of information we are seeking and the content we desire, whether it be for work, 
socialising, entertainment, general communication and so on.  

ICT is not about only the network infrastructure, the hardware of computers or devices; it is about people and 
about being connected.  As I mentioned, interoperability between devices is absolutely vital.  The question 
therefore arises: what exactly is the role of government in this ICT sector?  I have talked a lot about the 
consumer-driven demand and how reliant we are on consumer devices.  However, government has a critical role 
to play in ensuring that the platforms are available to enable us to use the devices we want, when we want them 
and how we want them.  It is the state’s role to ensure proper infrastructure is provided to ensure support for 
those ICT needs; a proper policy framework is in place; adequate industry development and support is provided; 
exports are promoted; and networking opportunities for the sector are provided.  One thing we found in our 
travels, both to the ICT Outlook conference in Victoria and at the consumer electronics show was that people are 
engaged in unbelievable projects, not only here in Western Australia but also around the world.  Part of our role 
as we saw it was to pick up ideas and meet people with projects that are relevant to work that is being undertaken 
here in Western Australia, to get those people and their projects connected and to assist with identifying financial 
opportunities to help those projects and people go forward to ultimately provide better products and services for 
consumers in Western Australia.  
The report we are tabling today comprises 223 pages, which has become, I suppose, a bit of a benchmark for the 
Economics and Industry Standing Committee.  We like the idea of presenting short, sharp reports.  However, 
once we embark on a topic, we find ourselves delving deeper and deeper into complex areas of public policy.  
Nonetheless, one thing is for sure: we have been completely dedicated to making the best possible 
recommendations based on the best information we could obtain.  That has involved 12 months of hard work 
from our staff and members alike.  The report contains 67 findings and 34 recommendations.  We hope that these 
recommendations will assist government in the way forward to help the ICT industry in this state, which will 
ultimately provide more economic opportunities that are not reliant on the depletion of the minerals, oil and gas 
that we are mining and relying on so greatly.  
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What are the key recommendations in the report?  Firstly, the committee considered that some policy change is 
required.  It would be helpful if government departments acted more often as reference sites for the companies 
that apply ICT projects in government departments.  One complaint to the committee from industry is that, 
although a lot of good work is done in departments, it is very difficult to get a reference from the department.  Of 
course, with so many of our local ICT companies dealing with our Asian neighbours, that kind of reference 
would be a great boon.  The evidence presented to the committee indicated that government reference sites could 
provide a benefit to companies of up to five per cent.  However, if a company wanted to trade with Asia, for 
example, and it did not have a government reference site, that could have a detrimental effect of minus 
10 per cent for that company. 
Another policy change that we have recommended concerns the default position of the ownership of intellectual 
property.  Currently, the default position in Western Australia is that the ownership of IP developed for our 
government agencies stays with the government.  We do not think that that is the best position.  We think that 
there would be more commercialisation opportunities for businesses in Western Australia if in fact that default 
position were reversed.  Some time last year, Victoria changed its position.  It is a little too early to tell what kind 
of impact, if any, that policy change has had in Victoria.  However, we feel that there is no real cost to 
government, because currently the IP owned by government is not being accessed, used or developed, so why 
not give it back to the industry and let it have the ownership and run with it?  Sure, parameters could be put on 
that kind of policy change, which could result in a financial benefit being returned to government in the event of 
a successful commercialisation of the IP.  However, that is something that can be worked out. 
Another policy that could be reviewed is that for contract liability provisions.  Currently, for large tenders, the 
liability is uncapped for the supplier, which can be very limiting and can impede small businesses in their ability 
to access large government tenders.  There has been some shift in the contract liability provisions in the past few 
months in Western Australia, but the committee contends that these have not gone far enough. 
The role of the Office of e-Government is an area that the committee feels needs to be closely looked at by 
government.  To be honest, evidence submitted to the committee from industry indicates that there is a great lack 
of clarity within the industry about the role of e-government.  In fact, even the name itself, Office of 
e-Government, gives an impression of the kinds of things that that office might be involved in.  It turns out, upon 
further investigation, that the Office of e-Government is not involved in the things that people think it might be 
involved in.  The office has about 30 staff, and certainly has a lot of potential to do good work within 
government.  However, our view is that the role of the office needs to be clarified to a much greater extent, not 
only so that industry understands the role of that office, but also so that other government agencies can 
understand the role of the office and what relationship, if any, they have with that office. 
Procurement is the last area in which significant policy change might well be required.  It seems to us that the 
industry development function is promoted by the Department of Industry and Resources, but the fact that the 
Department of Treasury and Finance engages in large information and communications technology tenders 
means that it has a complementary function of industry development as well.  However, the committee is not 
convinced that the Department of Treasury and Finance fully appreciates the multiplier effect or the flow-on 
economic benefits of that procurement, and it believes that that should be a factor that is taken into account more 
often in the DTF procurement process.  DTF applies the value-for-money test when it announces tenders, but we 
question whether that test is specific enough and whether it gives local companies, particularly small to medium 
enterprises, or SMEs, the best opportunity of gaining local business. 
The major innovations that we have mentioned in our report include having an ICT portal for Western Australia.  
One of the biggest problems that we found when undertaking this study was how difficult it was to track down 
information, particularly about the funding and grant opportunities that exist for ICT SMEs in WA.  One would 
think that there would be a place to go where people could find out about the entire range of grants offered by 
the state government, and indeed by the federal government, with an easy online application process.  That 
simply does not exist, which is surprising, given that ICT itself has a strong relationship with online 
communications.  We think that a portal would simplify that process, allow for communication with and 
feedback to companies, and provide a one-stop shop for anyone looking for industry assistance at any point in 
the cycle, from innovation through to the proof of concept stage, marketing, creating relationships with venture 
capitalists, and so on.  We hope that the government will take that suggestion on board and implement it. 
Another major recommendation that we have made is about a new position within government, called a chief 
information officer.  I acknowledge the member for Maylands in this respect, because she came up with that 
idea, which was strongly endorsed by all committee members.  The role of the chief information officer is 
outlined in the report, and I am sure that the member for Maylands will expand on that further.   
I will deal with the success of the other states, particularly Queensland and Victoria.  Their success seems to 
have been based on very strong, proactive political leadership in the ICT field.  Peter Beattie does not step out of 
Queensland without talking about his smart state and without talking about ICT companies.  He takes ICT 
companies with him on resources trade missions and also conducts ICT-based trade missions in and of 
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themselves.  This kind of leadership has created a name for both of those states.  We believe that Western 
Australia could equally develop a name for itself if it pursued very strong, proactive political leadership. 
We have covered many other issues in the report.  I am sure that my colleagues will mention those in due course, 
including the state broadband network, the potential for the development of the digital content sector in Western 
Australia, the possibility of having a Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation ICT centre 
in the state, the developments happening at Technology Park, the Square Kilometre Array and the opportunity 
that that project presents should our proposal be successful in 2010, and so on.  Therefore, I hope members will 
take the time to browse through the report and that government will take our concerns seriously. 
I will wrap up by thanking everybody who has participated in the development of this report in the past 
12 months.  The industry participants have been extremely generous with their time, their suggestions and their 
general assistance to all committee members.  They are very happy and pleased that the committee has 
undertaken this study.  Although that is certainly no reflection on where government is at, this provided an extra 
chance for us to look at where the industry is and where we can go from here to take things from strength to 
strength. 
Finally, I thank my fellow committee members: the member for Maylands, the member for Serpentine-
Jarrahdale and the member for Greenough, who all participated fully in this inquiry.  I really appreciated their 
cooperation and support.  Last, but definitely not least, I thank our staff members.  I thank Loraine Abernethie 
and Peter Frantom very much for all the long hours of effort that they put into researching and preparing for this 
report.  I also thank two other former staff members, Jessica Shaw and Jovita Hogan, without whose early 
contribution this report would not have been possible. 
[Continued below.] 

STANDING COMMITTEE ON PROCEDURE AND PRIVILEGES - ARCHBISHOP HICKEY 
Comments related to Human Reproductive Technology Amendment Bill 2007 - Statement by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  I need to break into the debate on this report for a short time, because I 
had given advice to the Archbishop that at 11.00 am or thereabouts I would make a statement about a letter.  
Therefore, I will break into the debate on the committee report for a short time.   
This statement is in relation to the Procedure and Privileges Committee’s letter to Archbishop Hickey.  At a 
meeting on Tuesday, 12 June 2007, the Procedure and Privileges Committee agreed to write to Archbishop 
Hickey to raise a concern about comments attributed to him in recent media reports.  His reported comments 
indicated that he would wait for the result of the expected conscious vote on the Human Reproductive 
Technology Amendment Bill 2007, currently before this Parliament, prior to considering whether Catholic 
members would face excommunication or be excluded from taking holy communion.   
In subsequent comments, Archbishop Hickey said that it was not his intention to threaten members of 
Parliament, which the committee accepted.  The letter, which was delivered yesterday, contains a 
recommendation that in any further statements the Archbishop wishes to make about matters before this 
Parliament, there should be no suggestion that personal consequences will be visited upon any members who do 
not act in accordance with his views.   
The committee decided that no further report to the house, except for the tabling of this letter, is necessary.  I 
table the letter.   
[See paper 2972.] 

Point of Order 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I raise a point of clarification in relation to that letter and, Mr Speaker, I will take your 
guidance most earnestly on this.  As part of that process, did the Procedure and Privileges Committee look at 
other instances in which it perceived that threats may have been made to members of Parliament by 
organisations or people representing organisations in a similar way?  Was the committee’s investigation purely 
in relation to the comments of the Archbishop?  I am aware of instances previously whereby people appear to 
have been threatened by organisations -  
The SPEAKER:  Is this a point of order or is the member making a speech?  This is a reaction to comments 
made by a particular person and no other investigation was made.   

ECONOMICS AND INDUSTRY STANDING COMMITTEE 
Fifth Report - “The State government’s Role in Developing and Promoting Information 

Communications Technology (ICT) in Western Australia” 
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
MR A.J. SIMPSON (Serpentine-Jarrahdale) [11.12 am]:  We are back to debating the tabling of the 
Economics and Industry Standing Committee’s report on information communications technology.  I, too, was a 
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member of that committee.  I was surprised to hear the member for Swan Hills say that it is exactly one year 
today that the committee tabled its terms of reference.  The year went very quickly.   

The committee’s 200-page report has been tabled and I am proud of the work it did.  Our investigations into ICT 
grew from day one, and the committee finally reached the point where it had to stop and say that it had done 
enough on this issue and had to move forward.  I am amazed at how the investigation grew.  The research staff 
learnt a lot from preparing the report and I sympathise with them for the amount of work they were required to 
do so that it could be tabled in this house today.   

The member for Swan Hills pointed out that the report includes 67 findings and 34 recommendations.  I advise 
members that the report uses 130 abbreviations.  Every time an acronym was used in committee meetings, 
members scratched their head wondering what it stood for.  After a while they became more readily 
recognisable.   

This is a great report.  The member for Swan Hills pointed out that the committee took into account the situation 
that will prevail after the boom and gave consideration to how to make this state a smarter state.  This report sets 
the ground rules for that.  The report highlights that the ICT industry will, in the future, be a pillar of industries 
such as the mining industry.  Allocating funds to this industry is the same as allocating money to building 
another railway line or highway.  The ICT industry will add value to the state. 

The member for Swan Hills referred to Queensland being a smart state.  In May last year I attended an ICT 
conference in Singapore at which I met some game makers from Germany who have representatives from their 
company working in Queensland.  I found that interesting.  I asked them what was so special about Queensland.  
Their reply was that, in Australia, that state is one of the better game makers.  Queensland has put in place a 
development plan.  The Queensland Premier and ministers do not leave the state without taking professional 
people with them.  They promote that state’s ICT industry overseas and talk about Queensland.  We could 
certainly learn a lot from that.  That is what ICT is about.  The state government has done a bit over the past 
couple of months.  Westzone has actually become proactive and has seen that there is an opportunity to grab 
hold of game makers and developers - 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Do you mean Interzone? 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  Yes, Interzone Games is another one in that situation.  It sees that with a little help it can 
employ a few hundred people, and it starts growing from there.  In October 2006, I visited an ICT precinct park 
in China that was some 30 square kilometres in diameter.  The Chinese government, being very proactive, 
provides discounts on taxes and so forth.  It has attracted IBM and all the big corporations to use the park as a 
base for the Asian market.  The Chinese government is proactive in helping its technology industry.  It grows its 
own leads, in common with all industries.  It was interesting to see those kinds of issues in the context of what 
we can do in Western Australia.  This state is experiencing a mining resources boom, but we cannot keep 
digging up mineral resources and exporting them.  There will come a time when such resources run out or it 
becomes too costly to compete in world markets.  We have this boom, which is great, but we should develop 
other areas so that we can continue on from the boom.  This report goes a long way to doing that.   

The member for Swan Hills mentioned the visit to Nevada for the ICT conference.  That was pretty amazing.  
There were more than 140 000 attendees and 2 700 exhibitors over four days.  From nine in the morning until 
nine at night, we were constantly on our feet, and it was really amazing.  I can remember standing in line on the 
opening day, waiting with about 3 000 other people to hear Bill Gates make the opening address.  I was standing 
next to a guy from California who said he was a VC.  I asked him what a VC was.  He replied that he was a 
venture capitalist.  He goes around looking for ideas to invest in.  I do not think there are many venture 
capitalists in Western Australia, let alone Australia generally.  It is an amazing process.  There are people out 
there willing to put money into ideas.  Something I learnt is that there is a lot of money available from people 
who want to invest in ideas.  The report also identified that there is a big gap between coming up with an idea 
and getting it into a saleable product.  The gap occurs in getting the product to market.  That is an issue we will 
have to address.  If anything, the Nevada trip demonstrated that there is a lot of money out there that can be 
tunnelled.  The beauty of the ICT industry is that it does not matter where a product is produced.  The world 
market is the same.  If one starts a computer here, Windows is the same as it is anywhere else in the world.  
Whatever program is run, it is the same as that found anywhere else in the world.  We are not talking about 
different programs; it is the same worldwide.  That is one issue. 
Another issue is communication.  For us to become a smart state, we need to find a way to get that fibre in the 
ground.  Broadband is a huge issue and it has to be addressed.  I think the federal government is doing nowhere 
near enough on that issue.  It will have to be addressed sooner or later, because it will become a part of daily life.  
People going into business will need ADSL 2 as a minimum to even operate a business.  That goes across the 
board in all businesses.  It does not matter whether the industry is ICT, a panel beating business or a bakery.  
Lack of access to broadband with a reasonable speed will impact on business.  That is something that has to be 
addressed sooner rather than later.   
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This report lays the groundwork for doing more to the benefit of the state and to make Western Australia a smart 
state.  The member for Swan Hills mentioned personal digital assistants and mobile phones and the sort of 
technology that has gone into them.  It was pretty amazing to see those processes in Nevada.  One of the stands 
promoted a product by which people can have a basic credit card built into their mobile phones.  The phone was 
swiped across the card and it deducted $2 for coffee as people left the convention.  There are great benefits in a 
cashless society, including the fact that one does not have to carry money.  When using the mobile phone credit 
card technology, people top up their credit only to a certain amount, so that if they lose their phone, they will 
lose only $30 or $50.  It was like a debit card.  These sorts of things are amazing.   

Another issue to emerge from the report is to do with mobile phones and suchlike.  Members of Parliament 
currently have the Novell GroupWise program on their computers, but it is only GroupWise 6.5.  I have spoken 
to the Department of the Premier and Cabinet many times about the fact that many members are going over to 
PDAs, BlackBerrys and BlackJacks and so forth.  That is a great system.  Members can check their emails and 
diaries, but it is not much good unless one can come back to one’s office and plug the device into a laptop and 
pair it so the two match up what is going in the diary.  Our GroupWise system will not let us do it.  I call on the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet to look at moving forward because this is the way everyone is heading.  
Members are looking to buy these devices.  Some members have dropped GroupWise and gone to Outlook for 
the same reason.  I think it is something we have to address.  I realise it is a side issue from the report, but it must 
be addressed. 

I would like to wrap up by thanking the staff.  I refer first to my fellow members.  The member for Swan Hills 
did a fantastic job.  I think she would have had a lot of sleepless nights in the past few weeks putting together 
this last report.  She probably slept with it for quite a while.  I meant that in a nice way!  She has done a lot of 
work.  The member for Maylands also put in a lot of work, and I appreciate her efforts.  I was with the member 
for part of the way.  I congratulate her on the work she did; it was fantastic.  I thank the member for Greenough 
for his help and support.  The member for Greenough is from an age that causes him, when talking about 
computers, to grasp it but also to get a little lost.  If anyone has learnt a lot about computers and processes from 
this exercise it is the member for Greenough.  It has been interesting to watch that happen.  We also had the 
member for Murray-Wellington on the committee, and he is in a similar situation.  I would not say it is going 
over his head but he is having trouble.  He did get some support from the staff at the start of the hearings.  I 
would finally like to acknowledge our research staff.  Loraine Abernethie did a fantastic job and I imagine she is 
happy to see the report tabled because now she will get her life back.  I know she is a workaholic and loves to do 
this type of thing, but now she will be able to get a break.  I thank her for her hard work in putting the report 
together.  I also thank Peter Frantom, who helped in research, and our previous principal researcher, Jessica 
Shaw, and Jovita Hogan.  I thank everyone involved in the preparation of the report and urge members to take 
the opportunity to flick through it and read the findings.  If they have any questions, the member for Swan Hills 
will be quite happy to answer them! 

DR J.M. EDWARDS (Maylands) [11.22 am]:  I too would like to commend this report to the house and ask 
members to pick it up and look at the findings and recommendations.  I think at the beginning people wanted to 
know why the Economics and Industry Standing Committee would be looking at an area such as ICT - 
information communications technology - and what we could bring to it.  If members read the couple of hundred 
pages of this report, they will see what is involved in this area and the recommendations we are making to ensure 
the state grasps the opportunities in this sector, but which at the moment are to some extent going unrecognised 
and unrealised. 

There can be no doubt among members of the community, and I hope now the broader Parliament, that ICT is 
playing a central role in the social and economic transformation we are seeing in the community as a result of the 
way we are embracing the knowledge economy.  The ICT industry is now imperative to our future economic 
growth.  It is also imperative that we embrace it more fully so that we keep our position in the global 
marketplace.  ICT is critical to the achievement we want for Australia and it is critical to our national goals and 
state goals.  We need ICT to properly ensure we continue to have the economic growth that we are enjoying.  We 
need ICT, for example, to make sure we have very strong national security.  We are using it increasingly in 
environmental management and it is coming into all our services, particularly the education and health sectors. 

One of the problems that arise when a group of members of Parliament are on a committee and looking at an 
area is that in some ways we might be a bunch of enthusiastic amateurs dealing with an area in which there are a 
lot of experts.  That probably was the case for us.  I know my learning curve has been very steep and, like the 
member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale, I had to get my head around the acronyms.  I want to thank those from the 
industry and the other participants who have been very generous with their time for giving us lots of briefings 
and background information and answering the sometimes very basic questions that we needed to ask.  The 
committee adopted the widest possible definition of ICT to embrace the sector and to make sure that the 
committee looked at it in its totality so that it could make the best recommendations.  Like other members, I have 
been somewhat amazed by the extent to which government has a role to play in this area.  For example, 
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in 2002-03, Western Australia spent a total of $333 million on ICT operating expenses and $92 million on ICT 
capital expenditure on the purchase of ICT technologies alone.  ICT already contributes to our economy in ways 
that people do not recognise.  ICT revenue in Western Australia was estimated to be in excess of $6.6 billion in 
2004.  At the same time, there were 18 000 ICT specialist firms in Western Australia and the industry was 
providing direct employment to 23 000 people.  In 2003-04, ICT contributed between 13.7 and 23.8 per cent to 
Western Australia’s gross state product.  It is an area that was worthy of consideration by the Economics and 
Industry Standing Committee.  The 34 recommendations it made must be seriously looked at by government 
and, we hope, fully implemented. 
One of the trends that amazed me was the change that we have seen from the networked office to the networked 
home, which I think we are now all enjoying, through to the future trend of the networked individual.  It is very 
clear that the rise of the consumer will be predominant in the next few decades.  Consumers are now driving 
demand and there are huge opportunities for Western Australia. 
It has been said that in the twentieth century the clinicians drove health care but in the twenty-first century health 
care will be driven by the patients, or the consumers.  In Nevada, as part of the CES, I had the opportunity to 
attend a seminar on the future of health care management and the ICT sector.  We heard from companies such as 
Intel, Sharp and Philips.  Philips told us that in the next few years 30 per cent of its business will go into the 
health sector.  That is a huge amount of expenditure in that area from a multinational company.  The benefits of 
that to the consumer became clear throughout that session, whether it concerned personal monitoring through to 
electronic health records, which can help make sure that medical consumerism becomes safer.  We also heard 
from a health maintenance organisation called Kaiser Permanente, which is now actively embracing e-health for 
a number of reasons.  It believes it will get a better outcome for its members as patients and as consumers of 
health serves.  It also believes it will be better able to manage the associated costs.  It identified that ICT is 
critical for health care in not only the management of acute situations, but also the shift in the better management 
of chronic conditions as baby boomers age.  Many entities around the world are coming together to look at how 
ICT can improve quality of life, deliver better overall outcomes to the community and provide an economic 
benefit to the players involved. 
Throughout the course of the committee’s inquiry, members were struck by the remarkable work being done by 
individuals and companies in Western Australia.  However, it emerged that although there is remarkable work 
being done here and fantastic people are communicating with each other at the peer to peer level, the broader 
community does not know precisely what is going on and they do not know about the exciting opportunities that 
exist in Western Australia.  We have picked up on the theme of communication and have made a number of 
recommendations to government about how government can better facilitate this communication and get a better 
outcome for all the people in the sector and, more importantly, get a better economic outcome for the whole 
state.  As the chairman of the committee, the member for Swan Hills, said, we have recommended that the state 
set up an ICT portal.  This means there will be one place where industry can go to find out about the assistance it 
can get to better understand who is doing what in the area and to improve communication and collaboration.   
The committee has recommended also that the government appoint a chief information officer.  It became very 
clear to the committee that the whole ICT sector, whether it is within government, industry or the community, is 
unclear about precisely what role the Department of Treasury and Finance, the Department of Industry and 
Resources and the Office of e-Government play in the development of ICT and the way in which we embrace 
ICT in this state.  We believe that if a CIO were appointed, that person would become the face and the champion 
of ICT not only within government, but also in industry and the wider community.  We therefore urge the 
government to look at all 34 of our recommendations and take them very seriously, because the committee has 
done a huge amount of work in preparing this report.   
I pay tribute to the chair of the committee, the member for Swan Hills, and the other members of the committee, 
and thank them for their patience and for the time they have spent working together to complete this very full 
and dense report.  I also thank our principal research officer, Dr Loraine Abernethie, who came on board halfway 
through the process and had to pick up the topic and run with it through to its conclusion.  I also thank Peter 
Frantom, our research officer, who helped us in our endeavours as well.   
A report such as this, with some 200 pages, demonstrates the valuable role that is played by the committees of 
this Parliament.  Members from different parties have come together to look at an issue that is hugely important 
to the economic growth of this state.  The committee made a large number of findings, and 34 recommendations, 
that we now want the government to pick up and adopt.  Even more importantly, during the committee process 
we were able to engage the ICT industry and not only introduce the industry to other parts of government, but 
also assist the industry with communication and collaboration.  Throughout the course of the inquiry, a number 
of developments took place that show that committees are listened to, and changes can take place.  Over the next 
few years I will look forward to the recommendations of this report being picked up and put in place.   

MR G. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [11.33 am]:  As a dinosaur from beyond the Middle Ages, it gives me 
great pleasure to be involved in the presentation of this report today.  However, it disappoints me greatly that this 
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report could not be delivered as an electronic document but had to be delivered as a paper document.  I urge this 
Parliament to look into the future, not the past, and allow the delivery of electronic documents.  It is rather 
ironic, given the nature of this inquiry, that the committee was required to deliver a printed copy of its report. 

Mr A.D. McRae interjected. 

Mr G. WOODHAMS:  It is also somewhat ironic, member for Riverton, that those members on my left, and 
also those members on my right, who are indulging in the use of ICT devices in this very house, are perhaps 
totally unaware of the contents of this document and might easily have been able to access this document 
through the devices upon which they are now typing, or from which they are now reading, or from which they 
are doing whatever they are doing.  Before I continue further, I must apologise for not making all my previous 
words rhyme!   

I want to acknowledge the work of the chair of the committee, the member for Swan Hills.  The chair’s guidance 
in this inquiry has been absolutely superb.  The efforts of the chair have been untiring, because the preparation of 
the report has been very demanding.  Other members of the committee have already acknowledged the efforts of 
the member for Swan Hills, but I wanted to thank her personally.  Her efforts have been tremendous.  I also 
acknowledge the contributions of the other members of the committee.  Sadly, I was unable to stand in line with 
the member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale in Las Vegas when he was attending that particular conference.  

Ms J.A. Radisich:  It was not the same without you! 

Mr G. WOODHAMS:  I know it would not have been the same without me!  However, I did have the great 
pleasure of standing in line with the member for Swan Hills - I do not know for how many hours - when we were 
in Canberra and were attempting to negotiate its ICT process for getting a taxi!  If members ever go to Canberra, 
they should take their own car, because it is the only way to get around!   

On that very cautious note, I now proceed with some further comments.  From my perspective, one of the 
important matters dealt with in this report is the Bentley Technology Park.  There was a time in my past dinosaur 
life when I lived proximate to Technology Park.  It has been there for 22 years, but the role that Technology Park 
plays in information and communication technology development in Western Australia is undervalued and not 
understood by Western Australians.  The Western Australian government has a role to play in further enhancing 
the attributes of Technology Park, as is documented in the report.  I will not go through the words used in the 
report, but there is a need for stronger social interaction between Technology Park and the surrounding 
neighbourhood at Bentley to further engage people in that precinct. 

Before I became involved in this inquiry and report, I was particularly interested in the development of the radio 
astronomy park and the square-kilometre array, which is actually located in the electorate of the member for 
Murchison-Eyre, but is very close to my electorate of Greenough.  The potential prospects for Western Australia 
of the radio astronomy park and the square-kilometre array are not understood to a great extent by members of 
this house.  I urge members, if they do not look at anything else, to at least take a look at the pages of 
information in the committee’s report relating to the radio astronomy park and the square-kilometre array.  The 
element of this project that is important from a mid-western perspective is the commercial opportunities that 
could spill over from it.  It is my great hope and desire that those commercial advantages will be deposited in the 
mid-west of Western Australia and will not be taken to other parts of Australia.  I hope that they will not be 
centralised in Brisbane, for argument’s sake.  The most appropriate place for the management of a project of 
international significance like the square-kilometre array, and for the people who need to work with it, around it 
and within it, is the mid-west of Western Australia.  I urge members to take a look at those parts of the 
document.  From my perspective, there are some elements of, dare I use the jargon, cutting-edge technology that 
we have the possibility of embracing in this part of the world, but more importantly in regional Western 
Australia. 

Most of the members in this place utilise mobile phones, and some of us allow them to make noises in the 
house - I admit to having been guilty of that on past occasions.  I do not have a dinosaur-like frame, but my 
dinosaur-like mind has recently tried to get its cranial capacity around Next G.  I have moved away from the 
code division multiple access network to the Next G network.  My discussions with Telstra Country Wide about 
the necessity of doing this focused on the fact that it should improve my capacity to speak to my constituents 
across the electorate of Greenough and the mid-west of Western Australia.   

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  It is not true.  

Mr G. WOODHAMS:  The member is right; it is not true.  One of the great challenges for technology in 
Western Australia is the completion of what is described as the highway north project.  I am informed 
unofficially by people in Telstra Country Wide that the highway north project is on permanent hold.  There is a 
detour sign on the highway north project but the detour sign does not actually suggest that people go around and 
up another way; it just sits there.  People actually have to go back.  There is therefore a great flaw in the current 
highway north proposal.  It is unlikely to go ahead.  Members of this house who travel from their electorates to 
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the northern part of the state and who consider mobile technology in the form of a mobile phone a useful device 
to take with them, find in many places on their journey north, including the road between Perth, my electorate of 
Greenough and Geraldton, that they cannot pick up a mobile signal, be it Next G, CDMA or whatever.  The 
federal government should hang its head in shame with respect to its commitment to the highway north project 
because it has not committed. 
Another element of immediate technology that we all attempt to embrace at some point for either personal, social 
or commercial reasons is broadband technology.  I do not know about members of this house, but I am 
consistently lobbied by organisations, local governments and individuals who say that they cannot get broadband 
in their community, they cannot get broadband in their house and broadband is not available.  Therefore, when I 
ask my good friends at Telstra Country Wide about the reasons behind this, the finger is well and truly pointed at 
a government that resides on the eastern side of this country but which governs the entire country.  From a 
broadband perspective, it would be nice to see some sort of commitment from the greater Telstra organisation to 
the broadband for people living everywhere in this great and wonderful nation of ours, particularly in Western 
Australia, which as we are continually reminded in this place in many senses drives the economy of Australia but 
is the state most greatly disadvantaged by the lack of appropriate technology. 

I will conclude my remarks there.  I just remind members of the house that we are all users of information 
communications technology and that it is important for them to read this document to further enhance their 
knowledge and the possibility of arguing on behalf of all Western Australians for a better road to travel on 
Internet technology. 

ECONOMIC REGULATION AUTHORITY ACT 2003 - REVIEW 
Motion 

On motion by Mr S.R. Hill, resolved - 

That the motion be postponed to a later stage of the sitting. 

FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL CONSTRUCTION ACCOUNT BILL 2007 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 13 June. 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Serpentine-Jarrahdale) [11.42 am]:  Mr Acting Speaker - 

Point of Order 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I imagine that the member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale might not be the opposition’s lead 
speaker on this issue.  He might want to clarify whether or not he is the lead speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Would the member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale like to pass this 
over? 
Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I would like to pass this over to the member for Vasse; thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. 

Debate Resumed 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  The late member for Vasse! 

MR T. BUSWELL (Vasse - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [11.43 am]:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  What am I doing here? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I beg the member for Yokine’s pardon? 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  What am I supposed to be doing here? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I know what I am doing here; I am just trying to do it. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Just so that the member for Vasse is up to date, we are talking about Fiona Stanley 
Hospital Construction Account Bill 2007. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Yes, thank you very much, Mr Acting Speaker, and my apologies for delaying or deflecting 
the proceedings of the house while I made myself physically present and got my mind around the issues before 
the house. 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  We do appreciate your efforts. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  Yes.  The Fiona Stanley Hospital Construction Account Bill 2007 is an interesting bill, to 
say the least.  It is a bill that really covers two pages.  It is a bill that is technically sound to the best of our 
analysis.  It is also a bill that demonstrates nothing more than political posturing by the government.  I should 
say at the outset that the opposition will not be opposing this bill.  I cannot bring myself to say that we will be 
supporting this bill.   
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Mr E.S. Ripper:  You don’t support building a hospital?  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Let us deal with this issue.  This bill is not necessary to construct Fiona Stanley Hospital.  
Let us understand that very, very clearly.  We do not need to pass this bill to construct Fiona Stanley Hospital.  
In fact, I cannot see anything in the bill that compels us to construct Fiona Stanley Hospital.  Maybe the 
Treasurer will show me the clause of the bill that compels the government to construct Fiona Stanley Hospital.  
Is there a clause in the bill that does that?  We might as well deal with this issue now.  In the Treasurer’s view, is 
there a clause in the bill that compels the government to construct Fiona Stanley Hospital?  The answer is no 
because he has already committed to that.  That is fine.  That is a policy decision that the government made some 
time ago.   

This bill compels the government to put some of last year’s surplus into a bank account and call it Fiona Stanley 
Hospital construction account.  That is all this bill does.  It will enable the government to draw from it if it wants 
to.  I do not think there is anything in this bill that compels the Department of Health to fund Fiona Stanley 
Hospital from the money in the account.  I ask the Treasurer whether there is. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I’ll deal with that in consideration in detail.   

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Too right we will.  This bill has absolutely nothing to do with building Fiona Stanley 
Hospital.  The Treasurer has already made that decision.  The government has already started spending money.  
That process happened a long time ago.  For the Treasurer to say that he is glad we do not oppose the bill, 
because if we oppose the bill it means we do not want a hospital built, is absolutely ridiculous.  This bill is a 
stunt and has been drafted for purely political purposes to make the Treasurer feel good about taxing Western 
Australians to the hilt and accumulating this huge surplus.  It is a concocted attempt to deceive members of the 
public of Western Australia and to lull them into a belief that it is good that they paid all these taxes and the 
government accumulated a great big surplus because they funded the hospital.  The hospital is already funded 
and the hospital will be built.   

Let us establish fact number one in our discussion on the Fiona Stanley Hospital Construction Account Bill.  We 
could toss this bill out today and the hospital would still get built.  I am not aware that we need an act of 
Parliament to construct a hospital.  A new hospital is being built in the electorate of Vasse.  I have not seen the 
Busselton District Hospital construction account bill come before Parliament that I have to sign off on.  I cannot 
even see it in this bill.  I bet other hospitals are being built around the state, although probably not enough of 
them.  Have we passed a bill in Parliament to approve their construction?  Have we had an Albany hospital 
construction account bill come through?  No, because we do not need it.  The Treasurer should not try that 
bunkum.  This is just a stunt, a political charade.  As I said, that is why we will not support the bill, but we will 
not oppose it for a variety of reasons; actually, not many reasons.  I will move on.   

As I said before, this bill is simply a convenient way for the Treasurer to hide the huge accumulation of funds 
that he calls a surplus.  I remind the Treasurer that surplus equals excessive taxation.  When the final accounts 
were brought down last year - 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  So are you advocating for a deficit budget? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I say to the member for Swan Hills that I am advocating for sensible reform, keeping in 
mind those hundreds of families who will eventually get land and move into the Ellenbrook area, which will 
hopefully be in the member’s new electorate, which will flow, according to the Liberal Party plan, into the 
member for Ballajura’s electorate and provide her with a safe seat, unlike her own party, which hung her out to 
dry, even though it made her a minister with L-plates.  Perhaps the member for Swan Hills has failed to impress 
Bill Johnston and the people in Beaufort Street.  Who knows why the Labor Party has decided to hang the 
member for Swan Hills out to dry.  Taxation reform would mean that those who want to move to that worthwhile 
place that is known as Ellenbrook and who want to be represented by the member for Swan Hills in this 
Parliament would receive -  

Mr R.C. Kucera interjected. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  That is an interesting point, member for Yokine.  Both party submissions in my seat were 
the same, even to the point that the roads used were just south of Margaret River.   

Surpluses are built on taxation revenues.  That is why when the Treasurer revealed the end of year accounts in 
the middle of last year, he stated that we had a record surplus of $2.2 billion which, he said, was good for the 
future of the state.  Everybody condemned him, because everybody knows that that surplus was built on the back 
of unbelievable levels of taxation.  I will use a simple analysis because I do not want to confuse the issue.  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  You wouldn’t want to confuse it with any complexity to improve people’s understanding.  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I do not want to cloud the issue for the Treasurer.  

Dr K.D. Hames:  He doesn’t want people to know the real story. 
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Mr T. BUSWELL:  In relation to? 

Dr K.D. Hames:  The point that you’re raising.  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Yes, well here we go.  For the first few years of the government, there was a minimal 
increase in the surplus.  In 2001-02, the surplus was $197 000.  In 2002-03, it was $254 000.  Back then, the 
general government tax collection was $2.95 billion and $3.4 billion respectively.  In other words, those were the 
levels roughly associated with that level of taxation.  In the following year, 2003-04, there was a significant 
increase in the aggregate state tax collection in Western Australia.  It went up to over $4 billion.  Indeed, in 
2003-04 and 2004-05, it was $4.1 billion and $4.3 billion respectively.  At that time, the budget surplus was 
$799 million and $1.19 billion respectively.  There was a leap in taxation and a corresponding leap in the budget 
surplus.  The government’s huge budget surpluses in the past couple of years - $2.2 billion in 2005-06 and an 
estimated $1.8 billion in 2006-07 - have corresponded with a jump in the state tax aggregate take by about 
$1 billion.  The point that I am trying to make is that if we track the accumulation of funds back through the 
surpluses, we can track increases in the aggregate state tax take, particularly increases in property taxes and 
stamp duty.  I made the point yesterday that the government uses stamp duty to force Western Australian 
households to borrow more money to give to the government via the transmission mechanism of stamp duty, 
which is used for a variety of purposes.  The government is transferring state debt across to private sector debt 
through mechanisms such as stamp duty.  The other day I think the Treasurer said that about 50 per cent of 
stamp duty collections came from the non-business sector - once we clarified what the business sector was.  I 
believe that was the case.  From my estimates, last year that was about $1 billion, and a lot of that would have 
been borrowed by that sector to make the government’s payments.  

Dr K.D. Hames:  Do you know what state debt is now compared with the level when the Labor Party came to 
government? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  State debt has definitely been reduced.  I do not have the exact figures.  I do not have a 
problem with the government applying budget surpluses to reduce state debt.  The federal government has done 
that very successfully.  I do not have the historic figure of general sector state debt.  However, in 2006 there was 
no general government net debt.  General government cash deposits and lending were greater than gross debt to 
the point of $2.7 billion.  Most net debt in government is carried in public non-financial corporations and the 
like.  At the end of last year, net debt was $3.2 billion.  I refer the Treasurer to page 37 of this year’s Budget 
Statements.  However, interestingly, member for Dawesville, net debt is expected to more than double from 
$3.2 billion in 2006 to $8.2 billion in the 2011 forward estimates.  There is forecast to be a significant increase in 
net debt in this state over the next five years.  However, debt per se is not a bad thing. 

The member has distracted me from what I was speaking about; that is, the link between the growth in the 
budget surplus and the growth in state government taxation.  That leaves the Treasurer with a dilemma come the 
end of the financial year, because he suddenly has a surplus that he has to find a home for.  In effect, he has a 
windfall gain that he must find a home for.  As I have said, in previous years that home has been found in debt 
reduction.  However, last year and this year there was a very interesting development in this state whereby the 
government decided to concoct a home for those excess funds.  Last year it transferred the excess funds out of 
the budget surplus and claimed to have paid for the Perth-Mandurah rail project.  I understand that it paid off 
some of the debt instruments that had been incurred.  I am not sure whether they were incurred directly in 
association with the Perth-Mandurah rail project, but that was the great claim.  The government had this great 
budget surplus, but we should not worry because the rail project is now debt free.  There were other destinations 
that that money could have been directed towards.  We all know that that money was provided by the taxpayers 
of this state.  I suspect that the real reason that the Treasurer put that money into the Perth-Mandurah rail project 
last year was that he wanted to reduce the interest cost that would sit over that project for its life; in other words, 
to reduce the operating costs that surely he would have had to report on in due course.  That is why last year he 
decided, for nothing other than political purposes, to transfer that money to the Perth-Mandurah rail project. 

This year the Treasurer has sat around and thought, “Crikey; we’ve another big wad of cash - another billion 
dollars or so.  Where are we going to tuck that to look good?”  He thought about Fiona Stanley Hospital, and that 
is what the Treasurer has done.  It is nothing other than a political exercise.  In fact, this bill is nothing but a 
waste of Parliament’s time, because we did not need it.  Technically, we do not need the bill and I will highlight 
the reason for that.  The bill refers to the establishment under the Financial Management Act of a Treasurer’s 
special purpose account to be called the Fiona Stanley Hospital construction account.  I thought to myself, “I am 
reasonably familiar with the Financial Management Act - 

Dr J.M. Woollard:  How many beds is the Treasurer going to provide? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I will have to let someone else answer that question. 

Dr J.M. Woollard:  How many beds, Treasurer? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Hang on; I will get to that in a second. 
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Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  You’re not lost for words, member for Vasse? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I have been stymied by a shot from over my left shoulder! 

I thought something was funny, so I looked at the Financial Management Act.  When we passed the legislation in 
Parliament, I could not recall there being a legislative requirement for Parliament to approve the establishment of 
a Treasurer’s special purpose account.  I read section 10 of the act and I was right.  To set up this account, the 
Treasurer does not need an act of Parliament.  This account can be established by the Treasurer without an act of 
Parliament.  Section 10 of the Financial Management Act 2006 reads -  

Treasurer’s special purpose accounts 
The Treasurer’s special purpose accounts . . . consist of -  

(a) any account established by the Treasurer as a Treasurer’s special purpose account for the 
purposes determined by the Treasurer; . . .  

I thought to myself, “The Treasurer doesn’t need an act of Parliament to establish a special purpose account; he 
can just do it.”  Of course, there is an option in paragraph (e) of the section for any account established under a 
written law and determined by the Treasurer to be a Treasurer’s special purpose account.  However, we do not 
need an act of Parliament.  The Treasurer could have just got up one day, worked through the process within his 
department, created a special purpose account, called that special purpose account the Fiona Stanley Hospital 
construction account and transferred the money into it.  We do not need an act of Parliament to do that.  Why are 
we here debating a bill that will become an act of Parliament when the Treasurer could have written a memo or 
whatever he does to Mr Marney, along the lines of “Fix it up, Timbo”?  He is a very competent public servant, 
and the money would have been available.  

Mr J.A. McGinty:  You are not opposing it, I hope.  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  We are not, minister, who is not sitting in his seat!   

The Treasurer did not need to work through this charade.  That is a fact.  One of the reasons we passed the 
Financial Management Bill was so that the Treasurer could set up these sorts of accounts without wasting the 
Parliament’s time; without requiring someone to draft this bill and draw up the explanatory memorandum and to 
avoid the need for the Treasurer to make that incredibly stimulating second reading speech!  Perhaps that was a 
good reason for the bill - we enjoyed the second reading speech so much!  There is no need for this bill.  
Procedurally, the Treasurer could have given the Minister for Health the money under the Financial Management 
Act.  The substance of this bill - the stunt that it is - is just more political window dressing.  

The Treasurer says in his second reading speech that the purpose of the bill is to stop political parties getting 
their hands on this money in future and using it for other political purposes.  He wants to stop this money 
becoming a pork-barrelling slush fund.  I think that is somewhat abstract from the political reality.  If the 
Treasurer had established a special purpose account under the Financial Management Act and placed in it 
$1.1 billion, and at some stage down the track someone tried to plunder it, does he not think there would not be a 
fair amount of scrutiny of that decision?  It would be plundered only by the government of the day.  I have not 
seen slush funds plundered by oppositions.  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  That is precisely the point.  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  The government of the day can change the act. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Isn’t it the point that, by establishing the account under legislation, it will be extremely 
difficult for people to use the money for other purposes? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I do not accept that premise.  Both major political parties in this state are committed to 
funding Fiona Stanley Hospital, or the first stage thereof, as I understand it.  

Dr K.D. Hames:  Both, now.  

Dr J.M. Woollard:  The Liberals are committed to 1 000 beds.  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Members should stop talking about beds; that is throwing me off the track.  We support the 
project.  We would not plunder the money that could be put into a project.  Can members imagine the public 
outcry if we did?  The Treasurer’s use of that as an excuse for this political window dressing is abstract from 
political reality.  If the government of the day felt strongly enough about it, through legislation it could easily 
take that money out of this proposed account.  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Not easily.  Do you think a government of the day would have an automatic majority in the 
upper house?   

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Does the Treasurer need this bill, technically, to establish this fund?  
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Mr E.S. Ripper:  I will deal with that in consideration in detail.  I think it is better to establish it by legislation.  I 
think it provides more protection because of the very political factors that you have just mentioned.  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I do not agree with that.  That is widely distant from the political realities we face.   

I will not talk for too long on this bill.  We will explore these issues in consideration in detail.  The third issue I 
have on this bill is: what happens to the funding that has been committed to in the forward estimates?  Where 
will that go?  This hospital has been committed to and the funding appears in different components of the 
forward estimates.  The Treasurer is putting money into a special purpose account to build a hospital that he has 
already funded.  I cannot understand the logic of that.  My colleague the shadow Minister for Health, the 
member for Dawesville, will, I am sure, seek clarification of what has happened to that money that had been 
earmarked through the forward estimates process for Fiona Stanley Hospital.  Has that been absorbed into health 
operating expenses?  Has the Minister for Health received a significant increase in his recurrent expenditure?  
Has it been put into another project; for example, a children’s hospital?  That seems to be a topic of discussion 
whenever we talk about a football stadium: “I need a football stadium.  I need a children’s hospital.”  No-one is 
going to say that we do not need a children’s hospital.  Where has the money gone? 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  What choice would you make? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Okay; the Treasurer can tell me.  What is the constraint? 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman interjected. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  Hang on.  That is a good issue.  Treasurer, let me clarify it.  What choice would I make?  
Will the Treasurer tell me what the constraint is?  Is it funding?  Is the constraint funding?  I do not know what 
the constraint is.  If the Treasurer explains to me what the constraints are, I might be able to make an informed 
decision.  I cannot imagine that the constraint would be funding; I cannot imagine that.  I think that capital 
funding will become less of an issue with the potential to grasp some of the new funding opportunities that are 
being presented as we move forward into the twenty-first century - the century of well-cashed-up superannuants.  
Anyway, that is a discussion for another day.  Is it recurrent expenditure? 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Unless they are prepared to take full risk, you can’t abolish the obligation on the government.  
There is obviously a constraint on the level of obligation that the government can take on, and that is set by the 
need to retain the state’s AAA credit rating. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  No, I am not arguing with that.  I am just interested in understanding what constraint is 
stopping the Treasurer committing to both.  No-one has been able to articulate that.  People just come up with 
the very simplistic argument, “We have a stadium for $800 million.  Surely we’ll have to have a children’s 
hospital.”  That’s a fairly base argument.  The decision would be a lot more complicated.  I think the Treasurer 
needs to articulate the constraints that prevent the government doing both, if he wants to have those styles of 
argument in public debate. 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  I think you’re just avoiding the question. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  I am not avoiding the question at all.  The Treasurer cannot give me any details on which to 
make a sensible statement.  I refer to last year’s budget papers, and in particular to the Department of Health’s 
10-year forward plan for hospitals and capital investment.  The southern tertiary hospital, new stage 1, at a cost 
of $741 million, appears in those budget papers.  Therefore, I can only assume that somewhere in the 
government’s budgeting process, money has been allocated in the future for Fiona Stanley Hospital.  Indeed, 
when I look at the detailed capital estimates and capital contribution, the budget papers show “Southern Tertiary 
Hospital” - it is not called Fiona Stanley Hospital - “New Stage 1”.  Looking at the forward estimates, the papers 
state - 

Funding for the Department of Health’s Capital Works Program for health reform . . . have been 
appropriated as a Department of Treasury and Finance Administered Item.  The Department of Health 
will be required to submit business cases, including planning details to Government for approval to 
access funding from the global amount. 

I then went to the budget paper that relates to the Treasury, and I looked at that line item.  I see that the 
Department of Health has, in the forward estimates, a significant sum of money, running at well over a billion 
dollars, that is allocated for capital works; it is under line item 131.  In the footnote to the Department of 
Health’s administered capital - I am looking at last year’s budget papers, Treasurer - it states - 

Reflects global funding to be applied to health reforms and related broader health initiatives as part of 
the Department of Health’s Capital Works Program.  The Department of Health is required to 
submit . . . to access these funds. 

I know that the provision of that capital is not all borrowings in the future.  In fact, there is a graph, which I will 
not go to, in the Treasurer’s Economic and Fiscal Outlook that provides, by pie chart, the source of the 
breakdown.  Therefore, moneys must have been allocated in the forward estimates to Fiona Stanley Hospital.  In 
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other words, this legislation puts money into an account to pay for a hospital that the government has already 
made provision for.  I would like to know where that money has gone.  That is the question.  Show me the 
money!  We might explore that in some detail in consideration in detail, because our concern is that it has 
disappeared up some hollow log, or down some political ferret hole or rabbit hole, and it will be dug out on the 
eve of an election when it is very difficult for all parties to track.  That is my concern.  I would like the Treasurer 
to clearly articulate where the money has gone and into what hollow log it has been stuffed.   

Another issue arises out of the Treasurer’s decision to put $1.09 billion into this account; that is, the opportunity 
cost.  The member for Dawesville asked about state debt.  I understand there are state debt instruments that could 
be retired with this money.  My reading of the budget papers suggests that there is gross debt in the general 
government sector.  Certainly, there is gross debt in the public non-financial corporations sector to which the 
Treasurer could have allocated this funding.  For whatever reason - I suggest for political reasons - he decided 
not to.  He decided to stuff it into the Fiona Stanley Hospital construction account.  An interesting point is that 
money deposited into an account generally receives a lower rate of return than money borrowed.  In other words, 
the Treasurer’s decision has associated with it an opportunity cost.  It is not something that is done at no cost to 
the taxpayer.  The Treasurer’s political charade costs money.   

We had a briefing last week and I received follow-up advice from the Department of Treasury and Finance that 
indicated that the average rate of interest on existing borrowings is 6.1 per cent.  As we discussed the other day, 
some will be above the average and some will be below the average and the expected rate of return on a 
medium-term investment will be 5.8 per cent.  In other words, the Treasurer has put the money for Fiona Stanley 
Hospital into the Western Australian Treasury Corporation, a very competent body, I hasten to add, judged on 
our interaction at the estimates committee, and it invests it.  We would expect that investment to earn 
5.8 per cent.  The money could have been used to pay off debt instruments.  The average rate of interest on the 
debt instruments is 6.1 per cent.  The government might have been able, through a bit of selective planning, to 
pay off the more expensive debt instruments.  The differential is 0.3 of a percentage point, which is not a lot.  On 
$100 it is 30 cents.   

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  Do you want a calculator?   

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I calculated this the other day and if I am wrong, please excuse me.  

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  You are correct.   

Mr T. BUSWELL:  If that had been done with $1 000, it would cost the taxpayers of this state $3, but a bit 
more was spent.  If $1 million had been used, the opportunity cost of the Treasurer’s political charade would be 
$3 000.  However, he used $1.1 billion and the opportunity cost is $3.3 million.  I appreciate it will not be an 
annual cost, because eventually the money would be spent and it may have to be re-borrowed.  At least, in the 
short term, the cost of the Treasurer’s political charade to create this account to deposit the ill-gotten budget 
surplus is $3.3 million per annum.  Is that true, Treasurer?  Does the Treasurer follow that logic?  I am sure he 
will articulate that in his response.  I suggest that there is logic to it and members of Parliament need to take 
note.   

I have in my hand the bill that we do not need to have.  Actually, it is not the bill; it is the file that the bill is in - 
the bill is a lot less substantive.  There is nothing in this bill to ensure that Fiona Stanley Hospital gets built and 
there is nothing in this bill that is needed to put the money into the account.  Therefore, we do not need the bill.  
There is an invoice that comes with this bill addressed to the taxpayers of Western Australia.  It says, “To the 
taxpayers of Western Australia; for the purposes of funding the Treasurer’s charade in dressing up his budget 
surplus as the Fiona Stanley Hospital reserve account, $3.3 million.  Please pay within 14 days.”  That is 
effectively what the Treasurer has done.  He has sent a bill to the taxpayers of this state for $3.3 million for his 
little stunt.  I base that information on the advice provided by the Department of Treasury and Finance.   

I have a couple of minor issues relating to this bill that I wish to raise.  I know that some of my colleagues will 
want to make further comments.  I would like to know whether the Treasurer has decided that he has to protect 
money he has put aside for future projects from the potential for political pork-barrelling.  I assume such pork-
barrelling would be by the Liberal Party when it is in government, so I presume the Treasurer is living in fear of 
that event occurring at the next election. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  It’s risk management; you have to manage even minimal risks! 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  That has brought an interesting point to my mind.  As I understand it, stage 1 of Fiona 
Stanley Hospital will be opening during 2012-2013. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  We expect construction to be finished in 2012. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  The money will be spent in 2012 - is that right?  This money will be gone in 2012.  The 
Treasurer is telling me that we need this bill to protect the money from being plundered by the government.  The 
Treasurer has told us that this government will not plunder it.  Does the Treasurer assume that the opposition will 
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win the 2009 election?  I very much appreciate that wonderful vote of confidence.  Perhaps that is the reason.  
Maybe I have found a reason for this bill.  I can leave the house thinking it is not just political balderdash.  The 
reason for the bill is that the opposition will win the next election.  I thank the Treasurer. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Even you wouldn’t believe that! 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  There is no other rationale. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I suppose there’s a five per cent or a two per cent chance, which we have to manage! 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  There is no other reason.  I invite the Treasurer to come over here, and I will embrace him 
now. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Is that a promise or a threat? 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  That would be on camera.  We don’t want the evidence! 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Maybe we will go down to Cottesloe to embrace; the Treasurer is probably more 
comfortable in surrounds that are known to him! 

I want to know why the Treasurer chose to tag this project ahead of all the other projects.  Why did the Treasurer 
not - 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  Can I get this straight: you’re objecting to the opportunity to scrutinise a piece of 
legislation that has come into the house?  You’re saying it should have just been done by memo for $1 billion?  
Is that what you’re saying? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I am saying that it is a nothing bill. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  If the Treasurer writes a secret memo for $1 billion into an account, you’re happy with 
that? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  It cannot be a secret memo.  Maybe this is reflective of the union the member comes from, 
but in government, $1 billion cannot be moved on a secret memo.  I am really sorry to disappoint the member.  
The government has things called accounts; they are reasonably good accounts.  They are pretty easy to read and 
follow. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman:  It’s all done under the department and you don’t get the chance to scrutinise it. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  One cannot send a secret memo and move $1 billion, because the opposition might just pick 
it up. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  You reckon the opposition could pick that up? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  What does the Treasurer reckon? 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Not on the basis of recent form! 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  The Treasurer does not think so?  He should try.   

Why did the Treasurer not tag these funds for something else?  I had a quick look through the budget papers.  
Why did the Treasurer not create a future water fund and put $750 million into that?  He could have done that.  
Why did he not put $450 million into a housing affordability fund and draw down on that over the next few 
years?  He could have done that.  Even better, why did the Treasurer not put $1.1 billion into the funding of an 
upgrade of the state’s electricity infrastructure over the next few years?  Let us go for a small one.  Why did the 
Treasurer not put $100 million into a Kimberley prison and work camp fund?  These are all things announced in 
the budget this year, including Fiona Stanley Hospital, which the Treasurer could have funded.  Why did the 
Treasurer choose Fiona Stanley Hospital?  He would have sat around with his boffins, saying, “God, we’ve got 
all this money; we’ve got to put it somewhere.  We could put it into the electricity upgrade fund, but that doesn’t 
sound too good.  We could’ve put it into the future water fund.”  That sounds better.  I think the Treasurer would 
agree that that sounds a little more politically sexy.  Instead, he bunged it into Fiona Stanley Hospital.  He 
thought, “A hospital fund; that’s a great way to attempt to politically window-dress this budget surplus we’ve 
got, built on the back of record taxes, which we’re trying to tizzy up for consumption by the public.”  That is all 
this is.  

The Treasurer could have chosen any one of those major investment projects and allocated the funds to it, and he 
did not.  Maybe when he replies he will explain why he chose Fiona Stanley Hospital, a worthwhile piece of 
infrastructure that we support, over other worthwhile pieces of infrastructure that the government committed to.  
The reason is that the government did not get the same political impact that it is attempting to get from this 
nothing of a bill.  There are a couple of matters we are keen to explore with the Treasurer in consideration in 
detail, in particular some aspects relating to the funding of the stages, the definitions of completion and the like.  
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As I say, the bill is not full of detail.  Another point we will raise in consideration in detail is that the bill does 
not even compel the Department of Health to utilise these funds.  I know it has to, but the bill does not do that.  It 
is a very odd bill. 

I will conclude where I started by saying that the bill is a stunt.  The hospital was already funded in forward 
estimates.  Technically, the Treasurer did not need to introduce the bill.  The opposition, whilst not supporting it, 
will not be opposing it.  

The SPEAKER:  Just before I give the member for Dawesville the call, I want to remind members that I have 
given permission for the Cancer Council to bring 30 students, or strangers I suppose, onto the floor of the 
chamber for a short period after the chair has been vacated at one o’clock, to promote healthy living and eating 
habits.  I ask that as many members as possible remain in the chamber after one o’clock. 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville) [12.21 pm]:  As was said by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, we do not 
support this bill but we will not oppose it.  Certainly, the concept of funding for Fiona Stanley Hospital is one 
that we strongly support.  There are a couple of things in the bill that disturb me.  One is the clause that talks 
about what happens to the money that is left over, if there is any left over.  The legislation requires that the 
money go back into Treasury.  That does two things: firstly, it makes absolutely certain there will not be any 
money left over, because whoever is running this show will make sure they spend every last cent of it. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I can tell what sort of minister you would have been! 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  It is true; the Treasurer knows how government departments operate.  The Treasurer and I 
have been ministers and it is something ministers always have to watch out for - that their departments do not 
spend money just for the sake of making sure that their budget goes up next year and they are not seen to have 
any money left over.  They will make sure they spend every last cracker.  If there is money left over, there is a 
great opportunity here to look for the funding of stage 2.  In the previous commitments by the Minister for 
Health for stage 2, which I have already indicated that we support, largely because of the need for a maternity 
hospital at Fiona Stanley, which has not been included in stage 1, and also because that when Royal Perth 
Rehabilitation Hospital is closed, I understand, a significant proportion of the patients at that hospital, certainly 
the spinal injury patients, will go to Fiona Stanley Hospital - 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  That would be the state rehabilitation unit that will be relocated from Shenton Park. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  That is right.  The new state rehabilitation unit is yet to be funded, a maternity hospital there 
is yet to be funded and, of course, there will need to be an expansion of beds over the period during which the 
hospital will be built based on growing demand and particularly further development of the southern region of 
our state. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Thank you very much because I think bipartisan support for the totality of that development 
is important and I think we have now achieved that. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Yes, it is, and I will be pleased to see bipartisan support for the whole package.  All the 
minister has to do to achieve that is to change Royal Perth Hospital to a 400-bed Alfred-style hospital, which 
would link in extremely well with the rest.  I still do not think the minister will be able to fit what he is proposing 
to fit onto the Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital site.  That package would be far better than what we are heading for 
now.  It would be a great bipartisan package to achieve.  However, this is really more directed at the Treasurer 
because I am sure that the Minister for Health would love to have the money there for stage 2 of Fiona Stanley 
Hospital.  I know the Treasurer is reading something terribly important, but I am not going to talk for long, so 
perhaps I could have his attention.  In the Treasury papers, the Minister for Health has gone right out to 2014-15 
with the forward estimates of costs for all the capital works projects and beyond that is the funding required for 
the out years.  As members know, the opposition supports most of those projects, yet there is not a single dollar 
for what the minister and the shadow minister are both fully committed to; that is, Fiona Stanley Hospital 
stage 2.  In fact, I know the member for Alfred Cove is going to move an amendment sometime to reflect that. 

The Treasurer has not put any dollars in for that at all.  Given that there is a Fiona Stanley Hospital construction 
account and all of us are committed to stage 2, why would he not leave that account and whatever money is in it?  
Why does he have to bring back to Treasury whatever is left?  If he left it, so that the fund would remain there 
and be used as the vehicle to fund Fiona Stanley Hospital stage 2, then there would not be the determination to 
spend all the money.  Any leftover money would still be there and, of course, it could then be added to by future 
amendments, to put the money in there for when stage 2 of Fiona Stanley Hospital comes about.  Of course, we 
really have no idea how much or when that will be.  We agreed in estimates that the chances were that stage 2 
will not be ready until 2016-17, given that stage 1 probably will not be officially opened until 2013.  That is what 
everyone is guesstimating.  Even though I note that the final amount is in the 2012-13 budget, everybody who is 
involved in the project says that it will be 2013 by the time it is finished.  The design and construction of stage 2 
is fairly certainly going to be beyond that.  Therefore, I believe that this should be amended to make sure that 
account does not go back to Treasury, but stays in place so that it is still there as a vehicle.  I agree with the 
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comments that our shadow Treasurer made that the bill is unnecessary.  Nevertheless, if we are going to have a 
bill, it may as well do a job that both sides of this house support.  That, in effect, will lock the opposition into 
supporting stage 2, because through my arguments today we will commit to proceeding with the extra work that 
we all know will be needed in the future, without putting a specific monetary value or number of beds on it.  We 
really do not know what will be there for the future; we only know that it will need to happen at some stage. 

I unfortunately missed the first part of our shadow Treasurer’s speech.  An issue that concerned me was the 
Treasurer putting this money into a specific funding arrangement, which is separate from the normal budget and 
will not be used to pay off debt.  I agree with the shadow Treasurer that the government is only doing this 
because it sounds good and not because it achieves any great purpose.  Although the interest that is earned from 
this money will be available for use in health, the reality is that if it was paying off debt, the state government 
and the people of Western Australia would be far better off.  Perhaps the Treasurer could help me out because I 
would like to know: what interest will be earned on that $1.09 billion in an account compared with the interest 
that is currently being paid on the state debt?   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I will deal with that in my reply. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Okay.  My understanding of the way these things work is that the state government pays 
much less interest than would normally be the case for borrowed money.  However, the reality is the difference 
between the interest that is actually earned from the funds in a savings account and what is being paid on the 
debt in a debt account; the latter is less than the former.  Therefore, there is a loss to the state government of 
about $11 million a year on what this money would achieve in paying off debt rather than sitting in an account 
and earning interest.  I do not know why the government would not retire further debt.  I know debt has been 
reduced.  As per our previous discussion, the amount of debt today is not very much different from when the 
Labor Party came to government.  When we left government, we had sold AlintaGas and a significant portion of 
that money was used to retire debt.  We had reduced the state’s debt to the order of $3 billion or $4 billion.  That 
is about how much the debt is today.  Debt is always associated with a cost.  The cost of the debt is greater than 
the money that the government would otherwise get.  The government is about $11 million a year worse off 
based on the estimates we have been able to calculate, given the lack of detail we have been provided about what 
the interest rates are.  It does not make sense to me.  The Treasurer says that the money that will be earning 
interest in that account will be good for the Minister for Health because it will help to offset the rising costs.  
However, the Treasurer and I both know that the rising costs that we have experienced, particularly over the past 
five years, have been enormous.  That is particularly the case due to the lack of construction workers available.  
Costs have risen enormously faster than the amount of interest earned by money sitting in an account.  The 
reality is that the value of that money is reducing all the time.  If the same sort of deal had been in place for the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and the construction of the railway line, she would have finished up 
three-quarters of the way to Mandurah because the final amount that must be paid for the railway line is far 
greater than the amount that would have been earned if the money were put aside to earn interest in a bank 
account.  The interest earned would not have matched the actual increases in the costs of the construction of the 
railway line.  I predict that the same thing will happen with the hospital.  The further down the track we get to its 
construction, the less money will be available to design the hospital.  What will happen is the hospital will be 
designed and the costs will be worked out but it will cost more than was estimated and I will have to ask the now 
shadow Treasurer when he is the Treasurer for more money to build the hospital that has been proposed.  I 
support the proposed design of the hospital.  The television probably did not show it because whenever I agree 
with something the Minister for Health does, it is not shown on television.  However, I did a television interview 
and said that I agreed with the Minister for Health’s single-bed proposal. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I saw that on television.  That was well done. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I am surprised that it was shown.  Well done Channel 9 or 10, whichever it was.  I think it 
was Channel 10.  It is not very good politically for me to do that, is it?  I cop flak for doing that sort of thing all 
the time.  The reality is that we will need to get extra money to build the proposed design.  We support the 
concept, but more money will be needed.  If the design cannot be paid for out of the $1.09 billion, there will 
need to be a call on Treasury.  The government’s argument is a nonsense argument.  The government could just 
as easily have paid off debt and then provided the money when it became available. 

Another matter I would like clarification on concerns the forward estimates and how they relate to the other 
source of money.  I do not have in my close proximity this current year’s budget but I have the figures for the 
previous budget.  The previous figure for the building of the hospital is $741 million.  That budget provides 
$54 million for 2007-08, $100 million for 2008-09 and $180 million in 2009-10.  Where the four-year forward 
estimates contain significant amounts of money for Fiona Stanley Hospital now there is money to fund them 
from a totally different source - the budget surplus.  What happens to the money that was in the budget, given 
that the government would have balanced the budget for each of those years in the forward estimates?  Does that 
mean that that money is therefore available to the government for other projects?  It is still on the budget figures.  
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It is still balancing the forward increase on the estimated income over the next four years.  Presumably, that 
money is still available.  Is that how it works?   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  It is essentially a borrowing capacity.  We are replacing the debt funding for the hospital with 
the funding that is available from the 2006-07 cash surplus.  The government has a forecast debt to revenue ratio 
of 38 per cent at the end of the forward estimates.  Our self-imposed cap is 47 per cent.  That remaining capacity, 
if the government wanted to run right up to the cap, could be used for infrastructure.   

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Sure, so the Treasurer has predicted future incomes.  The Treasurer has also predicted that 
he will be able to retain that balance.  The Treasurer has also been able to slot into the latest budget $1.09 billion 
worth of projects.  Presumably, since the Treasurer has taken these funds from another source - the surplus - that 
borrowing capacity is still in place.  Therefore, the government can now fund a new Princess Margaret Hospital, 
given that that will cost only about $500 million.  Is that correct?   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  The government has presented to the house a budget in which there is a $21 billion 
infrastructure program.  That has been kept within the context of a debt to revenue ratio that is forecast to peak at 
38 per cent.  Given that we have a self-imposed cap of 47 per cent, that means that, in principle, some additional 
borrowing capacity is available to the government within the confines of the AAA credit rating.  However, a lot 
of projects are competing for that additional borrowing capacity.  A prudent person would not want to run right 
up to that self-imposed cap. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  No, but the Treasurer is not running anywhere near that cap in the forward estimates.  The 
Treasurer has retained that at the current 38 per cent. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: We expect it to peak at 38 per cent. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  If it peaks at 38 per cent, it will be well below the cap.  That includes the $1.09 billion for 
Fiona Stanley Hospital that is in the forward estimates, does it not?   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  No.  Taking into account that we are allocating this cash surplus for Fiona Stanley Hospital, 
and all the other things that we are doing, we expect the debt to revenue ratio to peak at 38 per cent.  

Dr K.D. HAMES:  But the Treasurer did not know, presumably, when he prepared the budget, that there would 
be a $1.09 billion surplus.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  When we prepared the budget, we were expecting a $1 billion-odd surplus for 2006-07, so all 
the calculations come together with a peak debt to revenue ratio of 38 per cent.   

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The Treasurer knows that Princess Margaret Hospital is very important.  I presume the 
Minister for Health would be giving the Treasurer a lot of good advice about that.  The building is in a bad state 
and is getting worse.  That hospital is being propped up with an allocation of $5 million a year, or whatever the 
actual figure is.  The Treasurer knows that hospital needs to be rebuilt.  Under the current program, it will not be 
rebuilt until 2017.  That is 10 years down the track.  The Treasurer and I will be long gone from this place before 
that happens, unless the Treasurer does something about that now.  The Treasurer knows that he has the capacity 
to do something about that now.  An election is coming up.  That will be a good time to announce a new Princess 
Margaret Hospital!   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  How closely do you work with the Minister for Health?  I am worried about this alliance!  

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Not that closely!   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I think the shadow Treasurer and I need to talk to each other a bit more, given how closely you 
seem to be working with the Minister for Health! 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I will be studying the Treasurer’s statements in this debate very carefully, so that when we 
get to the election and the Treasurer is doing his spin-doctoring and I am working out what needs to be spent to 
improve the health system in this state, I will know money is available.  I will not listen to the shadow Treasurer 
when he tells me that no money is available, because the Treasurer has told me that there is plenty of money to 
do the things that I believe need to be done.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I would encourage you to take that approach in the election campaign! 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  I am sure the Treasurer would encourage me to do that!  We will find the sources of funding 
for these things - do not worry about that!  There are a few salaries around the place that the Treasurer might 
want to look at. 

I hope the Treasurer will look at the issue of closing that account at the end of the completion of construction of 
Fiona Stanley Hospital, so that that borrowing capacity is available for the state.  I have not seen the final 
amendment proposed by the member for Alfred Cove, because the original version I saw referred to 1 000 beds, 
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and it will not necessarily be exactly 1 000 beds.  In fact, it was more than 1 000 in the “WA Clinical Health 
Services Framework”.   

Dr J.M. Woollard:  It was 1 058.  

Dr K.D. HAMES:  There - it was 1 058.  It was a public relations exercise, so that people who are feeling really 
bad about paying all the Treasurer’s extra stamp duty will, in the Treasurer’s view, be more satisfied in knowing 
that that money is going to build a hospital.  As I told the Treasurer yesterday, I have just purchased a house in 
his electorate that my children will be staying in.  I think I will be up for about $18 000 in stamp duty.  The 
$455 000 that that house is costing shows how tough it is for first home buyers.  I kept interjecting a few months 
back, when the limit was $350 000, that there was not one house in the Treasurer’s electorate that first home 
buyers could afford.  That electorate includes areas such as Cloverdale and Kewdale that tend to be in the lower 
socioeconomic group, and I bought one of the cheapest houses in Cloverdale.  It shows how tough things are 
getting for first home buyers.  Incidentally, I got my children to register when the FirstStart scheme commenced, 
and they have yet to be contacted by anybody.  

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Minister for Health) [12.42 pm]:  I rise with a sense of joy to welcome the 
Fiona Stanley Hospital Construction Account Bill 2007 and to thank the Treasurer for making this very worthy 
provision.  It will give the new Fiona Stanley Hospital a great certainty about the future and what we can do on 
that site.  This legislation allocates almost $1.1 billion today to the construction of that project, but that amount 
will also earn interest.  That interest, which I presume is somewhere in the order of the usual Treasury rate of 
five or six per cent, will be added to the capital of the Fiona Stanley construction account, and will be able to 
cover contingencies that might arise during the course of construction.  The new flagship of the public hospital 
system in Western Australia, Fiona Stanley Hospital, is now totally certain and is also financially secure.  
Adding the interest that the fund will earn to the capital amount will give the government the capacity to make 
necessary adjustments.  As members would be aware, the figures for the demand and requirements for the 
hospital are constantly being updated and reviewed in accordance with demographic changes.  The numbers will 
vary from time to time, as they have during the course of the debate since we first committed to Fiona Stanley 
Hospital during our previous term of government.  

Dr J.M. Woollard:  It is a lack of commitment.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It is a lovely way to show a lack of commitment - $1.1 billion!  That makes an awful lot of 
sense, does it not? 

Mr B.S. Wyatt:  Can you show the same lack of commitment to my electorate? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The member for Victoria Park would like a lack of commitment in his electorate.  I 
presume everyone else would like a lack of commitment to the tune of $1.1 billion in their electorates.  The 
member for Alfred Cove thinks that $1.1 billion to build Australia’s best hospital in Murdoch is a lack of 
commitment.  She should stop playing political games, put the rhetoric to one side and get in behind this very 
important project, which is now enjoying the support of the Liberal Party and the Labor Party.  Only the member 
for Alfred Cove, in her little world, would see this as a lack of commitment.  

Dr J.M. Woollard:  What about your promise to the community? 

Mr T.K. Waldron interjected. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The Nationals support it as well. 

Dr K.D. Hames:  The South Australian government has just committed $1.7 billion to a new 800-bed hospital. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It is very much the model of what we have here.  As members would be aware, I was 
invited to address the South Australian cabinet earlier this year on Western Australia’s health reform plans, and 
in particular the proposed Fiona Stanley Hospital.  The similarities between South Australia’s health budget 
announcement last week and Western Australia’s are profound.  South Australia will close Royal Adelaide 
Hospital and build a new state-of-the-art facility on railway land by the Torrens River; therefore, it will be on a 
greenfields site and will be somewhat larger than ours.  South Australia is proposing to build an 800-bed unit in 
one stage and we are proposing to build a 643-bed unit in stage 1, with the balance to come in stage 2; therefore, 
there is that difference.  South Australia has put aside $1.7 billion and we have put aside $1.1 billion for a 
smaller hospital in stage 1.  There is another very interesting aspect that I note South Australia has picked up on.  
Historically, hospitals are named after royalty or saints.  I guess each of us has our own living saint.  Saint Fiona 
Stanley in Western Australia - 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Saint Minister McGinty! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  That, too! 
Several members interjected. 
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Mr J.A. McGINTY:  There is also saint Marjorie Jackson-Nelson in South Australia, after whom South 
Australia’s new hospital will be named.  We have a most prominent and distinguished woman who is associated 
with medicine and is a medical doctor and an eminent paediatric researcher.  South Australia has the Governor of 
South Australia and a former Olympian, nonetheless a person held in enormous regard by the entire community.  
The parallels therefore are quite profound.  I think everyone accepts that our hospitals have ageing infrastructure.  
Increasingly, it dawns on me that my knowledge of hospitals in Western Australia is based on Fremantle 
Hospital, which is old and tired, and Royal Perth Hospital, which is ancient and run-down.  I share the opinion of 
the member for Dawesville that the infrastructure of Princess Margaret Hospital for Children has reached the end 
of its useful life; the building fabric needs to be replaced.  Apart from the north block of RPH, Sir Charles 
Gairdner Hospital is our newest tertiary hospital, and that is now reaching a significant stage in its age as well. 

Dr K.D. Hames:  King Edward. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes.  Although the building fabric of King Edward Memorial Hospital is somewhat better 
than PMH, nonetheless it needs to be replaced in the not too distant future. 

One reason I went with the Director General of Health earlier this year to the United States was to look at the 
best hospitals in the world that money can buy.  I appreciate that the member for Dawesville will also go and 
look at some of these hospitals in the not too distant future.  We need to expand our scope on the brilliant things 
that medicine can do and provide our medical researchers and clinicians with the capacity to do those brilliant 
things.  That is why we are making this massive commitment to rebuild our public hospitals.  A commitment of 
$1.1 billion to Fiona Stanley Hospital and just over $4 billion altogether on public hospitals over the next few 
years is the biggest commitment that this state has ever seen to rebuild our hospital infrastructure.  At the end of 
this health reform process, we will see all of our major hospitals either completely replaced or substantially 
refurbished, including Moora District Hospital.  It is not part of the health reform process; nonetheless, Moora 
will have a new hospital anyway.  

Mr G. Snook:  It took a while, though. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It took a while but we did it. 

Mr G. Snook:  It took a few bricks!  You took some convincing. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  We did, but we were ultimately convinced by the logic of the opposition’s argument. 

Dr Fiona Wood, another saint in Western Australia, will be transferring her burns unit at Royal Perth Hospital to 
a state-of-the-art burns facility at Fiona Stanley Hospital.  It will combine with the state trauma centre so that all 
the major catastrophic accidents that occur - whether they be industrial, motor vehicle or aircraft accidents - will 
be focused on the emergency and trauma centre at Fiona Stanley Hospital, which will be the state’s major trauma 
centre, backed up by the burns unit.  We will also be doing heart and lung transplants at the hospital.  They are 
currently mainly done at Royal Perth Hospital but they are also done at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.  We will 
be carrying out these very high-end technical procedures in a state-of-the-art facility at Fiona Stanley Hospital.  
It will not only have a major trauma and burns unit but will also carry out heart and lung transplants.  We will 
also be establishing for the first time in Western Australia a cancer centre with a full range of cancer treatments 
for people south of the river.  At the moment that does not occur.  People need to come to the Sir Charles 
Gairdner Hospital for treatment.   

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3140.] 

CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION - TRANSMISSION OF DOCUMENTS 
Statement by Member for Mindarie 

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [12.50 pm]:  Yesterday I rose in this house to express my concern about the 
transmission of documents from the Corruption and Crime Commission to the Leader of the Opposition and the 
Premier.  I am a strong supporter of the CCC and its public processes, and I was part of this Assembly when we 
enacted enormous powers for the CCC.  However, as a parliamentarian, it is incumbent upon me to do what I can 
to see that the CCC stays within the four walls of its legislation.  This is most important.  When there was an 
Anti-Corruption Commission and I was a defence lawyer for the police, I strongly argued for its disbandment 
and the implementation of a corruption fighting body with strong powers that would have public hearings and 
public reporting responsibilities.   

It is my melancholy duty today to undertake the task of making a complaint to the parliamentary inspector about 
these matters.  Because I do not want to take anybody by surprise, I have also covered that letter to 
Mr Silverstone of the CCC.  In it I allege that there has been a transgression of section 152 of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission Act.  I seek leave to lay on the table my letter to Mr Silverstone in the interests of 
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transparency and accountability so that as a member I am not doing anything behind the back of the CCC.  It 
includes an enclosure to Mr McCusker.   

The SPEAKER:  The document will lie on the table for the balance of this day’s sitting. 

TRANSPORT FORUM - KINGSLEY 
Statement by Member for Kingsley 

MRS J. HUGHES (Kingsley) [12.52 pm]:  I thank all those residents who took the time to attend my transport 
forum last night in the electorate of Kingsley.  I was pleased to hold this forum in conjunction with the Kingsley 
and Greenwood Residents’ Association who work tirelessly on behalf of residents in my electorate.  I would 
especially like to mention the president, Mr Ed Burton; Ms Monique Moon, who chaired the evening; and the 
KAGRA committee, which was instrumental in hosting this event.  I also make special mention of Mr Andrew 
Foreman, who attended on behalf of the Public Transport Authority.  He was able to discuss some of the current 
issues facing my electorate and some of the future plans that will impact on it and create a better system for our 
commuters and my local community.  This forum also highlighted concerns that some residents are faced with 
concerning the much-needed parking increases announced by the government some weeks ago.  This community 
forum has been a productive and informative exercise that has allowed me as the elected member to be properly 
advised and therefore able to represent my electorate effectively in any future decision-making and consultation 
processes.   

Some of the other issues that were highlighted during the evening included the need for increased peak and 
shoulder services to encourage use of our bus networks; east-west bus services to assist in the delivery of 
efficient transportation of some of my areas and my neighbouring electorate that have no real options of 
accessing the rail line; and circular routes that could effectively service other important and relevant educational 
community facilities.   

SOUTHSIDE BMX CLUB 
Statement by Member for Murdoch 

MR T.R. SPRIGG (Murdoch) [12.54 pm]:  I pay tribute to the Southside BMX Club located in Bull Creek in 
my electorate, a club of 150 members.  I was interested to learn that BMX will be an Olympic sport in 2008 and 
also in 2012.  As I mentioned, there are 150 members in this club.  They range from under eights to over 25s.  
Parents also participate on Saturdays.  It is an excellent example of volunteerism working really well in the 
community.  I never cease to be amazed by the number of people working with their kids.  They promote safety 
and security.  All the kids have to wear proper uniforms, helmets and so on.   

It is a very good club indeed.  I pay tribute to the club’s president Carl Hough - his name would be well known 
in this place, being the son of Frank Hough - and Wendy McKay, the club’s registrar, for working to ensure that 
the kids at Southside BMX Club enjoy themselves.  On a note of caution, unfortunately the club does not have 
an effective clubroom facility and a toilet.  It has received a grant to build that facility, but it has to negotiate 
with the local authority before construction can begin.  People have volunteered their labour in an effort to have 
a toilet built.  I will take it upon myself to facilitate that process so that the Southside BMX Club goes from 
strength to strength.   

NAB AFL AUSKICK PROGRAM 
Statement by Member for Wagin 

MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin - Deputy Leader of the National Party) [12.56 pm]:  Today I wish to support 
and promote the outstanding and highly successful NAB AFL Auskick program and, in doing so, I table a NAB 
AFL Auskick football.   

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

Mr T.K. WALDRON:  Auskick is a program that introduces youngsters to our great Australian game.  It 
promotes and provides an enjoyable and safe environment in which kids can have fun and in which they can 
involve themselves in physical and social activity while learning the basic skills and rules of our great game.  In 
2007, 25 000 participants across Western Australia will be playing our great game through the NAB AFL 
Auskick program.  Five hundred primary schools will become involved in interschool football, 920 teams will be 
represented in community NAB AFL Auskick rules clubs and 65 school-based Auskick programs will run in 
local primary schools.  The introduction of faction football in the primary school system is hoped to attract 
20 000 new participants to our great game.   

I congratulate the West Australian Football Commission, particularly its development officers across the state, 
the official 2007 Auskick ambassador, Dale Ballantyne, who is also the West Australian Football Commission’s 
country development manager, and Clayton Anderson, the manager of AFL Auskick.  Their great efforts in 
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planning, organising and coordinating this program successfully across our large state should be congratulated.  I 
also congratulate the involvement of trainee teachers and mums and dads.   

ALBANY YOUTHCARE CONCERT 
Statement by Member for Albany 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany - Parliamentary Secretary) [12.57 pm]:  I was very lucky to attend an Albany 
YouthCARE concert the other night.  I wish to congratulate some of the young musicians who performed, 
including Sandra and Joslyn Wooning, who performed a mother and daughter trumpet duet, and the City Wind 
Ensemble, which is conducted by Peter Rasmussen, a group that always does great things for our community.  I 
also congratulate Peter Jovanovic and Ivan Gerovich, who played a piano accordion duet; and Lyndon Evans, 
who was accompanied by Peter Jovanovic.  Lyndon, who does a lot of work with seniors in the community, sang 
three songs beautifully.  After the interval, we listened to Dean Kinnear perform a violin solo.  Members should 
remember his name, because that young man has a tremendous talent.  He is already a world-class junior violin 
soloist.  Sherry Wang, who has just come to Australia from mainland China, played the piano.  Colin Reeves 
performed a classical guitar solo and with Stephanie Lane, Nick Pontin and Patrick Jennings, he performed in a 
classical quartet.  Sarah Gamble sang a song accompanied by Daniel Martin.  Sarah Gamble, Hayley Fullarton, 
Lucy Schouten and Daniel Martin performed an act together.  Anna Holmes and Caitlin Sweeney performed a 
piano duet.  Dean Kinnear, Sophie Wolfer and Hannah Klinac performed a violin trio.  St John’s Parish Choir 
performed and members opposite might be interested to know that one of its members, Kevin Prince, was very 
vocal.  Congratulations to all those involved, especially Sheena Prince, the concert organiser.   

BRUCE ROCK VETERANS GROUP REUNION 
Statement by Member for Greenough 

MR G. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [12.58 pm]:  Earlier this week I received a call from Merve Gould, a 
returned Vietnam veteran who lives in Bruce Rock.  The purpose of his call was to inform me that the Bruce 
Rock Veterans group is again organising a back-to-bush reunion.  The event is held on the first weekend in 
November every year.  I acknowledge the work of Mr Gould and other members of the Wheatbelt Vietnam 
Veterans’ Group for organising this particular weekend.  They encourage Vietnam veterans and Western 
Australians to attend the weekend as part of the healing process.  I wanted to bring that to the attention of the 
house.  I also refer to the Returned and Services League of Australia sub-branches in Three Springs and Dongara 
and to the role they play in their representative communities.  Those involved in both organisations are 
volunteers.  The services they deliver and the activities with which they become involved in Three Springs and 
Dongara are a credit to those organisations.  They deliver valuable services that would otherwise not occur.  The 
role that the RSL plays in our community is often forgotten, and I wanted that acknowledged this afternoon.   
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Members, due to the time I advise that I will leave the chair and return at 2.00 pm.  
Before I do so, I remind members that representatives from the Cancer Council Western Australia and Diabetes 
Australia Western Australia and some wonderful Western Australian students who are representing the young 
people in our state will be visiting today.  They will be escorted into the chamber by the Speaker at 1.00 pm.  I 
encourage members to meet with them as part of supporting the Crunch&Sip program.    

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
UNION OFFICIALS - WORK SITE BEHAVIOUR 

282. Mr P.D. OMODEI to the Premier: 
I refer to the battle over the screening of a video that allegedly exposes the bullying and thuggish actions of 
Western Australian union stalwart Joe McDonald. 
(1) Does the Premier or his government have any evidence of Mr McDonald, Mr Kevin Reynolds or any 

other union official engaging in illegal or bullying tactics on Western Australian work sites? 
(2) If so, why has the Premier said and done nothing to reign in these thugs and expel them from the 

Australian Labor Party? 
(3) Is his inaction on this issue a deliberate attempt to make Kevin Rudd look good, or is the Premier and 

WA Labor just weak on unions? 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
(1)-(3) In relation to the third part of that - I do not know what I would call it - bizarre sort of question, no, of 

course not.  I am continually amazed that the Leader of the Opposition comes up these lines, but there 
we go; that is par for the course, I suppose.  The answer to the third part of the question is no.  In 
relation to the premise of the question, I have not seen the video.  Has the Leader of the Opposition seen 
it? 
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Mr P.D. Omodei:  No, I haven’t seen it. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

UNION OFFICIALS - WORK SITE BEHAVIOUR 

283. Mr P.D. OMODEI to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question.  Given the damning evidence presented to the Cole royal commission, why has 
the Premier not taken any action against these thugs? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
“Thug” is a fairly pejorative term.  The Cole royal commission brought down its finding some time ago.  I do not 
know whether any charges were recommended against either of the two individuals the Leader of the Opposition 
has mentioned by name.  In relation to the other matters, let me just say this generally: the law is the law and 
people who are found to be in breach of the law suffer the consequences.  I think Mr McDonald faces several 
charges of trespass and perhaps other charges related to activities on building sites, and he will face the 
consequences of the law.  The underlying subtext of the question is whether we are in any sense intimidated by, 
or afraid to take action against, any one particular individual or individuals in the Western Australian 
community.  The answer is no.  However, is the Leader of the Opposition?  He has not had the strength of 
character to deal with his own deputy yet. 

WATER SUPPLIES - COLLIE-WELLINGTON BASIN 

284. Mr M.P. MURRAY to the Minister for Water Resources: 
I refer to the report entitled “Water source options in the Collie-Wellington Basin” that was tabled today.  Does 
the report give viable options for Wellington Dam water to be used to augment the water supply to the integrated 
water supply system? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied:  
I thank the member for his question; clearly, it is an issue of vital interest to his constituents in Collie-
Wellington.  The report provides clear advice on how we can go forward and maximise our use of water from the 
Collie basin and Wellington Dam.  I thank Ross Kelly and the other members of the committee who put this 
report together for us.  It provides a range of options, with some indicative costs for what we would have to 
commit to get water through various means.  They all show that it will be some time before we can do them.  
The actual figures do not include some of the other costs.  They are mentioned in the report, but the headline 
figures do not give them.  The report indicates that from 2001, the average stream flow into Wellington dam has 
been only 74 gigalitres.  While the dam was generally thought to produce about 100 gigalitres a year, since 2001 
it has produced only 74 gigalitres, of which 68 gigalitres are already allocated to irrigators.  The irrigators are 
open to potential trading because they are very progressive, and of the 74 gigalitres currently flowing in, 68 are 
allocated, so only six gigalitres are potentially available.  However, we can free up more by negotiating with the 
irrigators.  In considering how that can be produced, we need to look at the needs of industry.  That too is clearly 
set out in the report, particularly concerning power generation, and the water those involved will need from the 
Collie basin to make sure they can expand their generating capacity.  We also need to look at the diversion of 
saline water into the mine void.  There are recommendations in here also for how we can make that sustainable 
and part of the way in which we capture water.  It gives us a very important building block.  I have asked the 
Department of Water to make sure we carry forward these recommendations, and to move as quickly as possible 
to see whether parts of the scheme can be put in place.  We need to consider certain parts of it, such as whether it 
is the extra water reliability that the power industry needs, or the supply of water into Harris Dam through to the 
south west, either through a minor desalination plant or through the use of mine dewatering.  There are a range 
of options, and we want to take them forward.   
This might be an opportunity for a turning point for members opposite, who still think they can bring water 
down from the Kimberley - an absolute nonsense with current technology and the cost of carrying water over 
that distance.  They should use the details in this report to get some understanding of the issue.  Their other 
rather phoney idea that they can take the water straight out of Wellington Dam, shandy it with water from 
Serpentine and the other dams and overcome the problems of bromide and salinity is not as simple as it seems.  
The cost of piping water up to Serpentine Dam and - 

Dr S.C. Thomas:  You have bromide issues in the seawater you are desalinating.  

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Again, it is absolute nonsense from the opposition.  In an answer to a question on notice 
from the member for Capel I pointed out how much bromide is in seawater.  It is something like one hundredth 
less than in the Wellington Dam.  As the report indicates, the amount of bromide is three times world health 
standards.  In seawater there is something like one per cent, and the member for Capel thinks it is an issue.  The 
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member for Capel should try to deal with the facts, not fantasies; he might then find he has some credibility.  The 
Liberal opposition, which is still touting that we bring water from the Kimberley, has a pie-in-the-sky view that 
water can be shandied with water from other reservoirs where there may not even be water in this drying climate 
and that this might be a fix for the real challenges we face.  This government is about dealing with the challenges 
and providing greater security of water.  We have a track record to prove that we can deliver.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order!  I have a little piece of advice.  I will allow one question at a time, not 
several.  If members wish to seek to interject, they might try it in a parliamentary way.  Even then, it is question 
time, and it might not be allowed.  I will not allow a dull roar to come to me from the left of this house. 

WATER SUPPLIES - WELLINGTON DAM OPTION 

285. Mr J.H.D. DAY to the Minister for Water Resources: 
First, I acknowledge the presence in the gallery of the students visiting from Como Primary School, in the 
electorate of the member for South Perth. 

I refer to the previous question from the member for Collie-Wellington and to the report that the minister 
referred to and tabled today - namely, that on water source options in the Collie-Wellington basin - which shows 
clearly that obtaining potable water from Wellington Dam for the integrated water supply system is achievable.  
I also refer to the minister’s statements, and I think the Premier’s statements also, that further desalination plants 
for the south west of Western Australia will be considered.  Will the minister now commit to proceeding with the 
Wellington Dam option prior to building a third desalination plant? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
The issue is how we can provide water in the most reliable and cheapest way.  On current indications, the 
Wellington Dam is a very good prospect. 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  And taking into account the energy consumption. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Absolutely.  I cannot give an undertaking at this stage, because it will be four years - 
hopefully, a bit less - before the second desalination plant near Binningup is constructed.  We need to plan some 
years into the future beyond that.  Clearly, whether a third major source will be another five or 10 years beyond 
that will depend on how much rainfall we receive and the growth in the population and the economy.  In that 
time frame, it is quite likely that Wellington will have been remediated as a result of the diversion we are doing.  
Some parts of the project may already be in place, such as desalination out of the mine void for industry.  
Clearly, it would then be a prospect.  However, we need to keep in mind that these things change over time.  
Currently, there is clear industry demand from the power generation industry.  It needs more water than it has at 
the moment.  There are also big demands for water from the alumina industry.  The whole Kemerton Industrial 
Park has no water.  We may find that industrial demand is the driver and that that water will be better used for 
industrial purposes.  However, all of those things are really speculative.  Our primary concern at the moment is 
water for the integrated water supply scheme.  Clearly, that is the point of the question.  We will be looking to 
make sure that we can bring on further sources after the second desalination plant is constructed.  However, 
bearing in mind the time scale that is involved, we need to also check what the needs of industry will be and 
what the needs of irrigators will be.  Those irrigators have a major right to this water at the moment.  However, 
they are very innovative and have already been willing to trade water.  Therefore, we could potentially trade 
water from them.  However, that will add to the price stated in the report, because the report gives the price of 
production, not the price at which we would have to buy that water from the Harvey Water irrigators in order to 
then put it through the scheme in Perth. 

However, it is a very good question.  What will come after desal 2?  We will certainly be doing a lot of work so 
that we have options available.  Water from the Wellington Dam, in the Collie area, is clearly one of those 
prospects that we need to do a lot of work on, and we will. 

SOUTH WEST REGION - RAIL FREIGHT TRANSPORT 

286. Mr M.P. MURRAY to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure: 
Can the minister please outline for the house what actions the government is taking to get freight onto rail in the 
south west? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied:   
I thank the member for this question.  I know that the member has been a very powerful advocate for reducing 
the freight on South Western Highway.  We acknowledge the very genuine concern that the member for Collie-
Wellington has about the amount of freight that is travelling on our roads. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, members! 



3136 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 14 June 2007] 

 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I am sure the member for Capel will be very interested in this answer.  We have 
been endeavouring for a number of years to do what was promised would happen with the privatisation of the 
rail; that is, get more product onto rail.  In fact, when we came to government, we found that the amount of 
freight that was travelling on rail was diminishing dramatically.  As members will know, we committed to a 
$14.5 million rescue package that involved the development of an intermodal terminal and the re-sleepering of 
the rail track between Greenbushes and Bunbury and then to a train unloading facility at the Bunbury port. 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  How long ago was that, minister?  
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  We did commit to it some time ago and it has been to our regret that we have not 
been able to get WA Plantation Resources and the rail company to finally reach a commercial agreement.  The 
problem has been that more and more of the transport task has been taken over by other companies and, indeed, 
put onto road.   
Today, I am pleased to announce that I have taken a radical step to address this issue and signed off on an order 
under the Transport Co-ordination Act to regulate the haulage of all woodchips and logs in the south west, to 
take effect on 1 December 2007.  We had to take this action in the mid-west to ensure that we got the iron ore off 
the road and onto rail.  All else having failed, we believe that we had to take this rather dramatic step to achieve 
the same thing in the south west.   
It is absolutely crucial that we ensure that that rail infrastructure is used and we provide proper protection for the 
people of the south west.  The plan that we have in place will take seven million tonnes of wood product off the 
road and onto rail, and that equates to about 144 road train movements a day.  We needed to take this dramatic 
but very important step to ensure that we have a triple bottom line outcome for the people of the south west.   

POLICE - CHILD PROTECTION 

287. Ms S.E. WALKER to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:   
My question is to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who is just coming around the bend - or going 
around the bend. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  He is being driven by someone. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  Probably by the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.   
In light of the recent arrest of a convicted paedophile in a suburb of Perth and the release of a notorious 
paedophile who admitted to molesting 100 boys over 25 years, how can the safety of children in Western 
Australia be guaranteed, considering there are 859 offenders on the Australian National Child Offender Register 
in Western Australia and only 27 dedicated police officers in the ANCOR unit when, at the same time, there are 
approximately 26 sworn police officers working in human resources and 47 sworn police officers working in 
corporate programs and development?   
Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
The member’s question relates to a matter on which, I am aware, she issued a statement.  I was very surprised 
that she had knowledge of police operations, of which I have no knowledge and which the police are unable to 
disclose.   
Ms S.E. Walker:  What did it say?  I had no idea.  I was trying to get the police to do their job.   
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Maybe the member’s practice is to make up what she puts out in a media statement.  It 
appeared she was making it up.  I need to refer to the substance of the question.  The public of Western Australia 
can feel very safe that the police have the necessary legislation and resources to maximise the protection they 
can provide to the community, especially in respect of convicted sex offenders.  The ANCOR register is an 
innovation.  The legislation that has been passed in this Parliament provides that protection.  It has given the 
police the tools to monitor these people and that is what they do.   
The member for Nedlands is known to have said things in this place that helped to abort a trial and deny justice.  
In this instance, the member for Nedlands is saying things on which she clearly has no evidence.  Unless 
somebody leaked that information to her illegally, and it would be illegally, there is no way that she can have the 
evidence of what the police do or do not know under the ANCOR legislation.  That is not the way the legislation 
works.  However, the member put out a media statement claiming that she knew what the police did or did not 
know.  That statement cannot be true unless somebody has done something illegal.  Members can be absolutely 
sure that the ANCOR legislation is in place and on all the available evidence it is working well in providing 
protection for children and other members of the community. 
Several members interjected. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Members!  The member for Murray! 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  As much as the opposition might like to try to stir this up and put fear in the community, 
it runs the risk - the member for Nedlands has a track record of having already done it - of prejudicing the way 
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the courts work.  In doing that, the member is working on behalf of sex offenders to stop the police getting a 
conviction.  That is the danger in the approach taken by the member for Nedlands.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs D.J. Guise):  There are clearly some members in this place who are hard of 
hearing.  They appear to be sitting on my left.  I call the member for Murray and the member for Nedlands to 
order for the first time.  The member for Perth. 

An opposition member:  Is this about your Ferris wheel? 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Some of us are visionaries; the member is obviously not. 

TOURISM RESEARCH 

288. Mr J.N. HYDE to the Minister for Tourism: 
Can the minister advise the house of any national tourism research released this week, and any relevant 
information pertaining to Western Australia? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 
I thank the member for his question and I really appreciate his efforts in trying to entice tourists to Western 
Australia.  He is a great advocate for Western Australia.  I am delighted to inform the house that figures were 
released yesterday on interstate and intrastate visitors.  The figures are very positive indeed for Western 
Australia.  They build on the figures released last week for international visitors, which showed that an increased 
number of international visitors were staying longer and that their spending has boomed to a record high.  
Madam Deputy Speaker, I can report to the house that the expenditure from international and interstate visitors 
and intrastate travellers has injected a record $4.8 billion into Western Australia’s economy over the past year.  
Our marketing is actually working.  There has been a massive growth in interstate visitor numbers of more than 
22 per cent to 1.3 million visitors.  This is the greatest growth in visitor numbers in the nation; Western Australia 
had the highest rate of growth for visitors over the past 12 months.  Spending by people travelling to Western 
Australia from other states and territories has grown and is better than the national average.  Spending by 
Western Australians holidaying within our state has risen to an all-time high of just over $2 billion.  These are 
very good indicators.  The number of nights spent in Western Australia by interstate visitors and intrastate 
holidaymakers has risen substantially to more than 30 million nights over the past year.  This is positive news.  
These figures should always be taken with some caution, but the trends are very positive indeed.  We are 
outstripping the nation in growth, which is important.  The amount of money people are spending is really 
important.  It is pleasing to note that much of this growth is due to holidaymakers. 

I hope the opposition reports on this correctly, because the opposition has a tendency to completely misrepresent 
the real facts of tourism.  I will give an example.  The member for Perth might be interested in this.  The shadow 
Minister for Tourism said that I had misled the Western Australian public on tourism investment.  The 
opposition is misleading the Western Australian community.  The member unfortunately, once again, ignored the 
facts, so I will give the facts to the house.  The facts about tourism accommodation, infrastructure and 
development are that projects worth more than $1 billion are in the planning stage, projects worth $288 million 
are in the construction stage, and projects worth $101 million have been completed over the past 12 months.   

There is a lot of development taking place in Western Australian tourism.  I encourage the member for Perth to 
keep coming up with ideas and to maintain his personal contribution to tourism in Western Australia.  I hope he 
has a holiday here.  Visitors to Western Australia spent a record $4.8 billion, interstate visitors increased by 
22 per cent, the interstate visitor spend was up by 27 per cent, and interstate visitor nights have risen to more 
than 30 million.  That is very good for the Western Australian economy.  It is in part driven by our marketing.  
Our marketing is working internationally and interstate. 

POLICE STATIONS - COUNTRY CLOSURES 

289. Mr T.K. WALDRON to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: 
The police commissioner gave an undertaking two years ago that there would be no closures of police stations.  
However, in light of the increasing number of police leaving the WA police service, I ask: can the minister 
guarantee that no two-man police stations in country WA will be closed over the next 12 to 18 months? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
The Commissioner of Police has responsibility for deploying police and I think he does an excellent job in 
making sure they are located where they are needed.  I answered questions recently from the member, I think, 
about the growth in police numbers.  If it was not the member for Wagin, it was another member opposite; it is 
certainly on the record.  He will see from the answer that there has been very clear growth in police numbers in 
regional Western Australia.  Regional Western Australia is being looked after in terms of the extra police this 
government is providing.  The member may not know it, because he was not here at the time, but in the last four 
years of the coalition government it did not employ a single additional police officer.  We have employed an 
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extra 250 officers in the first four years and are on the road to 350 now.  We will make sure that those additional 
police go where they are required.  I am not able to give a specific guarantee with respect to police stations 
throughout the state because - 

Mr T.K. Waldron:  They may close if they come under pressure. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  We need to look where the demand is and ensure those police can provide the best 
service to the people of Western Australia.  I will give the member a simple example.  In my own area, the 
Nollamara police station was closed and moved to Mirrabooka.  I certainly had members of the community 
expressing concerns and saying, “We don’t want our police station closed.  It’s right on the corner.”  I was 
proactive and went out and tried to explain to people that a small police station with the numbers assigned to it is 
less efficient and people receive a reduced service than is the case if the police are together at a larger station.  
Given the distances in country areas, it is a different equation, and we take that into account.  I can tell the 
member there is no plan to go through regional Western Australia closing down police stations.  I cannot give a 
guarantee with respect to every police station in the state. 

EDUCATION - CURRICULUM STANDARDS 

290. Mr A.P. O’GORMAN to the Minister for Education and Training: 
What is the state government doing to ensure a high standard curriculum is taught to Western Australian 
students? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 
I thank the member for the question.  One of the worst mistakes that has been made in our education system was 
in 1998 when the then government and then Minister for Education abandoned the formal syllabus for years 
K-10.  That meant that all those younger and junior teachers in particular, especially those in smaller country 
schools where they may not have had as many experienced teachers to guide them, did not have the formal 
guidance of a syllabus to assist them in their day-to-day classroom activities.  The abandonment of the syllabus 
was a grievous error, I think with the best of intentions, for our education system.  I am very pleased to inform 
the house that we are re-establishing the syllabus for years K-10.  It is currently being prepared and will be 
introduced in time for commencement of the next school year.  We are having it nationally reviewed by a group 
of eminent educators. 

I am pleased to announce today that the national advisory panel who will be reviewing the syllabus that is being 
prepared consist of the following: the Chair of the New South Wales Board of Studies, Professor Gordon 
Stanley; Dr Susan Hill, Associate Professor of Early Childhood Education at the University of South Australia; 
Professor Kaye Stacey, the foundation Chair of Mathematics Education at Melbourne University; Professor Julie 
Campbell, director of the Wesley Research Institute; and Dr Bruce Scates, Associate Professor of History at the 
University of New South Wales.  These people are all eminently respected educators from around Australia.  
They will review the syllabus, starting in July, they will validate the review in November and we will have an 
outstanding, world best practice syllabus in our schools for the start of the next school year.   

PRISONER EARLY RELEASE PROGRAM - OTTO DARCY-SEARLE 

291. Mr M.J. COWPER to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: 
In light of the release of the notorious Western Australian paedophile Otto Darcy-Searle, is the government as 
concerned as the police commissioner who said yesterday that there is concern about the number of people who 
are out on supervised justice release orders and that too often criminals released early on the promise not to 
reoffend are back to committing serious offences? 

(1) Does the minister endorse the police commissioner’s comments? 

(2) What action has the minister demanded of the Attorney General to urgently address the dangerous 
inadequacies of the early release program? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
(1)-(2) I do not think the member has got his facts very straight.  To my understanding, Mr Darcy-Searle was 

not on an early release program and therefore there was no judicial order which might in any way relate 
to something the member says the commissioner said. 

INDUSTRIAL PROJECTS - HEALTH ASSESSMENT PROCESS 

292. Ms J.A. RADISICH to the Minister for Health: 
I am very pleased to direct my question to the Minister for Health today because it is, in fact, six years to this 
very day that I raised the issue of health impact assessments in this house.  Can the minister outline his plan to 
develop health assessments, which is a new program for developments in Western Australia? 
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Dr S.C. Thomas:  You mean it only took you six years; you have done very well! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
I think the member for Swan Hills is a prophet before her time.  Members will remember that, if my memory 
serves me correctly, it was the week in which we came to government in 2001 that the disastrous Bellevue 
chemical fire took place.  That was followed by an inquiry, as a result of which the government gave an 
undertaking that we would establish a process of including health in the assessment process for industrial 
projects in the state.  The public health discussion paper that was released in 2005 was about the content of the 
new public health bill for Western Australia.  It contained essentially two very important statements: firstly, 
strong policy support for looking at the health implications of industrial projects based on the fact that the World 
Health Organization had been advocating health impact assessments, like those advocated by the member for 
Swan Hills, as best practice public health strategy; and, secondly, the consultation that flowed from the 
discussion paper gave strong support for the incorporation of health impacts in the approval process.   

The drafting of a new public health bill, which we hope to introduce into Parliament, and certainly as a 
discussion bill out for public comment in the second half of this year, is proposed to include a head of power to 
enable health impact assessments to take place.  We hope to have a discussion paper out for comment from 
industry and stakeholders so that we can look at all the issues associated with the inclusion of health impacts, 
such as those associated with hazardous waste disposal, the issue in Esperance, the Bellevue fire that I have 
already referred to, and perhaps even the closure of Brookdale, to mention a few that would have benefited 
enormously from the health impact assessment process.  Our concern is not to impose a new approval process on 
the system, but to look at ways in which we can incorporate health impact assessments into the existing approval 
process.  This would be completely consistent with the integrated project approval system, which the 
government has introduced over the past 18 months or two years, to ensure that projects can get their approvals, 
but all relevant factors are taken into account.  As I have indicated, we do not wish to particularly create a new 
approval process, which would be a burden.  However, we wish to make sure that we take health issues into 
account in looking at the impact of industrial proposals.  I am looking forward to the consultation about how we 
can best make the health impact assessment process work and the outcomes of that consultation.   

SOUTH WESTERN HIGHWAY - REMOVAL OF LOG TRUCKS 

293. Dr S.C. THOMAS to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure: 
I refer to the minister’s statement today that she will now legislate to force log trucks off the South Western 
Highway and to her various promises to the people of the south west. 

(1) Who will pay for the intermodal facility at Greenbushes and the upgrade of the line from there to 
Bunbury and how much will it now cost? 

(2) When will work commence? 

(3) When will logs begin being transported on that rail line? 

(4) How many log truck trips would have been replaced by rail if the minister had kept her original, 
apparently non-core, election promise in 2004? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 
(1)-(4) Our commitment was to contribute $14.5 million to this project.  That commitment remains.  However, 

we did have the problem whereby there is no point doing this if we cannot get the parties involved to 
sign a contract to do that.   We were unable to get the parties to sign a contract to do that so we have, as 
I said, taken a more radical pathway and we are putting in place a framework that would enable us to 
compel a certain quantity of the product back onto the rail.  The opposition has an absolute nerve to 
come into this place and complain about the lack of rail transport.  They destroyed the rail system.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  You closed it. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  We are in the process of repairing another one of their mistakes. 

MANAGEMENT OF PROJECTS 

294. Dr S.C. THOMAS to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure: 
As a supplementary question, has the minister ever delivered a major project on time and on budget? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied:   
I have delivered many major projects. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I do not know that the member was able to hear the response to his question 
because his colleagues drowned out the minister’s response.  The member may be interested in listening.  I think 
we will just move on. 
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Mr T.R. Sprigg:  It was crappy anyway. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  This is the renewal of the Liberal Party, a 60-year-old moron. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Dr S.C. THOMAS:  Irrespective of the minister’s opinion, the comment was unparliamentary and I ask her to 
withdraw it.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I am not too sure whether the comment was directed at anyone in particular, but I 
think it should be withdrawn as unparliamentary. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I certainly withdraw it and perhaps, while I am on my feet, I could ask the member 
for Murdoch to withdraw his statement. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The minister is not able to do that.  That concludes question time. 

FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL CONSTRUCTION ACCOUNT BILL 2007 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Minister for Health) [2.38 pm]:  Fiona Stanley Hospital will provide the 
first comprehensive cancer service south of the river, including radiotherapy, treatment facilities, medical 
oncology and haematology.  People south of the river did not, generally speaking, have these sorts of services 
previously available to them.  They had to travel north of the river for them.  In addition, renal dialysis, a major 
24-hour emergency department, paediatrics, cardiothoracic services, radiology services, including CT and MRI 
scanning, and a state-of-the-art medical research facility, built in conjunction with the universities and the 
Western Australian Institute of Medical Research, will all feature prominently in the new flagship Fiona Stanley 
Hospital.  For those reasons, I am delighted to support this bill.   

When the hospital was first mooted in the Reid report, we warmly embraced it.  We have since had a significant 
refinement of the amount of money that is required to be able to incorporate all these services and facilities into 
stage 1 of the project.  As I indicated, it is proposed to have 643 beds in the first stage of the proposal.  These 
dollars are allocated to stage 1 of the proposal.  I urge all members, now that we enjoy bipartisan support for the 
ultimate establishment of an approximately 1 000-bed hospital on the Murdoch site, to fall in behind this, 
because it is a great step forward.  The allocation within the bill of $1.1 billion - 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I ask those members who are having conversations to take them outside the 
chamber.  Those members, and those who are walking around while I am on my feet, are making it very difficult 
for Hansard to record what the minister is saying.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The $1.1 billion of taxpayers’ funds in Western Australia dedicated to this proposal will 
be invested in the account from 1 July.  That will earn interest at, I would expect, the usual Treasury rate of 
between five and six per cent per annum, which, in a year in which there was no draw on this fund, would give 
an interest income to this fund of approximately $60 million per annum.  Obviously, that money will be drawn 
down over time.  I would expect that the creation of this fund will provide in the vicinity of $200 million to 
supplement the $1.1 billion that has already been allocated to Fiona Stanley Hospital.  We will need to guard that 
money very carefully and ensure that we spend it wisely.  It will also be very important that we allow for the 
necessary contingencies as we move into the four-year construction time frame from September next year for 
this very important hospital.   

It is important to note also that this hospital is the flagship of the government’s health reform process.  As I have 
indicated, a total of $4.1 billion has been dedicated to rebuilding the public hospitals in this state.  That is just the 
amount that is currently allocated.  We have allocated over $500 million towards substantially upgrading and 
rebuilding elements of Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.  That work should commence next year, with the 
construction of state-of-the-art medical research facilities at that site.  Construction should commence either late 
this year or early next year on a significant expansion of the private hospital at Joondalup Health Campus.  That 
hospital would be close to your heart, Madam Deputy Speaker (Mrs D.J. Guise).  I am delighted that under the 
arrangement that we have been able to negotiate with Ramsey Health Care, the existing private hospital will be 
handed over to public ownership, and the 70 beds at that hospital will become public beds.  The arrangement will 
include a doubling of the emergency department, and significant new mental health facilities, in addition to the 
dental health and other facilities that are already in place at Joondalup Health Campus.  A new hospital will be 
built in Midland to service the people of the eastern suburbs.  That hospital will be located on the railway line in 
the heart of Midland.  That hospital will be the gateway for people in the wheatbelt to access health services in 
the metropolitan area.  It will also provide an increased capacity to service the future health care needs of the 
people of this state.   

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  Well done, minister!   
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Mr J.A. McGINTY:  In addition to rebuilding hospitals in the Perth metropolitan region, we have established 
six regional resource centres.  This government has made an enormous financial commitment to ensure that 
country people are able to access a wide range of services in their region, close to home.  One of those centres is 
Broome.  We are spending $40 million on upgrading Broome Hospital to provide an expanded range of clinical 
services to the people of the Kimberley.  We are building a new hospital in Port Hedland.  Stage 1 is complete.  
That is the 56-bed aged care facility.  Construction is due to commence in December this year on the hospital 
proper.  That will help address the issue of access to health care for people in the Pilbara.  The new Geraldton 
hospital is complete.  That hospital is servicing people from that part of the state.  In addition, we will be 
upgrading the hospitals at Bunbury, Kalgoorlie and Albany.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  What is happening with the Kalgoorlie project? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It has been delayed by 12 months, because of the overheated state of the construction 
market.  We are doing more in health than anyone could have ever dreamt would be done. We are building new 
hospitals and upgrading facilities throughout the length and breadth of this state.   

Dr J.M. Woollard interjected.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order, member for Alfred Cove! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  We will be making sure that the linkages from country hospitals into the newly-
reconfigured metropolitan hospitals are strong, so that we can provide outreach from the metropolitan area on a 
more coordinated basis to service people in country areas. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  You will not be putting off Kalgoorlie again next year, when you get there, will you?   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:   No.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  You have said that you are trying to develop regional resource centres.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes, to service people from the goldfields region of the state.   

Dr J.M. Woollard interjected. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The negativity and the whingeing that is coming from the member for Alfred Cove, who 
describes a $1.1 billion commitment to a new, state-of-the-art hospital that will be the best in Australia -  

Dr J.M. Woollard interjected. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I think the member is actually an independent Liberal!   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Member for Alfred Cove, you know that it is inappropriate to comment in that way.  
If you wish to seek a proper interjection, do so.  For ignoring the advice of the Chair, I call the member to order 
for the first time.  
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  This is very important legislation.  It highlights the flagship of the government’s health 
reform program in the development of hospitals.  
Mr T. Buswell:  It doesn’t do anything, does it?   
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  We are building a new hospital in the member’s electorate.  
Mr T. Buswell:  I am talking about this legislation, not your grand vision.  This legislation doesn’t do anything 
we couldn’t already do.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  We will be spending $65 million to build a new hospital at Busselton, in the electorate of 
the member for Vasse.  To be fair, the existing hospital is long overdue for replacement.  We have the money 
and the political will to do it.  We want to get on with it.  We are hoping to commence construction of the 
member for Vasse’s own local hospital in September of next year.   

Mr T. Buswell:  Where are you going to put it? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  People will always raise issues of location.  We wanted to go to Denmark and build a new 
hospital.  Having been around the state, I consider that the two worst hospitals in the state are Denmark and Port 
Hedland.  Port Hedland Regional Hospital was put up as a number of demountables on a temporary basis in 1975 
after the old hospital was blown away by a cyclone, and now, 30 years later, we are about to start constructing a 
new hospital.  It should have been done 30 years ago.  
Dr K.D. Hames:  Carnarvon is not that flash either.  
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  In my view, the two worst are Port Hedland, which we are replacing, and Denmark.  
Members who have been to Denmark will know that it is a quaint little old timber facility, totally incapable of 
handling the modern medical needs of the growing population of the region.  The local shire said it wanted the 
hospital built in a certain location.  Full credit is due to the shire.  It was a brilliant proposition, and I fully 
supported it.  It was without doubt the best location for a hospital.  However, that did not stop a strong 
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community action group saying that it did not want the hospital built on that site.  There will always be people 
who want to argue about location, as the member for Vasse knows.  We have allocated $65 million, and the 
feedback I get from people in the Busselton-Dunsborough region is that they want the government to get on with 
it and give them -  

Mr T. Buswell:  Minister, will you bring in a bill like the one now before the house covering the $65 million for 
the new hospital? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I am waiting to hear from the shire as to whether it will rezone the land or stifle the 
proposed development that we want to get underway.  We have everything lined up and ready to go, and it is up 
to the member’s shire.  Will it stand in the way? 

Mr T. Buswell:  My former shire.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Well, the shire representing the member’s area, I should say.  Will the shire stand in the 
way of the government getting on and providing health care to the booming region of the northern capes in the 
south west of the state?  I hope not, because we have been through the consultation and we have had the public 
input.  We have been told that about 70 per cent of the people who live around the existing hospital in Busselton 
want to have it rebuilt on the existing hospital site.  The problem is that we could not fit everything onto that site.  
We could not fit the aged care and private medical facilities onto the site.  We want to have an integrated health 
care campus, but it would not fit onto that site.  If the people of Busselton, through this referendum - I hope there 
is 100 per cent turnout - say emphatically to me that they do not want the hospital built on the new site, and that 
it can be done, for the following reasons, on the existing hospital site, obviously the government would need to 
look at that.   

Mr T. Buswell:  Would you accept less than 100 per cent?  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  My current understanding is that about 70 per cent of people living in that area want the 
hospital rebuilt on the old site.  

Mr T. Buswell:  Would you accept 70 per cent or more? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It would have to be significantly more - something in the ballpark of 70 per cent is what 
we currently understand.  We factored in the views of the locals.  We want to make sure that we now take into 
account not only their views but also the other logistics.  

Mr T. Buswell:  If you said 75 per cent, would that be 75 per cent of all the eligible voters, or 75 per cent of 
people voting in the referendum?  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  If there is a poor turnout at the referendum, we will all be bitterly disappointed, because 
that would reflect nothing other than apathy.  That is what I think the major worry is at the moment.   

They are all issues around the state.  This is the flagship of a massive health building program.  I urge all 
members to support this legislation -  

Dr J.M. Woollard:  Madam Deputy Speaker! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I will complete this sentence, although it will be a long one!   

Mr P. Papalia:  Minister, you have not mentioned Rockingham.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I am so sorry.  Work has already begun on Rockingham District Hospital, as part of this 
magnificent building program covering the length and breadth of the state.  I understand that the member for 
Peel was in Rockingham with his own shovel turning the first sod in recent times. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  He’s the biggest sod in the area! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I always love a good demonstration of teamwork! 

I will say that all these things are happening.  It is an exciting time for the health system in Western Australia 
and, more importantly, for the public of Western Australia who use our public health system. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House). 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) 2006 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 8 May. 

MR G. SNOOK (Moore) [2.50 pm]:  The opposition remains opposed to the Local Government Amendment 
Bill (No. 2) 2006.  You, Madam Deputy Speaker, and other members would recall that back in May when we 
were debating this bill in its entirety, I attempted to split the bill by way of amendment, which of course was 
defeated.  Nonetheless, the bill in its entirety, after debate and passage through this house, went to the other place 
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and, lo and behold, it was split.  I therefore feel somewhat satisfied.  The reason the bill was split was that the 
good members of the other place realised - 

Mr P.B. Watson:  Can you name them? 

Mr G. SNOOK:  There are too many of them.  They are called a series of names, but I will just call them jolly 
good members up there for doing their job of work. 
Principally, the reason the bill was split in a decision by those members was exactly the same reason that I had 
argued in this house; that is, there had been inadequate consultation, and the drafting and bringing forward of the 
bill for consideration by this house had been rushed.  That was proved by the simple fact that just before we 
considered the bill in this house, the government brought forward six pages of proposed amendments that were 
almost larger than the bill itself. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli interjected. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  It was almost.  The proposed amendments were within a smidgin of being as large as the bill.  
That clearly pointed out that an ill-prepared approach had been taken to drafting the bill and that the approach 
had been instigated at the last moment.  That was very sad, as that action exemplified to all of us in this place a 
slight on local government.  I seriously mean that; that action by this government was a slight on local 
government.  It is sad, because it exacerbated a tense situation between the state government and the Western 
Australian Local Government Association, the peak body that represents local governments in Western 
Australia.  It is possibly fair to say that there was a reasonable chance that the bill, once it was split in the upper 
house, would receive fair and due consideration, which I am sure it did.  However, the numbers, as they always 
do in these places of decision making, generally fall with the government of the day.  That was the outcome of 
the reconsideration of the split bill; that is, of the portion of the bill that refers to the proposed new method of 
voting in local government, which is to change from first-past-the-post voting to proportional preferential voting.   

I have read at length the report of the Legislative Council Standing Committee on Environment and Public 
Affairs, chaired by Hon Louise Pratt.  It was interesting to note that the committee received 116 submissions for 
consideration during its deliberations.  Seventy-seven of those 116 submissions were from local government 
authorities, both metropolitan and regional.  I do not have any of those submissions with me, but as I flick 
through the report now, I see that a number of them were written to me, and I am sure to a number of other 
members in this place, including the Minister for Local Government and possibly the Premier.  The local 
government authorities complained bitterly about the way the government was proposing to change the way 
local government elections would be run should this bill be passed and become law.  The major concern that 
most of the smaller rural councils have about this bill is that it will be nigh on impossible for them to run their 
own elections under the first-past-the-post system as they have in the past.  A number of local authorities - 
metropolitan and country - have tended to swing towards postal voting.   
The complexity of this bill and the consideration that has to be given to work through how preferences and 
transferred votes are passed on is beyond what would be deemed to be reasonably acceptable to most small local 
governments.  We have to be accurate in these things, as you would know, Madam Deputy Speaker.  It is a very 
arduous, complex and extensive task.  Councils have three ways of doing this: firstly, to conduct the poll 
themselves, as they have done in the past; secondly, to hire assistance from within the industry itself; or, thirdly, 
to get the Western Australian Electoral Commission to run the poll for them.  More than likely that is what will 
happen.  Most authorities will see how difficult and complex the process is and how important it is to get it right, 
because they dare not make a mistake, particularly in closely contested elections in local authorities, which many 
elections are.  Many of them are very hotly contested, despite the low turnout of voters.  There is a legal 
requirement for propriety and accuracy of process to be followed.  Apart from that, it has to be accurate by law.   
Councils will possibly be faced with a considerable degree of expense in outsourcing polls to the Western 
Australian Electoral Commission.  It is ironic that the Western Australian Electoral Commission is the only 
choice available to outsource this task to.  I understand that a local authority cannot seek assistance from the 
Australian Electoral Commission to do this job; it has to be done by the state commission.  Local authorities are 
virtually faced with a monopoly.  They have no way of ensuring that they are getting a competitive tender price 
when outsourcing to the commission.  I am sure that the commission is very good with its tendering and that the 
service it offers is first class.   
I make the point that when local authorities are holding their elections, they are given limited opportunity to 
ensure the process involves competitive tendering.  Of the 116 submissions received by the upper house 
committee, 77 came from local councils.  I am not a betting man, but I would put my money on the fact that 
90 per cent of those local authorities would have voiced their disapproval and opposition to the introduction of 
proportional preferential voting in local government elections.  It is disappointing that the government is going 
ahead with this proposal, because opposition to it has been clearly demonstrated during the course of the debate 
over the past 12 months.  In fact, I am aware that the former Minister for Local Government and Regional 
Development’s advisory board recommended that there be no change to the method of voting used in local 
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government elections.  The minister did not heed his own board’s advice, which is interesting in itself.  The local 
authority submissions received between now and October last year continue to highlight the industry’s 
opposition to the introduction of PP voting.  Interestingly, a large number of councils felt so aggrieved by the 
situation that they wrote to the minister and told him that they had moved a no-confidence vote against him.  
From my understanding of the issue, that significant course of action is unprecedented.  Members must 
remember that local government councils are principally governments under the Constitution and the Local 
Government Act.  They are creatures of the state.  They are a part of our democratic system of federal, state and 
local governments.  It is amazing that the minister took little notice of the opposition to his proposal by local 
councils and his advisory board.  Rather, he steamed ahead.  When the member for Murchison Eyre was the 
minister representing the former Minister for Local Government and Regional Development in this place, he said 
that consultation had taken place and that we on this side of the house did not know what we were talking about.  
He pointed to a 400-page report and suggested that its thickness and weight was evidence that consultation had 
taken place.  It was clearly shown at the end of the day that that was not the case.  Consultation took place on a 
range of other issues; however, there was inadequate consultation on the proposal to change the way local 
governments elect their members.   

During the debate, the Leader of the House acknowledged that, in his view, there was a considered opinion that 
it could have been the case that not enough opportunity was provided for consultation.  He did not agree that 
there was not, but, as I recall the debate, he said that possibly there was not.  Perhaps that is why the upper house 
decided to split the bill and we finished up with the committee’s report and also the recommendation that the 
proportional preferential voting system go ahead, and that solved the problem concerning the lack of 
consultation. 

What concerns local government is that in the past seven years under this government, six different ministers 
have had responsibility for the local government portfolio.  That indicates a number of things, but the most 
outstanding is that either this government gives little consideration to the role that local government plays, 
because it keeps switching ministers out of the portfolio for a range of reasons, or the ministers are not doing 
their jobs.  That does not happen in what are considered to be the major, important frontbench portfolios.  Sadly, 
that speaks volumes about the way local government feels it is being treated by the state government. 

The state government is a signatory to two documents in this area.  First, it is a signatory to the 
intergovernmental agreements and protocols document between the federal, state and local governments, which 
is a memorandum of understanding involving cooperation, consideration, consultation and a range of other 
matters.  Secondly, it is a signatory to the partnership agreement between the state and local governments.  It was 
an achievement that the Gallop Labor government and the Western Australian Local Government Association, 
the peak representative body of local government, signed that agreement.  It was designed to avoid a range of 
confrontational issues and misunderstandings, and to work towards a more collaborative approach so that 
services could be delivered effectively.  Local government understood its role in the delivery and administration 
of those services to the community, and the government respected that role.  What did the minister do?  Did the 
minister say, “Hang on a minute; what are we signatories to?  Who do we have to consult here?  We’d better 
consult the industry, so we’ll do a 400-page report.  Don’t worry too much about the nitty-gritty of what we have 
to consult on.  That’ll keep them quiet”?  I would have thought, as would the member for Bunbury, that the 
minister would have abided by his own government’s agreements to which it is a signatory. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  They had a big party about it. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  There was a huge to-do about it.  The government said, “Look at what we’ve done.  This is a 
changing time in the relationship between the state and local governments.”  Sadly, it was not to be.  It did not 
make one iota of difference because the minister did not even worry about those two agreements.  He did not say 
that he had an obligation under the partnership agreement between the state and local governments, that he had 
better have a chat to them about this and tell them that he was serious about it and that he would give due 
consideration to the requirements of that agreement.  No, that did not happen; he did not even worry about that 
and, as I said, he did not even worry about his own Local Government Advisory Board’s recommendation that 
the first-past-the-post system should remain and not to worry about going down this proportional preferential 
voting system path.  The minister paid the advisory board no respect.  The result of that was the yawning gap, 
which is getting bigger by the day, between the minister and the government he represents and local government.  
I do not know whether all the letters that were written to the Premier, the minister, and members of Parliament 
outlining the lack of confidence in the minister by all those councils had any bearing on his removal; 
nonetheless, he was removed.  He was replaced, and he became the fifth ex-Minister for Local Government and 
Regional Development.  Now there is a new minister.  We shall see what the future holds for the new minister’s 
relationship with local government based on her viewpoint about acknowledging those intergovernmental 
agreements.  
Much of the literature that surrounds this bill refers to the reasons we need to move towards a PP voting system.  
I have heard that one reason for it is the need to bring into line federal, state and local government voting 
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processes, because local government election processes are out of step with government elections at both the 
state and federal level.  That argument is based on a myth.  Proportional preferential voting is used only for 
elections for the upper house of the Australian Parliament.  It is not used for this house, as you well know, 
Mr Acting Speaker (Mr G. Woodhams).  Preferential voting is used, but not proportional preferential voting.  
The House of Representatives on the federal scene uses preferential voting, but not proportional preferential 
voting.  Only the Senate uses PPV, as I am sure you know, Mr Acting Speaker, and as do all of us.  The claim 
that the local government voting system is out of kilter with the systems used by the state and federal 
governments is a myth.  It is a load of rubbish, to put it quite bluntly.  Local government is probably closer to 
reflecting the role it plays within the place in which we sit - the Assembly - or the House of Representatives at 
the federal level.  Local government is the closest form of government to the people.  It determines expenditure, 
it makes regulations, it makes local laws, it determines planning decisions, it spends money and it borrows 
money, just as the Assembly does, unlike the other place, which cannot do that.  However, to “get into line” 
through this process, we must change the voting system for local government because it is out of step with the 
state and federal processes!  That is a load of absolute rubbish.  I do not think that the majority of electors 
understand what proportional preferential voting is all about.  Not many people in this place, myself included, 
could, within 20 minutes, convince someone of the benefits of PPV.  However, in October, the then minister said 
in this place, acting on behalf of the minister, that he could sit down with Bill Mitchell, the president of the 
Western Australian Local Government Association, and have him convinced inside half an hour how it works, 
how good it is and how great a system it is.  He then, somewhat humorously, went on to say that he had insulted 
the president of WALGA and would bring that back to 20 minutes, because he reckoned Mr Mitchell was a lot 
smarter than the rest of us. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  On the other hand, we have had several hours with the opposition, and we still have not been 
able to convince you. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  That is probably still the case, I concede.  However, in reality, can the Treasurer tell me that 
members on his side are convinced because they understand the system and know exactly how votes are 
transferred and how proportions and quotients work?  I do not.  Does the Treasurer?  I am not trying to be funny; 
I am trying to be specific.  It is a very complex matter, and I do not believe that many people would be able to 
understand it.  Some professors of politics, who have great minds, would be able to. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  To teach someone to conduct and count a ballot under the system could be a complicated 
matter, but there is now software that essentially does that.  The fundamental principles are relatively easy to 
understand.  This type of system delivers a better reflection of the diversity of opinion in the electorate, rather 
than a winner-takes-all outcome. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  That becomes a very debatable point.  We must be very careful.  The most important people in 
this debate are the electors - the people who pay the rates and keep the councils going with their contributions, 
and who do all the voluntary work; namely, all those people from whom councillors are elected.  I do not think 
we should insult their intelligence.  I believe we should give them credence.  They have been used to, and 
understand, preferential voting.  That is very simple.  The first-past-the-post system is simpler still, but 
preferential voting is very simple.  When we get into proportional preferential voting, we have to move through 
quotas.  There may be a contest in a local government election.  That happens quite a lot in the city, but 
occasionally in the country, even in some small, remote country local authorities.  There may be a number of 
candidates for one or maybe two positions - although, it is generally one position.  I remember that a number of 
years ago in my ward in my home town, I had five candidates against me. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Let me explain it this way: if there is only one vacancy, the system operates just as it does for 
a lower house seat in the state Parliament. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  Yes, that is correct. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  If there is more than one vacancy, the system operates as it does for the election of the upper 
house of Parliament or of the Senate. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  Proportional - casting down. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Yes. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  However, generally, with proportional representation there is a cast of many candidates, and it 
is very complex and takes some time to get a result.  A case in point is the last Victorian state election.  I am led 
to believe, and have been informed, that it took the Victorian Electoral Commission, with all the firepower that it 
has at its disposal, quite some time to finalise the appointment of the very last successful candidate.  I believe, 
because I have been informed and I believe it is accurate, that the last candidate to be successful in gaining a seat 
did so with about 1.5 per cent or less of the vote. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Of the primary vote. 
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Mr G. SNOOK:  Yes.  He was elected to the Parliament on less than 1.5 per cent of the primary vote.  With the 
convoluted process involving quotients and dispersal of votes down through the system, it took a number of 
days.  Part of the argument that the Treasurer, the government and the previous Minister for Local Government 
and Regional Development put up is that that system is more representative and provides more diversity and 
more democratic opportunities for people.  One begins to question how a person who gets 1.5 per cent of the 
primary vote justifies being elected.  That is an anomaly.  A candidate should need a larger share of the primary 
vote than 1.5 per cent of the vote to earn his or her right of a representative cross-section of the community 
preferring that person to gain a seat.  Maybe that is one of the anomalies that will come out of this system.  I do 
not argue that the system will have anomalies and shortcomings.  No system is sufficiently perfect to show true 
democracy. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I agree with the member that no system is perfect.  Under some proportional representation 
systems, a threshold has to be met before one can continue in the count.  Therefore, if they do not get 
five per cent, or something like that, they cannot continue in the count.  That introduces its own complexities and 
sometimes anomalies.  The member is right; there is no perfect system, but the one the government is supporting 
in this bill is a pretty good one.  

Mr G. SNOOK:  I am genuinely concerned because there is a degree of competition and politics in local 
government, and that is a fact of life.  That degree of competition and politics in local government is not as great 
in the smaller remote rural councils as it is in the metropolitan and regional councils.  It may involve a different 
colour of politics - party politics - but there is competitiveness.   

Proportional preferential voting worries me.  I will use the example of a local issue on which, for whatever 
reason, there is local politics and competitiveness between different groups in the community.  It is obvious that 
in the case of a number and range of candidates, people could obtain good advice and work out that they could 
run a ticket alliance to counter the main threat of the opposition.  They would be able to use the quotient and the 
transfer of votes to stack the system to suit their purpose of getting rid of the main competition.  They would 
virtually have donkey candidates standing to support the main candidate.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I don’t agree with that, but it is best if I deal with that argument in my response.  I think the 
current system is more susceptible to that -  

Mr G. SNOOK:  First-past-the-post?   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Yes, the current system is more susceptible than the proposed replacement. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  I concede that there is an element of possibility in that.  I will be interested to hear the 
minister’s comments when he tries to convince me and other members that there is less chance of that happening 
under this system.  I do not agree that that is the case.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  The basis of the argument is that only the surplus flows on.  Effectively, under the current 
system, if a voter turns up and there are two candidates, they could put down two ticks; therefore, 100 per cent of 
the vote is counted twice.  Under the new system, only the surplus beyond the quota gets transferred on.   

Mr G. SNOOK:  The elector is important and his views must be reflected.  The minister would have to concede 
that with an alliance-run ticket under this convoluted method, a person who went to the Badgingarra polling 
booth to cast his vote would be battling to understand the significance of how he filled in the so-called alliance 
ticket.  There is no clarity in those circumstances.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  As long as he understands that his No 1 vote is more important than his No 2 or No 3 vote.  It 
is the first point of understanding that needs to be reached by any elector. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  A very important structure applies to a state election; that is, where different preferential 
candidates come in terms of where the benefits flow.  That is clearly understood by the majority of electors - 
state, federal and local government - in the case of preferential voting, but not in the case of the quotient flow 
down and transfer on of those votes.  That is a matter that will be for conjecture and only time will tell whether it 
will be effective.   
There is no question in my mind that the majority of councils oppose this change.  Members should remember 
that this is a democracy.  Seventy-seven councils have written a submission to the upper house committee.  In 
October, from my recollection, 44 councils wrote a submission in opposition to the introduction of proportional 
preferential voting.  I believe that 90 per cent of those 44 or 45 councils were totally opposed to it.  They were 
not prompted by the Acting Speaker (Mr G. Woodhams) or by me, I am sure.  I am sure that the Acting Speaker 
has also received letters.  Clearly, the majority of local authorities were totally and unequivocally opposed to it.  
My good friend the member for Bunbury says that there were 69 submissions to the Local Government Advisory 
Board.   
Mr G.M. Castrilli:  Eighty-four per cent supported the current system. 

Mr G. SNOOK:  I am sure the member for Bunbury will be able to highlight that for us when he speaks. 
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This is the frustrating thing that local authorities find themselves faced with.  The government is telling us that 
democracy will be better served if we have this method of electing candidates into local government.  The 
government says that it is representing a democratic and fair point of view.  I ask why they are not listening to 
what the other side of the democratic system is saying.  Members should remember that we are not talking about 
a private company.  This is not another organisation or institution.  We are talking about the third arm of 
government in the Westminster system.  It has a democratic process attached to it and it has responsibilities, yet 
the government, which obviously holds power over local government, as do all state governments, turns around 
and says, “We don’t want to hear your democratic point of view.  We don’t want to hear what the majority are 
saying.  We don’t want to hear all the points.”  The previous minister took no notice of the intergovernmental 
agreement or the partnership agreement between state and local government.  He said, “We’ll do this; this is 
what’s good for you, and you’re going to get it whether you like it or not.” 
The new Minister for Local Government, who has previously held the same office, has a job on her hands.  The 
new minister is faced with the job of rebuilding a sense of confidence and trust back into the relationship 
between state government and local government.  People in the local government industry are waiting, watching 
and hoping that there will be some good signals to rebuild and repair the damage that has occurred between local 
government and the state government.  There have been six local government ministers over the past seven 
years. 
A number of my colleagues would also like to speak on this bill, so I will now wind up.  In summary, the 
opposition remains totally and unequivocally opposed to this bill and what it sets out to do.  Undoubtedly, the 
message members on this side of the house from both a metropolitan and a regional point of view will bring to 
this debate will be similar to mine.  Their constituents and local authorities are asking them, “Please oppose this 
legislation.  Please speak against it.  Please don’t let them do this to us.  Give us a break.  Give us a chance to 
continue with what we’ve got and to get on with the job.”  Those of us who represent electorates in regional 
areas know that our areas are suffering pretty badly from the drought.  Things are pretty crook in the bush.  Local 
government is struggling in many regional areas.  If local governments have to conduct elections under this 
system, it will load an added cost and an unnecessary expense onto ratepayers, be they in metropolitan areas or 
regional areas.  We oppose this bill. 
MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin - Deputy Leader of the National Party) [3.30 pm]:  I want to congratulate the 
member for Moore for his speech on the bill.  I think he has covered it very well, particularly from a country 
point of view.  When the original bill went through, the National Party opposed it.  We had no problem with the 
alteration of the election date from May to October, but the change to introduce proportional preferential 
representation was an issue.  I do not want to go over all the ground covered by the member for Moore, but I 
want to make a couple of points.  I remember having quite a good debate at the time with the member for 
Murchison-Eyre, who was a member of the government at that time and representing the minister.  I talked about 
consultation.  I do not claim to have great local government knowledge, unlike the members for Moore and 
Bunbury, who have been heavily involved in that area.  I found throughout my electorate that our local councils 
were very much against the proposal.  They were up in arms about the fact that they did not know about this 
proposal; it was foisted on them.  I remember the argument that went on in the house that day about whether they 
did or did not know.  As a local member, I listen to the people in my electorate and I am guided by them.  The 
point was made very strongly to me. 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  Whatever happened to leadership? 
Mr T.K. WALDRON:  We can use leadership when we want and have consultation when we want, I suppose.  I 
can tell the Treasurer, as a boy from Nyabing - I went past the Treasurer’s property; I think I chatted to him 
about it - that the Shire of Kent, located right there in that magnificent town where the Treasurer went to school -  
Mr E.S. Ripper:  You’re not telling me the Shire of Kent is opposed to this, are you? 
Mr T.K. WALDRON:  Of course it is!  Seriously, the consultation obviously did not occur, or, if it did, it was 
very rushed.  I remember using the word “rushed” in the debate because that was the word people in my 
electorate used for this matter.  That in itself is a real issue for the government.  It appears to me there is a reason 
the government wanted to push through this method of voting.  It was attached to the proposal to change the 
election date, which people agreed with.  It was interesting to hear from the member for Moore about the 
submissions, 77 of which were from local government, and the vote of no confidence in the minister at the time. 
I want to give credit to the member for Murchison-Eyre when he was Minister for Local Government.  He did 
get around and he talked a lot to councils.  The councils told me that at least he met them and they were 
confident that he knew how they felt.  That did not happen with this process and that is why they felt let down.  
Some may actually agree with the proposed voting system - I have not found many - but they still felt let down 
by the way they were just walked over and not included.  Every government needs to ensure it does not do that.  
If there is one way to lose people’s support and confidence, it is to walk over them like that.  I have no doubt that 
that happened.  When I debated that with the member for Murchison-Eyre that day, I think that aspect came 
through. 
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There are quite a few reasons why local government does not like this new system.  I am no guru on this, as I 
said, and there may be some advantages for the big councils in Perth; I do not know.  Having had the system 
explained to me and having had a good debate with the member for Murchison-Eyre that day, which I remember 
well, I could not be convinced about this proposal.  There is no good reason for doing this.  I would like to know 
the real reason why the government wants to change it.  No-one has been able to give me a good reason to 
change it.  Many local governments have very experienced CEOs; they have been around for a long time and 
have worked in different places.  They are pointing out to me the problems this change will cause.  A lot of the 
smaller councils will find problems with running council elections.  Many of them do it themselves.  It is a good 
and a fair system that works and I have no issues with it.  Why change it?   

Other concerns are the cost of it and the confusion it will cause.  The other day, one of my constituents asked me 
how I was going with the election campaign.  He had mixed up state and federal politics.  We are involved with 
politics all the time.  We live and breathe it and know all about these things, but members of the general public 
know only about the issues that affect them.  I do not think that many people understand proportional 
representation.  They might say that they do, but I do not think they do.  I will not say much about that.  
However, local governments have issues with it and they should have been given the right to be listened to.   

Another matter is the politicising of councils.  The member for Moore and the Minister for Electoral Affairs 
disagree about that.  I will be interested to hear the minister point out some of the problems with the first-past-
the-post system. 

Another issue concerns confidence in local government and local government ministers.  The current Minister 
for Local Government has not held that position for very long.  Ministers need time to establish themselves.  It 
has been very unsettling to have six local government ministers in seven years.  The lack of consultation has not 
helped that situation.   

We first wanted to split the bill, which I think would have been sensible, but that did not happen.  The bill was 
sent to a committee and has now come back here.  The government will win the vote and away it will go.  This 
legislation is not in the best interests of local government.  It will cause a lot of concern, work and cost.  Many 
responsibilities are moved to local government to handle.  The National Party made its position very clear during 
the debate last year and it continues to hold the same position.  The government has made a mistake.  It has not 
properly consulted with or listened to the people who count in this debate.  We oppose the bill. 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury) [3.37 pm]:  I support the member for Moore’s opposition to the Local 
Government Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2006.  I concur entirely with the sentiments of the member for Moore and 
the member for Wagin.  When this bill was originally introduced, there was no consultation with the Western 
Australian Local Government Association, which is the peak body of local government, a situation that does not 
reflect the partnership agreement.  As I have previously said, the partnership agreement might as well be thrown 
out the window.  The government said that it would consult WALGA and local government on all major things.  
It wanted a big signing ceremony.  Whoop-de-do!  That is what happened.  The government said that it and 
WALGA would be like brothers and that they would be comrades in arms.  The government said that it would 
consult, and be in a partnership with, local government.  Honestly, I thought that was a fantastic move.  I thought 
that local government, which is the third tier of government, was actually being recognised and afforded some 
importance by the partnership agreement.  I am wondering whether the partnership agreement is still operational 
and how effective it is.   

I will read an extract from the submission that WALGA sent to the Standing Committee on Environment and 
Public Affairs inquiry into the proportional preferential voting proposal, which was set up by the Legislative 
Council and announced on 23 November 2006.  Under “consultation: understanding our expectation”, it states - 

WALGA has a “Communication and Consultation Protocol” with State Government, which provides 
for a 12 week consultation process with the sector on legislative changes of this magnitude.   

The Minister commissioned the Local Government Advisory Board . . . to investigate Electoral Reform, 
including Proportional Voting, in October, 2005.  The Board consulted with Local Government on how 
it would advise the Minister in regard to its terms of reference.   

An important distinction needs to be made here.  Consultation by the LGAB on its Terms of Reference 
doesn’t constitute consultation on the Local Government Amendment Bill or compliance with the 
consultation protocol.   

Following the LGAB’s consultation process it formed a report which recommended that no change be 
made to the voting system.  The then Minister released that report and its recommendations to the 
sector.  To date the sector has received no advice on the status of these recommendations.   

There has been no consultation on the legislative proposal to change the voting system that is currently 
before the Parliament.   
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Consultation on legislative changes is an important aspect of the Partnership Agreement between the 
State and Local Government, and Local Government acknowledges the important role that the 
Legislative Council has played in holding the Government accountable to its commitments under the 
Partnership Agreement.   

Equally, the Committee should acknowledge the important role that its process now plays and ensure 
that it is robust and inclusive.  Local Governments have a right to be heard and to put their perspectives 
directly to the Committee.   

In order to adequately cater for this expectation, we argue that the Committee should consider holding 
regional hearings and seek appropriate extensions to its reporting timetable to facilitate such 
arrangements.   

That is going back a bit in time, but I wanted to make that point.  There has been a lot of discussion about 
whether consultation has taken place.  What I have just read out demonstrates clearly and succinctly that the 
consultation with local government has been totally inadequate.  In April 2006, the Local Government Advisory 
Board recommended to the government that the first-past-the-post voting system be retained.  The Local 
Government Advisory Board was hand-picked by this government to conduct a review.  The Local Government 
Advisory Board said that the voting system should be left as it is.  The former minister was not willing to listen 
to that board.  The Western Australian Local Government Association, the official representative body of local 
government, also said that the voting system should be left as it is.  That minister was not even willing to listen 
to WALGA.   

Any change to the voting system for local government will encourage all kinds of political allegiances.  I believe 
the first-past-the-post voting system minimises the potential for dummy candidates to stand for election.  In 
many cases, those dummy candidates have no interest in local government, but just want to bolster the election 
prospects of a political candidate, or their mate.  I believe that political parties on all sides of the political 
spectrum will be able to use this voting system to politicise local government.  That is not right.  I am totally 
opposed to that.  The member for Moore and I have a lot of respect for local government.  If my memory serves 
me correctly, the member for Moore spent 23 years in local government.  I spent 14 years in local government.  
There are members on both sides of this house who have spent a lot of time in local government.  We know how 
the system works, and we understand and appreciate the system.  The government wants to be able to control 
local government, for its own ends.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  I think you are pretty close to the mark! 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  The member for Wagin raised that same question.  What is the answer?  Why is the 
government doing this?  There is no logical explanation for what the government is doing.  As I have said, I 
believe the government wants to control and politicise local government, for its own ends.  This change will lead 
to deal making, factions, allegiances, and sweetheart deals.  I acknowledge that there is some political 
interference in local government.  That is not healthy for anyone.  However, I believe - I may be wrong - that 
local government is largely free of political influences and party politics.  That situation should continue.  Under 
the system proposed by this bill, electors will not know where the deals are, what they are all about and who is 
making them.  They will not even know which candidates their votes will end up going to.  There should be no 
politics in local government.  I know that is a purist statement, and we will never achieve 100 per cent of it, but, 
generally speaking, this house should try to make sure that local government is as free of politics as it can be.  
Local government is a system in which people have a direct say in what is going on, or should go on, in their 
own communities.  They should not be influenced by a third party, whether it be a political party, a state 
government or an opposition.  They should be totally free of those influences.  The Local Government Act 
aspires to better decision making in local government; greater community participation in the way in which the 
community is governed and who represents it; and greater accountability for local government.  Local 
governments should aspire to be more effective and efficient.  These changes will not enhance that; in fact, they 
will have the opposite effect.  That is a real shame. 

I am aware that the vast majority of local governments are totally opposed to this change.  Ninety per cent of 
participating local governments are against it.  I will quote some of the figures from the Western Australian 
Local Government Association submission -   

69 submissions were received by the LGAB from Local Governments - a representative sample of 48% 
of all councils.  84% supported the current voting system. 

Only 11 individual submissions were received from elected members and CEOs, an infinitesimally 
small - and therefore invalid - sample of the 1400 elected members and 144 CEOs that serve Local 
Government in WA. 

The Minister cited 26 submissions from Community Groups and individuals which were split nearly 
50/50 in support and opposition to changing the voting system. 
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This is hardly justification for change. 
In contrast, WALGA surveyed councils on electoral reform as part of our submission to the LGAB.  
Eighty-four (84) Local Governments responded to the survey, representing a sample of 55% of all 
Local Governments, which provides a high level of confidence in the results as trend indicators for the 
sector. 
90% of respondent councils want the First Past The Post (FPTP) voting system retained. 
Of the 10% who don’t want FPTP, 63% of these prefer preferential voting over proportional voting. 
We asked all councils if they supported the introduction of a Proportional Voting system - 93% of 
respondents said “NO”.   

That clarifies information sent by WALGA.  There is such a depth of feeling about this issue, as the member for 
Moore has said.  Such is the depth of feeling that - I stand to be corrected on this - about 40 local governments, 
or thereabouts, actually supported a vote of no confidence in the former Minister for Local Government and 
Regional Development.  That is unheard of.  I have never known this to happen before.  Local governments are 
bodies of people that usually do not do that sort of thing; it is not in their make-up.  It goes to show the depth of 
feeling in local government.  I think there were about 40 of them.  It is unheard of.  Local governments are a 
creature of the state government, so it is not something that they do.  Moving a motion of no confidence in a 
minister just for the hell of it is not something local governments do, especially if they are a creature of the state 
government.  I have said in this place before that friends of mine on the eastern seaboard have told me that what 
happens with local government elections there is totally different from what happens in Western Australia.  They 
said that they are based on party politics, they are more of a personal nature with personal attacks during election 
campaigns, and there is more venom and acrimony in the whole process.  I for one, being a former local 
government person, do not want that sort of thing creeping into local government in Western Australia, I do not 
want that sort of action taking place and I do not want local government to go down that path. 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  But, member, this electoral system won’t have any effect like that. 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I think it will.  The minister and I differ on that, and I am sure he will have his say later 
on.  However, I do not want the state of Western Australia to go down the path that states over east have gone.  I 
think the people of Western Australia, quite frankly, are sick and tired of some actions and carryings on of 
members - us I am talking about - in state and federal politics.  I think they are sick to death of them and, quite 
frankly, I do not think they want those actions in local government.  I think people get more than enough with us 
poncing about the place and doing things in the state and federal scenes - 
An opposition member interjected. 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Poncing about, I said. 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  Liberal campaigns might be conducted like that. 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I will not tell the minister what I think about the way in which Labor campaigns are 
conducted! 
I think people have had enough.  They do not want local government to go down that track.  The Local 
Government Advisory Board has also talked about a rise in the running costs of elections.  It is okay for some of 
the larger councils that can absorb those extra running costs in their enormous budgets, but what about smaller 
councils that have only small budgets?  We know that some of them are battling to survive as it is.  Some of 
those councils conduct their own in-house elections.  Some, because of the complexities of this new voting 
system, might have to ask the Electoral Commission to conduct their elections for them.  I have to say, if I recall 
correctly, WALGA itself suggested that the cost of introducing this change will add 20 per cent to the cost of 
running local government elections.  I say again that 90 per cent of local governments want to retain the current 
system; so why do we not listen to them?  Ninety per cent is an overwhelming vote in anybody’s language, but 
we just do not listen.  WALGA is the peak body and it says leave it alone.  The government’s own hand-picked 
Local Government Advisory Body says leave it alone.  I do not know what more the government wants from the 
local government system.  Here we are with the government’s own Local Government Advisory Board saying 
leave it alone; the peak body of local government saying leave it alone; and more than 90 per cent of local 
governments saying leave it alone.  What more does the government want?  I would have thought that 
percentage in anybody’s language was overwhelming.  The government obviously does not care about local 
government.  It does not care about local government’s wishes.  It does not care about local government full 
stop.  As the member for Moore said, in the past seven years there have been six Ministers for Local 
Government.  What a joke!  That indicates the high regard in which this government holds local government - 
six ministers in seven years. 
If you do not mind, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr G. Woodhams), I will read into Hansard two short paragraphs of a 
letter I received from the Shire of Dardanup, which is headed - 

RE: OPPOSITION TO PROPORTIONAL PREFERENTIAL VOTING & COMPULSORY VOTING 
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In the second paragraph the letter states - 

Council has registered opposition to this system of voting when the idea was first promoted in 2005.  
Council position has not changed.  PPV provides the opportunity for political parties and other groups 
with an axe to grind to form running tickets for local government elections and have people elected not 
by popular vote of the electors but because of the way the preferential system is manipulated to gain 
office even if their primary vote is the lowest of all candidates.   

This system of voting creates an opportunity to politicize local government and should be opposed in 
the strongest possible way. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Who said that? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  The Shire of Dardanup.  It continues - 

Council seeks your support to oppose Proportional Preferential Voting and retain the exiting first past 
the post system.   

That letter was from the CEO of the Shire of Dardanup. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Next time I’m down there I’d be delighted to talk to them about the issue.  I think they 
fundamentally misunderstood.   

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  The Treasurer might have to.  If the Treasurer is willing to do that in the interest and 
for the sake of local government to build up harmonious relations with the state, maybe he should let the 
standing committee interview local governments around Western Australia.  Maybe they can convince local 
governments that what the Treasurer is saying is correct.  If that is an outcome, fine.   

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  If the Treasurer wants to follow through with that system and convince local 
governments that they are wrong, maybe he should let the standing committee or the Local Government 
Advisory Board consult with every local government in Western Australia, put the proposition to them and try to 
convince them that it is a better system. 

Mr G. Snook:  While he’s visiting Dardanup, he should swing around the great southern, go back up around the 
wheatbelt, back down through the central coast and talk to the 77 shires and convince them while he’s at it 
because it’s not just one shire that he might have a contrary view to. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I have a bit of work to do as Treasurer but I’m happy to talk to the Shire of Dardanup. 

Mr G. Snook:  Take the Minister for Local Government with you.  I’m sure you’ll be able to do that.  Toddle 
around on your trip and call in.  It would be a good experience. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  The letter from the Shire of Dardanup says it all.  I have had more correspondence 
since this issue was raised last year.  I strongly suggest, and hope, that the government stop and thinks about this 
bill very carefully.  It should at least leave one level of government relatively free of political interference.  At a 
grassroots level local people should be able to influence their own outcomes and directions and elect their own 
representatives without being tainted by political parties or third parties.  The first-past-the-post system is easily 
understood, uncomplicated and straightforward.  I do not want any political party or party politics of any kind 
being substituted for independent opinions of councillors who have been elected to individual local governments. 

How often is the downfall of some local governments as a result of the trouble they sometimes get into blamed 
on what I refer to as deal-making factions or alliances?  I think it is quite high.  The Department of Local 
Government and Regional Development carries out these investigations and inquiries.  I suspect that the 
government will need to dramatically increase the number of staff in the Department of Local Government 
because the number of inquiries will increase as a result of all this deal making.  We have just seen the 
Corruption and Crime Commission go through the system and tell us about all this deal making.  I do not want to 
see local government fall any more.  I think that is what will happen as a result of this bill.  We will see deal 
making, factions and sweetheart deals left, right and centre.  I do not want that one little bit. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  I’m strongly of the view that this system is less susceptible than the existing system to that 
deal making. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  I hope that the Treasurer is right but I suspect the opposite.  I am only saying this 
because I have great respect for local government.  I have spent 14 years in local government.  The member for 
Moore spent 23 years in local government, the Leader of the Opposition has been in local government, the 
member for Serpentine-Jarrahdale has been in local government and numerous members on the Treasurer’s side 
of the house have been in local government.  It is a very good institution.  What I am saying is that I have regard 
for local governments.  This government should start again and properly consult local governments on this issue.  
There is no urgency surrounding this matter.  The next local government elections will still be based on a 
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first-past-the-post voting system.  There is plenty of time for the Local Government Advisory Board to talk to 
every individual local government.  If the Treasurer is right, and if the Western Australian Local Government 
Association can be convinced, I would be happy to support the proposal.  However, until that happens, as is the 
case with the member for Moore and other members on this side of the house, I will not support this legislation 
because I have too much regard for local government.   
MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Leader of the Opposition) [4.02 pm]:  This is a very important 
debate.  I congratulate the member for Moore for his knowledge of local governments and for his contribution to 
this debate.  The opposition has held extensive talks with Western Australia’s local governments, and their faith 
in the state government has deteriorated dramatically, even though at one stage partnership agreements were 
being signed.   
There have been six local government ministers in the past seven years, which is a disgrace by any standard.  As 
a member of the Court government, I was privileged to be the local government minister for eight years; indeed, 
I was the local government minister for the whole eight years that we were in government.  Prior to that, I was 
the shadow minister for local government and, prior to that, I was a councillor on the Shire of Manjimup for 
12 years.  Therefore, I have a long association with local government.  It is a wonderful field of endeavour.  As 
previously stated, it is the level of government that is closest to the people.  The whole local government system 
is about to be corrupted because of a whim of the Labor Party.  The plan to introduce proportional preferential 
voting in this state is part and parcel of the Labor Party’s plan, along with the so-called one vote, one value 
system.  I will refer to that system for a moment.   
Governments can put forward the altruistic idea of equal vote weighting across the state.  However, we all know 
that the day after the district boundaries are set at a state level, they become distorted because within weeks, 
maybe months, some areas of the state will grow in population, some will remain static and others will go 
backwards.  There has never been equal representation.  I raise that issue because along with the issue of 
proportional preferential voting, the notion of ensuring that all seats comprise exactly the same number of voters 
will work to the detriment of regional and rural Western Australia.  The representation that has been achieved in 
those areas in the past will not be achieved again.  I am a proponent for some kind of vote weighting in regional 
Western Australia.  If the government was serious about electoral reform and electoral redistribution, it should 
embark on a three-tiered arrangement whereby certain seats in the far-flung areas of the state would have a 
certain quota, followed by a medium quota in the regional centres and another quota for metropolitan areas.  
There have been anomalies in the past - there is no doubt about that.  For all intents and purposes, the seats of 
Albany, Bunbury and Geraldton had the same number of voters as a country seat, which had somewhere between 
10 000 and 15 000 voters.  A residential seat in the metropolitan area may have comprised between 21 000 and 
30 000 voters.  There was a distortion between a regional centre seat and a metropolitan seat.  There was room 
for change; however, it should not have been the widespread change introduced by this government that will 
disenfranchise people in regional Western Australia.   
I refer to the Premier’s seat of Willagee.  The Premier is able to cycle around his seat in a couple of hours.  In 
any one week, he can visit the one, two or three schools in his electorate.  However, the electorate of the Leader 
of the Opposition, who has the same voting power as the Premier in Parliament, will now encompass about 
30 000 or 40 000 square kilometres and will contain 40-odd schools and 13 local governments.  Members of the 
Assembly are closest to the people and to their electorates.  Members of the Council, who represent regions, are 
supposed to cover a much bigger area.  We know that the Council is the house of review and members’ conduct 
there is a little more gentlemanly than that in this house.  Those members have a role to investigate legislation.  
Assembly members are at the coalface and are more directly in line with their electorates; they see their 
constituents on a day-to-day basis.  Within the current boundaries of my electorate, there are 26 schools and four 
local governments.  It is difficult for me to visit all those schools in any one year.  Obviously, I try to visit them 
once a year and, as all members know, presentation nights are helter-skelter. 
This process of proportional preferential voting will allow the entrenchment of Australian Labor Party politics in 
local government.  That has been the whole aim behind this process of the government, and the government 
stands condemned for it.  It has totally ignored the constituent representatives - those people elected to local 
governments - who said that they did not want this system.  When Minister Ford and Minister Bowler were 
involved in the campaign, about 99 Western Australian councils passed motions criticising the then minister over 
his handling of the issue, and 41 councils out of 140 moved motions of no confidence in the then minister.  That 
is unprecedented in the history of Western Australia.  Even with all the controversy that surrounded me when I 
was local government minister over the split-up of the City of Perth and the creation of the three new towns, the 
Wanneroo royal commission, the issues with the Cockburn council and so on, there was not one council that 
would not welcome me with open arms.  It shows the difference between the people on this side of politics and 
those on the Labor side.  They will go cap in hand to the local governments after they have got their way and all 
the Labor councils are in place.  Only three out of 102 councils held meetings that did not criticise the state 
government’s actions.  In the six-week campaign conducted by the Western Australian Local Government 
Association, there were 118 reports in the metropolitan -  
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Mr P.B. Watson:  Which were the three councils that didn’t? 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I do not know, but I can find out for the member if he would like. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  I think Albany was one of them. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Albany was one that did not criticise the proposal? 

Mr P.B. Watson:  That’s right; not through council anyway. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I find that hard to believe, knowing some of the councillors in Albany. 

In the six-week campaign, there were 118 reports in the metropolitan and regional press on the issue of the 
voting change, not counting the duplications between those editions.  Ninety of the 118 articles expressed the 
sector’s view and were critical of the minister’s actions.  Only 23 press items were supportive of the state 
government, and 18 of those were letters to the editor, of which 12 were written by the same five people.  Five 
articles did not favour either position. 

We have had proportional preferential voting in both the upper house and the Senate for a long time, and they are 
purely political elections.  There has not been overt politics in local government in Western Australia, 
particularly in regional Western Australia.  People from any walk of life who are capable and who are prepared 
to put up their hand can join the local council.  On a first-past-the-post basis, it is much easier for a single-
interest person, whatever his or her issue, to get elected to a council rather than to have a political party organise 
the numbers and campaigns.  We need look only at what the Labor Party is about to do in its federal election 
campaign against WorkChoices and the inclusion of unions.  This is a perfect opportunity for either the Labor 
Party or the union movement in Western Australia to take over local government.  If there are multi vacancies in 
an election under a proportional representation system, when it gets down to the last seat, people will get into the 
nitty-gritty.  It has been already said that a person with two or three per cent of the primary vote can be voted in. 

Mr G. Snook:  It’s 1.5 per cent. 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  As the member just said, it can be as low as 1.5 per cent.  No voting system is perfect.  One 
of the criticisms of the first-past-the-post system is that a person with 15 per cent of the vote can be elected.  
However, under proportional preferential voting, it is possible for a person to be elected with 1.5 per cent of the 
vote.  My fear about this proposal is that there will be so much disdain for how the government forced this 
process on local government and the electorate that people will stay away in droves from voting.  That will drive 
the number of voters down and it will play into the hands of the Labor Party.  If that is the plan, it is a cynical, 
devious plan.  In his campaign, the former Minister for Local Government and Regional Development went out 
to the public saying that local government was spending $750 000 on the campaign when less than $100 000 was 
spent on it.  Why should local government on behalf of the ratepayers not put up their hand and stand up for their 
people?  This is a disgrace of monumental proportions.  In all my days in this place I have never seen such an 
underhanded attempt by a political party to take control of an electorate.  
I will read some of the myths put forward by the then minister, of which there are about a dozen.  The first myth 
is Minister Ford’s claim that the change in local government elections from May to October would avoid clashes 
of local and federal elections.  Under section 4.1A of the Local Government Act that cannot happen.  I know that 
has been replaced.   
The second myth is Minister Ford’s claim that the proposed changes were not about exercising political control.  
The response from local government was that, of course it would increase party political control of councils.  
The minister himself said that the change was part of the ALP’s policy: it was not about the betterment of local 
government or the improvement of democracy in local government; it was about applying the doctrine of the 
Labor Party in Western Australia.  The third myth is the minister’s claim that the proposed change has involved 
consultation through his own Local Government Advisory Board.  The advisory board recommended against the 
proposed change.  As far as consultation goes, the state-local government partnership agreement and the 
intergovernmental agreement were ignored.  The Western Australian Local Government Association received a 
phone call five minutes before the amendment was written, and it was confirmed two days later.  In other words, 
there was a phone call and then confirmation after the event.  That is what we call a partnership - my godfather!   

The fourth myth was the claim that the proposed change is supported by personal submissions from councillors 
and senior staff to the recent Local Government Advisory Board inquiry.  The facts are that 90 per cent of 
councils opposed the change.  Representative organisations from the Western Australian Local Government 
Association and Local Government Managers Australia opposed the change.  Even the minister’s own advisory 
board recommended against the change, but it had to tail along behind the Labor Party and the minister and 
agree with what they proposed.   

The fifth myth was that the minister claimed the proposed change would give electors a bigger say in who was 
being elected.  The only people who will get a bigger say will be political parties in Western Australia.  The 
union movement, the ALP and other parties will be running helter-skelter to see who will corner the local 
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government vote.  In fact, they will be able to manipulate the process, which will be far more confusing to 
electors and, as is the case in state and federal elections, the big winners will be the political parties, with their 
ability to field dummy candidates, do preference deals and outmanoeuvre the little person in the street who just 
wants to make a contribution to his community. 

The sixth myth was a claim by the minister that the Western Australian Local Government Association requested 
that he communicate only with the association, and not with councils, over the proposed change to local 
government elections.  The facts are that the minister told the association that he planned to communicate 
directly with councils only, to which the association president, Bill Mitchell, replied that keeping WALGA out 
of the communication loop would not be helpful.  Councillor Mitchell said that the minister was hoping to dilute 
the resolve of local government over the proposed changes to elections.  Therefore, it was the old divide-and-
conquer strategy.  What a cynical approach.  This group of people virtually volunteer their efforts - they get a 
very low stipend - to their community.  They give up a lot of their time.  What do they see?  They see big brother 
ALP manipulating their electoral system for political gain. 

The seventh myth was that the local government minister claimed that there was no evidence that the proposed 
change to local government elections would increase party political control of councils.  The minister himself 
said that councils in New South Wales were under party political control.  Any preferential system encourages 
alliances and factions, and who is best placed to assist that?  It is the big political parties with their big 
membership bases.  The previous speaker was the member for Bunbury, the former Mayor of Bunbury.  The 
Department of Local Government and Regional Development itself said that factions and alliances were the 
cause of most of the problems in local government in Western Australia.  We can see what is happening in 
Cockburn.  We can see how the ALP works in local government now.  Why exacerbate the situation?  Why 
make it worse? 

I go on to the eighth myth.  This was the eighth allegation by the minister.  He claimed that he follows Labor 
Party policy, which is part of his reason for forcing the proposed change to local government elections.  The 
minister had told the association that he planned to deal directly with councils on an individual basis, and not 
update the association on the issues.  Such a position seems contradictory to the Labor Party policy of supporting 
collective negotiation and representation.  It means that the minister no longer supports union-type representation 
of the workforce.  The Labor Party was going in the right direction, with partnerships with local government, and 
yet its actions fly in the face of those agreements because of a desire for political gain.  Let me tell the house 
what I think will happen.  Straight after the Labor Party takes over these elections in October this year, it will go 
around, cap in hand, nice as pie, to all the local governments to curry favour with those local governments.  
Again, it is the most cynical approach to governance in Western Australia that I have ever seen. 

There are another two myths.  The ninth myth was that Local Government Minister Ford said that WALGA had 
let 60 to 70 per cent of councils get to the verge of going broke.  That is most astounding.  It demonstrates that 
the minister had an absolute lack of knowledge and understanding of his portfolio.  I must say that the former 
minister, the member for Murchison-Eyre, had a much better rapport with local governments in Western 
Australia.  At least they listened to him and he listened to them.  Firstly, the association says that it has no 
legislative power over councils.  That authority is with the state government.  Local government in this state is a 
creature of the state.  Local governments exist only because of state legislation. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The association obviously conducts exhaustive consultation with its councils.  I believe 
local government in Western Australia has deteriorated to this extent: that since the departments have been 
amalgamated, there has been a change of focus on local government in Western Australia.  Many very good 
officers are still in local government, and some former local government officers are in this chamber today.  
Local government has fallen down.  There is not the same focus on local government that there was, and more 
and more councils around the state are in trouble.  Only a couple of years ago the minister set aside $3 million 
for sustainability projects, which equates to about $10 000 per council.  Although that funding was a start, it was 
hardly sufficient for a minister who believed that 70 per cent of councils were on the verge of going broke.  
Members are aware that the extensive report by the Local Government Advisory Board indicated that 83 per cent 
of councils were unviable.  That should be ringing alarm bells to the Western Australian state government.  
Local government is the next level of government after state government.  The state government continues to 
shift its responsibilities to local government, be it planning, sports grounds, home and community care, security 
or a range of other things.   

The last myth is that the previous minister allocated his limited parliamentary time in an effort to achieving what 
is most important to the operation of local government in Western Australia.  Even the minister should realise 
that changing the local government election system is not the most important issue facing that sector.  After all, 
he told Parliament that he did not believe that changing the voting system was the most important issue facing 
local government.  Why did the minister not apply his efforts and parliamentary time to the most important 
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things?  Why did he attempt the change, if, in the scheme of things, there were far more pressing issues?  It is 
because this change is Labor Party policy.   

The government stands condemned for the way it has dealt with this issue.  I will refer to the Western Australian 
Local Government Association’s survey of local governments seeking their preference on electoral reform.  In 
all, 84 local governments responded to the survey, representing a sample of 55 per cent of all local governments, 
which provides a higher level of confidence in the results than the Local Government Advisory Board data.  Of 
the respondent councils, 90 per cent want the first-past-the-post system retained.  Of the remaining 10 per cent, 
63 per cent preferred preferential voting over proportional voting.  The councils were asked whether they 
supported the introduction of a proportional voting system and 93 per cent said no.  All this information was 
conveyed to the state government and the various ministers in a clear fashion.  These people do not mince 
matters - they are usually pretty blunt and they are usually very honest.  They gave the message - the message I 
am repeating in this house today - very clearly to the state government, and it has ignored them.   

When the Minister for Local Government receives visitors to this state, generally their first port of call is to the 
relevant local government.  I have a good mind to tell local governments to slam the door in the minister’s face, 
because the way in which they have been treated is despicable.   

I have been provided with an interesting note by the member for Capel.  The member for Albany will find it 
interesting.  It states that the councils that opposed the vote of no confidence in Minister Ford were those that 
have been exposed by the Corruption and Crime Commission or are ALP aligned, proving the point that the PPV 
system supports the political and corrupt.  The people concerned are the former ALP member, Mr Catania, 
Mayor of Vincent; Cockburn Mayor Stephen Lee; and Bayswater contracts person, Mr Spagnola.   

Mr P.B. Watson:  I apologise.  I did not know that.   

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  I am repeating a note that was handed to me and I can only take it at face value.   

Not one member of this house can deny that we strenuously debated this issue when the legislation first came 
into Parliament.  I advise, for the benefit of local government, that if I could keep this debate going for another 
week, I would.  Local government in this state does not deserve to have this system put in place for the next local 
government election.  What we will see, whether it is politicisation by the ALP or other political parties, will not 
be for the general good of local government in Western Australia.  Therefore, it will not be a good thing for the 
ratepayers of those councils, who are of course the general public.  We can continue to argue this and we will 
certainly do so in consideration in detail. 

Let us look at the cost basis of this proposal.  There is no doubt that the imposition of proportional preferential 
voting will probably mean local governments will ask the Electoral Commission to carry out their elections.  
That will mean an extra cost to local government.  There is no doubt the first-past-the-post system is a very easy 
system to operate.  A number of councils can still continue to use their own resources to run elections.  My 
preference, as local government knows, is the postal voting system, provided it is policed very strongly.  I think 
it is a much better system than personal attendance for voting.  There is a much bigger turnout and that is why I 
believe it is far more democratic.  I repeat: I do not believe in compulsory voting for local government.  I think 
that as a result of this measure attendance at the poll will be driven down and it will probably lead to compulsory 
voting in this state, which will further play into the hands of the ALP.  That is what it is about.  I do not believe 
in having compulsory voting for local government because I do not believe people should be herded into a 
polling booth and forced to vote to avoid having to pay a $50 fine.  That is what happens to some extent with 
compulsory voting.  We should have voluntary voting in this state.  People should vote because they want to 
vote, because they are patriotic, and because they want to do something for their community, their state or their 
nation.  They should not be herded into polling booths to avoid having to pay a $50 fine. 

I commend local government for standing up for its democratic right to protest at what it sees as an incursion 
into, or an undermining of, local government in Western Australia.  This legislation has shown very clearly that 
the government did not consult; members of local government did not want the process; political factions and 
alliances undermine good governance of local government; it will cost more; and it cannot be resourced in the 
short term.  This will mean an extra cost to local government, which translates to the ratepayer.  As the member 
for Moore said, the government should have a look at the soil moisture maps that appeared in today’s paper.  The 
drought this year is shaping up to be worse than it was last year.  There are 112 local governments in regional 
Western Australia, which is a big proportion of the 144 local governments.  It is not looking good but if the 
government wants to impose yet another burden on people in far-flung parts of Western Australia, then let it do 
so.  I tell members this: we will fight the government every inch of the way on this issue. 

MR A.J. SIMPSON (Serpentine-Jarrahdale) [4.28 pm]:  I rise to join the debate as an ex-councillor of 
Serpentine-Jarrahdale for some four years.  Madam Acting Speaker (Mrs J. Hughes), you would understand 
having been a councillor that it is a hard slog out there; it is unforgiving.  Councillors do not get paid anywhere 
near enough for the amount of work they do.  I can say from my time being the local baker that there is nothing 
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worse on a Saturday morning when one is running around than to have someone come in with a complaint about 
a road or a tree; one feels like asking them to come back another time. 

I have concerns that the government is forcing legislation on local government that it clearly does not want.  It 
concerns me more than ever that in our three levels of government the lowest level is working on a shoestring 
budget.  That has been proven many times before.  There are many dedicated people who are working for local 
government for next to nothing, and all of a sudden the government comes in with its big boots and says, 
“You’re going to have proportional preferential voting whether you like it or not.”  That does not sit very well 
with me as a former councillor.  The history of local government goes back a long way.  Members would have a 
good understanding of when the road board started.  The original road board building is still standing in 
Serpentine-Jarrahdale and has been converted into a telecentre.  It is still in its original condition and has original 
photos of the Serpentine-Jarrahdale road board on the walls.  The road board was established many years ago to 
decide where roads would be built and how they would be sealed.  The board was established in rural areas to 
help farmers get their produce to market.  Money was originally allocated for building roads and then it was 
raised for other issues.  The local government budget takes care of day care, child care and community service 
groups.  It used to deal only with rates, roads and rubbish but now it involves much more.  The state government 
is now stepping in and has said that preferential voting will be introduced.  A few members have said that only 
1.5 per cent of the vote in a local government election will get someone into local government.  Anyone who has 
been involved in local government knows that there are some squeaky wheels in our community who run one-
issue campaigns.  I have seen it happen many times in my area alone.  Electing people to local government with 
only1.5 per cent of the primary vote is fraught with danger.  It will fill up the councils with people who run 
single-issue campaigns that are irrelevant to the process of running local government.  Some local governments 
have budgets of $50 million or $60 million and yet single-issue councillors will be elected to run them.  The 
squeaky wheels will be voted in and they will try to tear apart the system and utilise it for their own purposes. 

Another concern I have with the preferential process is that a candidate could run against a sitting member and 
put himself second on the how-to-vote card after the sitting candidate.  It would not matter if the sitting 
councillor did not like the candidate; the candidate could ride on the sitting member’s coat-tails.  The candidate 
could ask people to vote for him after voting for the most popular candidate.  Therefore, the number two 
candidate would be riding on the coat-tails of the popular candidate regardless of whether the popular candidate 
wanted him to.  That is the kind of thing that concerns me.  A candidate whom I did not like could jump on my 
coat-tails when there was a vacancy and ask the voters to vote for me first and then him.  He could then be voted 
in on my popularity.  I would have to spend my time trying to convince people that the other candidate was not 
with me and that it just looked like he was.  Many issues have not been thought through. 

A major issue is the involvement of political parties in local government.  Many members have said that many 
councillors are already involved with political parties.  I suppose they could be.  I came from local government.  
In the last six months when I was involved in local government, I took a leave of absence for three or four 
months.  When I was on the council, I declared my interest in any issue that was raised relating to the state 
government and I left the room when a vote was conducted.  That drew a clear line concerning the decision-
making processes of local government.  When I was running as a candidate for the state election, I made sure 
that the council was not seen to be aligned with a political party.   

People come from small areas.  The member for Moore mentioned the process at Dandaragan.  Farmers travel 
for miles to get to council meetings.  That issue must be looked at.  As I said at the beginning, I believe that 
councillors are underpaid.  They do a lot of work in the community.  The state government has said that 
preferential voting will happen whether or not they like it.  It has told them that it is tough titties and that they 
will have to get used to it. 

Mr J.E. McGrath interjected. 

Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  That is an old saying.  It is something that someone who is the member’s age would 
understand.  The member is celebrating his birthday this weekend.  I congratulate him.  I understand that he will 
buy me a drink at 5.00 o’clock in the strangers’ bar. 

Local government is a fantastic organisation.  There are 144 local governments.  Many people who work for 
local government spend their entire careers in it.  I have met people who work in local government and who have 
worked in it for 20 or 30 years and whose children also work for local government.  It is a great employer.  It 
provides the sorts of jobs that enable people to work anywhere in the state or in Australia.  As I have said, local 
government deals with more than just roads, rates and rubbish.  It employs community development officers and 
operates land care centres and much more.  I believe that the land care centres belong to a state government 
agency, but it is something that local government must take on board because the towns want the services but 
they do not want to wait for the state government to provide them.  Local government does a lot of work for the 
state government that the state government is not thankful for.  The state government seems to say that if that is 
what the councils want, they have to do it.  We must acknowledge the work done by local government and 
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encourage it.  I would actually call it cost-shifting.  Local governments are doing work that should be done by 
the state government, but they are doing it off their own bat, and they should be rewarded for it. 
The Local Government Grants Commission allocates money to local governments.  Those members who have 
been involved in local government would understand that it is often very difficult for local governments to get 
their hands on that grant money that comes around each year.  It seems to go more to the wealthier councils than 
it does to the councils that really need it.  The member for Bunbury has just pointed out to me that it depends on 
which consultant the local government brings in to help it get the grant!  That was always an issue during my 
time in local government.   
There are about 12 000 people in the Shire of Serpentine-Jarrahdale.  The shire is only 900 square kilometres in 
size, so it is relatively small.  However, because it is on the urban fringe, it has a great need for infrastructure to 
provide for its growing population.  I mentioned during the budget debate that Western Power in its transmission 
reports has identified that in the coming years, the Byford area will be either the first or second fastest growing 
area in the state.  However, in this state budget, my electorate has not been given one cent for schools, roads or 
police.  During question time today, the member for Wagin asked the Minister for Police and Emergency 
Services a question about police stations in regional Western Australia.  He was told by the minister that the 
government has no plan to close down police stations in regional Western Australia.  That is very interesting.  In 
response to a grievance that I raised with the same minister last year, the minister agreed that the police station in 
my electorate, which is just over 50 years old and was designed for two police officers but now houses seven, 
needs to be rebuilt, or, at the very least, upgraded.  However, there is no money in this budget to build a new 
police station in my electorate.  Local governments in many areas are trying to deal with the problem of ageing 
police stations.  The local government in my area is pushing very hard to get the state government to build a new 
police station in this fast growing area.  Each year, the local government goes through a budget process.  Its goal 
is to build a new fire station-police station complex.  The local government understands that it will need to 
contribute some moneys towards that project, and it has set aside moneys for that purpose.  However, as each 
year goes by, it keeps rolling over that money, in the hope that the state budget will deliver the necessary funding 
to enable it to move to the next stage.   
Local governments are fantastic organisations.  Local governments do a lot for our communities, particularly in 
rural areas.  Local governments are usually the first port of call in a fire or other emergency, and people come 
out in droves to help out.  Local governments facilitate many community activities in their communities.  The 
local government in my area holds an Australia Day breakfast every year that is attended by about 500 or 
600 people.  It is a great day.  It normally does not finish until after lunch.  It provides a great opportunity for the 
community to get together, and it is driven by one organisation, our local government.  When we consider all the 
things that local governments do in their communities, it is a real shame that this new voting system is being 
forced upon them.  
Mr A.D. McRae:  Why is it a real shame?   
Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  Because they do not want it!  They are being forced into it!  They have all voted no.  They 
are being forced into something that they do not want. 
Mr A.D. McRae:  So all the people who were elected under the first-past-the-post system have voted against 
proportional preferential voting? 
Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I am saying that the Western Australian Local Government Association has canvassed all 
the 144 local governments in this state.  The majority of those local governments do not want to move to this 
new voting system.  
Mr A.D. McRae:  Why?   
Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  I am about to sit down.  If the member wants to speak, I am happy for him to get up and 
put his point of view. 
Mr A.D. McRae:  I just want you to explain the reasons for your argument. 
Mr A.J. SIMPSON:  Local governments do not want it.  Local governments are being forced to accept a 
proportional preferential voting system.  I have explained the reasons.  It is a great shame that they are being 
forced to go through this process. 
MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [4.39 pm]:  I have listened to what previous speakers have said on the 
Local Government Amendment Bill (No. 2) 2006.  I did speak on this bill when it was first introduced.  As I said 
at the time, I have never worked in local government.  However, I have spoken to the two local government 
organisations in my electorate, the City of South Perth and the Town of Victoria Park.  Both of those 
organisations are very much against this move to proportional preferential voting.  I will be interested to hear 
what the member for Victoria Park says about this, because the Town of Victoria Park is also in his electorate.  
Those people are definitely against it, and I cannot see why the government would want to bring it in.  As other 
speakers have asked, why foist this on local government when there has been such an overwhelming objection to 
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it from the local governments themselves?  They do not want this change away from first-past-the-post, for a 
range of reasons.  I heard what the member for Riverton said - that these objections have been raised by people 
who were elected under first-past-the-post - but I do not think they are doing it for selfish reasons.  The actual 
councils have been asked, not the individual councillors.   
We have to ask ourselves why the government is in such a hurry to rush this in.  I have been informed that 
nominations for council elections are due to open on 6 September.  By my reckoning, that is less than three 
months away.  How much time does that give people to prepare for such a huge change in the system and the 
style under which we vote for our councils?  Why introduce this legislation with such little time before the 
process actually happens?  As other members have mentioned, local government is already under enough 
pressure, especially in country areas.  Local governments in the metropolitan area with rapidly expanding 
communities are also affected, including the City of Joondalup, which we visited earlier this year.  The 
Joondalup council made the point that the population of the city grows every year by the equivalent of the 
population of Kalgoorlie.  There is huge pressure on such councils for the provision of infrastructure and things 
like that.  Now we are going to interfere in a process that has withstood the test of time.  There have never been 
any great problems, as far as I can gather, with that process, and I cannot understand why this process is being 
introduced.  Getting back to the time frame, if this is rushed in now, so that it can be used in this year’s elections, 
how much time will there be to train the people who will conduct these elections?  I am informed that some of 
the councils conduct their own elections.  They have people who will have to be trained and brought up to speed 
on preferential voting.  Some comments have been made in this chamber about how it is a very easy system and 
anyone can pick it up, but I am not so sure about that.  The community needs more time.  Why rush this in, with 
less than three months until nominations open?  It is being rushed through for political purposes, and the 
government should be ashamed of itself for trying to do it. 
I cannot see how the government can expect to get away with standing over so many local governments in 
Western Australia, when they have clearly indicated that they do not want this change.  As has been mentioned 
by another speaker, 41 out of 144 councils even passed a vote of no confidence in the minister at the time.  That 
is a huge reaction.  
Mr G. Snook:  It is unprecedented.  
Mr J.E. McGRATH:  As the member for Moore said, it is an unprecedented reaction by local government 
against a move by the state government.  I cannot understand why the minister at the time did not get that 
message, and why he was so keen to push this through.  There is no democracy in this issue.  
Today I was at a pioneer lunch in South Perth that was attended by 350 residents who have lived in South Perth 
for more than 50 years.  Those people support their local council and the local council supports them.  The 
council has had some problems that it is now working through, and I am confident they will be sorted out.  
However, the last thing the council wants, as it goes into an election that will give it an opportunity to have new 
people elected and give the community more say in the process, is to have foisted on it a new and more 
confusing voting style that will not help the process.  The point I am making is: why not wait and bring in this 
legislation next year?  Local governments are saying that this government has the numbers to bring in this 
legislation and they believe that it is a fait accompli that it will happen.  Local governments are saying that if 
they must have the legislation, why rush to impose it on them now with such short notice - less than three 
months - before they call for nominations for the next elections?  Local governments are saying, “Give us some 
time.”  This legislation could be introduced to take effect after this year’s local government elections, so that it 
would become law in 2009.  In that way, people would become more familiar with the voting system; it would 
be better advertised; the community would understand it better; potential candidates would understand it better; 
and the people who conduct elections in some country towns where councils run their own elections would be 
more up to speed with the process.  I therefore urge the government, and I hope the minister takes this on board - 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  If 90 per cent of local governments don’t want it and most members of this chamber 
represent that 90 per cent - I suppose very few would fall outside the 90 per cent - you would think that the 
majority of us would be voting for the wishes of local government, wouldn’t you? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH:  I think we all support local government. 

Mr G.M. Castrilli:  You would think government members on that side would support it as well. 
Mr J.E. McGRATH:  I think we have to trust the process of local government.  I know there have been 
problems with some local governments that have had to be attended to by the state government.  At the end of 
the day, we support the process of electing people to local government.  I do not believe there has been any 
problem with the process of electing people to local government.  There have been a few problems with the 
conduct of some people who finally found their way into local government, but that can also happen with state 
governments and commonwealth governments; it can happen anywhere.  However, to my knowledge, there has 
never been any real problem expressed about the way in which members of local governments are elected.  I 
therefore say to the government that if it is hell-bent on bringing in this legislation, which I am sure it is - all the 
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indications are that that is the government’s modus operandi - why not bring it in to take effect after 2008?  It 
could then come into being for the 2009 local government elections and people would be at least better prepared 
for it. 
The opposition opposes the legislation.  As other speakers have said, including our leader, we oppose this 
legislation in the strongest possible manner, as we did when it was previously introduced into this chamber.  We 
continue to oppose it, as we do not want it.  We are supporting councils, as they do not want it.  We believe the 
government will pay a price to the community for foisting this on local government.  However, if the 
government gets its way - we know it has the numbers - and if it gets support in the upper house and the 
legislation is passed, why not give the community a bit of time to prepare for it and not rush it in?  I am sure it 
will only lead to problems.  There is just not enough time to pass this legislation in this place, to pass it through 
the upper house, to have it finally approved and then to put it out in the community.  I believe we will run out of 
time to do all that.  I therefore urge the minister to defer this legislation at least until after this year’s elections.   
MR A.D. McRAE (Riverton) [4.49 pm]:  I rise because I am concerned about the line of debate that has been 
pushed by the Liberal Party concerning the amendments to the Local Government Act, particularly because not 
one skerrick of argument has been put to explain what is so fundamentally disenfranchising about the use of a 
proportional preferential voting system in local government. 
Mr J.E. McGrath:  What’s wrong with the current system?  
Mr A.D. McRAE:  Local governments have simply argued that they are opposed to it.  One would expect that 
the people who have been elected to local government under a first-past-the-post system are comfortable with it 
and are supportive of it and, indeed, owe their elected positions to that very voting system.  Of course change 
will be unsettling and uncomfortable for them.  That is not a reason to seek to extend a system of voting that is 
seen at all other levels of government in Australia as being the best mechanism for ensuring that representatives 
have the greatest level of support possible before they are appointed to elected positions. 
Mr G. Snook:  Like people in Victoria being elected with 1.5 per cent of the vote.  Explain to us how that works 
when a member was elected to the Victorian Parliament on less than 1.5 per cent of the primary vote.  That’s 
democracy?  That’s your view?  Explain that to me. 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  An interesting argument has been mounted by the member for Moore.   
Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  As my good friend the member for Victoria Park has just pointed out, that member in 
Victoria who was elected with a primary vote of 1.5 per cent or thereabouts probably got more votes than the 
member for Moore.  The point is that those who are wedded to what is essentially an English model of voting - 
first-past-the-post - misunderstand the sheer democratic value, and, yes, slightly higher levels of complexity, of a 
proportional preferential voting system.  
Mr G. Snook:  Why don’t we have it in this house?   
Mr A.D. McRAE:  Because we don’t have multi-member constituencies. 
Mr G. Snook:  Why don’t you change that, too? 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  We will see that occur in the upper house at the next election when we get true democratic 
representation in this state.  We will be the last jurisdiction in Australia to move to a system whereby one 
person’s vote is equal to every other person’s in the state, regardless of where they come from, who they are and 
where they live.  We are the last jurisdiction in the country to go to that system.  It is because of members 
opposite that we have had to wait more than 100 years for democracy to arrive in Western Australia.  Is it any 
surprise that this mob is now standing in this place like a bunch of bricks in a wall trying to withstand democratic 
flow to the rest of the jurisdiction in this state?  We will see an extension of the idea that people’s votes should 
be equal and that a person elected to an elected position should be there as a result of receiving support from the 
majority of people in that constituency.  That is a pretty basic, elementary piece of democracy.  I would not have 
thought it was beyond the capacity of members opposite to understand how that principle needs to be enshrined 
at every level of government in Australia, yet this afternoon we saw them trying to defend a group of people 
who, for no other reason than that that is the vehicle by which they came to be elected representatives, want to 
keep the mechanism that they were elected on.   
I have not heard one argument from the other side about whether there is some disadvantage to constituents and 
ratepayers in local governments throughout Western Australia.  I have not heard one argument that explains how 
a proportional preferential voting system disenfranchises any constituent or ratepayer in Australia.  That is where 
members opposite failed.  I asked on two occasions when members opposite were on their feet to give me the 
reasons and explain one argument.  All they came up with was that the Western Australian Local Government 
Association voted against it.  That is not an argument.  They are just citing another group that has developed its 
argument.  Members opposite are expected to come in here and explain why they want to vote in a particular 
way.  The opposition is expected to have a view about why a piece of law should be framed in a particular way.  
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It should be able to explain its principles and its practical application.  The opposition should not come into the 
chamber citing some organisation that, by the way, has no elected base whatsoever.  The Western Australian 
Local Government Association is not an elected organisation.  It is not a democratically representative agency.  
It is a representative organisation.  It does not owe its allegiance to any constituents.  Not one citizen of this state 
has elected a member of the WALGA board in any democratically open and public election campaign process.  
How can opposition members cite WALGA as the source of their authority to argue against the extension of 
democratic principles of voting into local government?  It is an absolute sham.  Opposition members have 
shamed themselves.  When the local government people who are backing members opposite become aware of 
the absence of any argument in the contribution they have advanced today, they will shake their heads and 
wonder why on earth those people are members of Parliament.  Why on earth have they not been able to put 
together one argument?   
Several members interjected. 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  I have a pretty loud voice when I want to project it, but I am competing with three members 
opposite. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  Order, members!  I ask members to tone it down a bit.  I am 
a bit concerned about the member for Riverton’s blood pressure because in trying to be heard he is exerting 
himself.   
Mr A.D. McRAE:  Given that today we had a Crunch&Sip moment on the floor of the chamber, I will drink the 
water that was provided by students from two schools in my constituency.  One is Kinlock Primary School in 
Ferndale.  
Mr G. Snook:  Will you shut up if I give you an apple? 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  I have already had a mandarin.   
I also want to mention the fantastic kids from Castlereagh School.  Both schools are fantastic.  I have been to 
Castlereagh School assemblies.  Those kids are so much in love with their capacity to participate in the education 
institutions of our state that they and their families deserve our honour and congratulations at every opportunity.  
I do that by drinking the water they provided to us today during our Crunch&Sip moment.   
I return to the point of debate, which is whether extending a proportional preferential voting system to local 
government will advance democratic principles or whether, as some members opposite would have us believe, it 
will be a disaster.  I am quite open to -  
Mr J.E. McGrath interjected. 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  I ask the member for South Perth to listen to what I am about to say.  I am open to taking an 
interjection that will in some way answer the question I have posed.  Rather than confronting a barrage from 
members opposite, I ask one member to explain why a proportional preferential voting scheme will be a 
detrimental step in the democratic processes of local government.   
Mr J.E. McGrath:  As previous opposition speakers said quite clearly, local government is worried about your 
government politicising the process.  That is the greatest concern of people in local government.  The 
government has not told us what is wrong with the system that has stood the test of time.  No-one has ever said 
publicly -  

Mr A.D. McRAE:  For how long has the first-past-the-post system been used in local government elections?  
Several members interjected. 
Mr A.D. McRAE:  I think it was 1995.  Regardless of the date -  
Mr G.M. Castrilli:  What system was used before then?   
Mr A.D. McRAE:  It was the optional preferential system.  I think the point was well made by the member for 
South Perth’s response.  Is it not interesting that the very notion of a preferential system, whether optional or 
proportional - that is a matter for some discussion and debate at another time - was taken away in the most 
cynical political act by a previous conservative government for political purposes?  We are returning this state’s 
local government sector to a system of preferential voting which, to use the member’s words, has stood the test 
of time, which has shown itself to be a mechanism by which the best representatives are elected to local 
government, and which reflects the will of the people. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr E.S. Ripper (Deputy Premier). 

House adjourned at 5.00 pm 

__________  
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - STAFF ENGAGED IN 
COMMUNICATIONS, MARKETING, SPEECHWRITING OR MEDIA 

2060. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Energy; Resources; Industry and Enterprise 

(1) For each department and agency under the Minister’s control, including the Minister’s Office, will the 
Minister please advise of the following - 

(a) how many employees (head count) are engaged in communications, marketing, speechwriting 
or media (including public, corporate and media relations); 

(b) what is the salary band for each of these employees; and 

(c) what is the job title for each of these employees? 
Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 
Ministerial Office: 

(1) (a) 1 FTE. 

(b) MA1. 

(c) Media Adviser. 
Department of Industry and Resources: 
Please refer to Question on Notice 2051. 
Minerals and Energy Research Institute of Western Australia: 

(1) (a) Nil. 

(b)-(c) Not applicable. 
Office of Energy:  

(1) (a) 2 FTEs 

(b) $70 564 - $78 138 

(c) Manager Communications & Marketing. 
Corporate Communications Coordinator 

Western Power:  
The staff for the Corporate Affairs Branch (communications, marketing, speechwriting and media) for Western 
Power is as follows: 

(1) (a) 5.8 FTEs 
(b) $81,027 

$62,000 
$90,100 to 135,100 
$77,400 to $116,100 
$104,500 
$70,000 

(c) Media Advisor 
Graphics & Communications Coordinator 
Communications Manager 
Media Coordinator 
Senior Communications Officer 
Marketing Coordinator 

Synergy:  
(1) (a-c) Synergy is a corporation operating in a commercial market and such information is considered 

commercially sensitive.  
Verve Energy:  
(1) (a-c) Verve Energy is a corporation operating in a commercial market and such information is 

considered commercially sensitive. 
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Horizon Power:  

(1) (a) 4 FTEs 

(b) $151,632 - $227,448 (1 Employee) 
$77,643 - $116,465 (2 Employees)  
$64,703 - $97,055 (1 Employee)  

(c) General Manager Public Affairs 
Community Relations Manager (North) 
Community Relations Manager (South) 
Communications Coordinator (Position currently vacant)  

Independent Market Operator: 

(1) (a) Nil 

(b)-(c) Not applicable 

POLICE - REVENUE GENERATED FROM ALL TRAFFIC/ROAD SAFETY OFFENCES 

2129. Mr J.E. McGrath to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) What were the total monies generated from fines for hoon offences last year? 

(2) What were the total monies generated from fines for drink driving offences last year? 

(3) What were the total monies generated from fines for speeding offences last year? 

(4) What were the total monies generated from fines from red light and speed cameras last year? 

(5) What were the total monies generated from fines for all traffic/road safety offences last year? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(1) Statistics are not available for the monies generated from fines for hoon offences, as drivers are not 
convicted for a 'hoon' offence. There are a number of offences and circumstances of aggravation for 
which a driver may have their vehicle impounded and/or confiscated. 

(2) This question should be referred to the Attorney General. 

(3) In 2005/06 there was a total of $53,245,338 collected in fines from on the spot fines, speed cameras and 
red light cameras. 

(4) In 2005/06 there was a total of $30,339,566 collected in fines from red light and speed cameras. 

(5) This information is not readily available, as there are a number of agencies involved in collecting fines 
for road traffic offences 

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND INFRASTRUCTURE - STATISTICS ON PLANNING AND 
REZONING MATTERS, ROAD SAFETY, RAIL SERVICES AND TAXIS 

2206. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) How many planning and rezoning matters, including appeals, were determined by the Minister herself 
last month, and what was the nature of each case? 

(2) How many planning or rezoning matters were yet to be determined by the State Administrative Tribunal 
(SAT) as at the end of last month? 

(3) How much money was spent on Road Safety advertising last month?  

(4) How much money was provided to the Council of Road Safety last month?  

(5) What is the latest total estimated cost for the construction of the Perth to Bunbury Highway as at the 
end of last month? 

(6) What is the estimated completion date of the Perth to Bunbury Highway as at the end of last month? 

(7) What was the total number of all contractor claims made across the whole Southern Suburbs Railway, 
whether substantiated or not as at the end of last month? 

(8) What was the total number, and value of contractor claims made across the whole Southern Suburbs 
Railway that have been - 

(a) accepted by the Public Transport Authority (PTA) as at the end of last month; and 

(b) rejected by the PTA as at the end of last month? 
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(9) What was the total number of security personnel (FTEs) employed on Transperth services as at the end 
of last month? 

(10) What was the total number of complaints regarding safety or security on Transperth services last 
month? 

(11) What was the total number of assaults that occurred on Transperth services last month? 

(12) What was the number of peak period restricted taxis available to the public in the metropolitan area as 
at the end of last month? 

(13) What was the number of stoppages on passenger rail services that exceeded 30 minutes last month - 

(a) in the metropolitan area; and 

(b) in regional areas? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) The request is too open-ended and will require an undue diversion of resources to provide an adequate 
response.  If the member could be more specific in his request, then the information can be provided. 

(2) The Member's question should be referred to the Attorney General. 

(3)-(4) The Member's question should be referred to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(5) Main Roads has signed the Alliance Agreement based on a contract target cost of $511M in 2006 
dollars. 

$20M of the Federal Government's original contribution was subject to construction commencing 
in 2006. This requirement was met with work commencing on-site in December 2006. 

(6) Completion is expected at the end of 2009. 

(7)-(8) I will not provide detail relating to the specific claim that is the subject of discussion, negotiation, 
dispute or litigation between the Public Transport Authority and any of its contractors. It would be most 
improper to do so and could well jeopardise the position of either party to the contract. 

(9) With respect to Transperth Operations there were 385 security personnel employed as at 30 April 2007. 
Security Services on the Transperth Bus and Ferry system are contracted to a private security firm. The 
total number of security hours provided for April 2007 was 7,257.5 hours. 

(10) 22 complaints regarding Safety or Security were recorded on Transperth Services in April 2007. 

(11) 40 assaults occurred on Transperth services in April 2007. 

(12) Latest records show that as at 24 April there were 214 peak period taxis on the road. 

(13) (a) Nil 

(b) Nil  

WA POLICE AND FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES AUTHORITY - STATISTICS 

2207. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) How many sworn Police Officers (FTEs and Head Count) were working in the following metropolitan 
districts as at the last day of last month, and what was the authorised strength of each of those districts - 

(a) South East Metropolitan; 

(b) South Metropolitan; 

(c) North West Metropolitan; 

(d) East Metropolitan; 

(e) West Metropolitan; 

(f) Central Metropolitan; 

(g) Regional Coordinators; and 

(h) in total? 

(2) How many sworn Police Officers (FTEs and Head Count) were working in the following regional 
districts as at the last day of last month, and what was the authorised strength of each of those districts - 

(a) Great Southern; 

(b) South West; 
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(c) Peel; 

(d) Wheatbelt; 

(e) Goldfields-Esperance; 

(f) Kimberley; 

(g) Mid-West Gascoyne; 

(h) Pilbara; and 

(i) in total? 

(3) How many police recruits graduated from the Western Australian Police Academy last month and 
where were they placed? 

(4) How many Police Officers resigned (not retired) from the Western Australian Police Service last 
month? 

(5) How many Police Officers were dismissed from the Western Australian Police Service last month and 
what were the reasons in each case? 

(6) What was the average and maximum response time for all categories (priority one, priority two, 
priority three) in each of the following Metropolitan Police districts last month - 

(a) South East Metropolitan; 

(b) South Metropolitan; 

(c) North West Metropolitan; 

(d) East Metropolitan; 

(e) West Metropolitan; 

(f) Central Metropolitan; 

(g) Regional Coordinator; and 

(h) in total? 

(7) What was the average and maximum response time for all categories (priority one, priority two, priority 
three) in each of the following Regional Police districts last month - 

(a) Great Southern; 

(b) South West; 

(c) Peel; 

(d) Wheatbelt; 

(e) Goldfields-Esperance; 

(f) Kimberley; 

(g) Mid-West Gascoyne; 

(h) Pilbara; and 

(i) in total? 

(8) What is the target response time for the following category of offences in both the metropolitan and 
country regions - 

(a) priority one; 

(b) priority two; and 

(c) priority three? 

(9) How many priority one offences were not responded to within the target time in the following 
metropolitan districts last month - 

(a) South East Metropolitan; 

(b) South Metropolitan; 

(c) North West Metropolitan; 

(d) East Metropolitan; 
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(e) West Metropolitan; 

(f) Central Metropolitan; 

(g) Regional Coordinator; and 

(h) in total? 

(10) How many priority two offences were not responded to within the target time in the following 
metropolitan districts last month - 

(a) South East Metropolitan; 

(b) South Metropolitan; 

(c) North West Metropolitan; 

(d) East Metropolitan; 

(e) West Metropolitan; 

(f) Central Metropolitan; 

(g) Regional Coordinator; and 

(h) in total? 

(11) How many priority one offences were not responded to within the target time in the following regional 
districts last month - 

(a) Great Southern; 

(b) South West; 

(c) Peel; 

(d) Wheatbelt; 

(e) Goldfields-Esperance; 

(f) Kimberley; 

(g) Mid-West Gascoyne; 

(h) Pilbara; and 

(i) in total? 

(12) How many priority two offences were not responded to within the target time in the following regional 
districts last month - 

(a) Great Southern; 

(b) South West; 

(c) Peel; 

(d) Wheatbelt; 

(e) Goldfields-Esperance; 

(f) Kimberley; 

(g) Mid-West Gascoyne; 

(h) Pilbara; and 

(i) in total?  

(13) How many Police Officers were forced to transfer from one town or city to another last month? 

(14) Which Police Stations, if any, reduced their opening times to the public last month and what were the 
details and reasons in each case? 

(15) How many people escaped from legal custody last month, what was the nature of their crime(s) or 
alleged crime(s), how did they escape, and are they still at large? 

(16) How many Police Officers took sick or stress leave last month, what was the total number of days off 
and the total cost to the Western Australian Police Service? 

(17) How many crimes were reported to Police last month? 

(18) What was the overall clearance rate for all crimes last month?  
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(19) How many Police Officers were working in non-operational roles as at the end of last month? 

(20) How many road deaths occurred in Western Australia last month? 

(21) How many different Multanova speed cameras were operating last month in - 

(a) the metropolitan area; and 

(b) the regional area? 

(22) What was the total amount of money collected by the Government last month in Multanova fines? 

(23) How many vehicles were impounded last month under the “Anti Hoon” laws? 

(24) How many vehicles impounded last month under the Government's “Anti Hoon” laws were not owned 
by the driver? 

(25) How many vehicles were sold by the State or permanently impounded last month under the “Anti 
Hoon” laws and what was the total value of those vehicles? 

(26) What was the total value of all items seized under the State's Confiscation of Assets laws last month? 

(27) How much money was spent advertising by the Police Department last month (please provide a 
breakdown)? 

(28) How many of the following items were lost, stolen or misplaced last month - 

(a) firearms; 

(b) batons; 

(c) pepper sprays; 

(d) riot shields; 

(e) riot helmets; 

(f) bullet-proof vests; 

(g) stab-proof vests; and 

(h) handcuffs? 

(29) What percentage of people taken into custody at the East Perth Lock Up tested positive for drug use last 
month? 

(30) In the last month, what were the average response times of the Fire and Emergency Services Authority 
(FESA) to - 

(a) property fires in the metropolitan area; 

(b) grass, scrub, bush and rubbish fires in the metropolitan region; 

(c) Hazmat incidents in the metropolitan region; and 

(d) rescues in the metropolitan region? 

(31) What was the number of FESA fire and rescue employees (FTE), as at the last day of last month and 
what was the recommended strength? 

(32) What was the number of FESA fire and rescue volunteers, as at the last day of last month? 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
Please refer to question on notice 1940. 

BUNBURY OUTER RING ROAD PROJECT 

2261. Mr G.M. Castrilli to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

Can the Minister please advise - 

(1) What funding value (in AUD) has been allocated within the 2007-2008 budget for the Bunbury Outer 
Ring Road project? 

(2) What does this value (in AUD) represent (please define each component)? 

(3) On the total list of projects proposed by the Department of Planning and Infrastructure, where does the 
Bunbury Outer Ring Road rank on the priority list of required projects? 

(4) Has the project been officially signed off by Cabinet as an approved project? 

(a) If not, why not? 
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(5) Has the route of the Bunbury Outer Ring Road finally been determined? 

(a) If yes, please supply the plan; 

(b) If no, why not; and 

(c) If no, what is the projected date for the final determination? 

(6) What is the current projected total cost of the Bunbury Outer Ring Road Project? 

(7) What percentage of funding is sought from the Federal Government? 

(8) Has an application been made for this funding under the AusLink Program or any other program? 

(a) If yes, when was it submitted; 

(b) Has a response been received from the Federal Government and what is this response; and 

(c) If no, when will the application be submitted? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) No funds have been allocated in the 2007/08 State Budget for this project. 

(2) N/A 

(3) The priority of the Bunbury Outer Ring Road will be determined once a detailed traffic analysis of 
growth and future congestion is completed in early 2008. 

(4) No as it is not yet funded. However the road is protected in the Draft Greater Bunbury Regional Scheme 
and as such has been accepted as a future road need. 

(5) Yes 

(a) The route is recorded in the Draft Greater Bunbury Regional Scheme and can be viewed on the 
following website: http://www.planning.wa.gov.au/publications/gbrs/index.html 

(b) N/A 

(c) N/A 

(6) The estimated cost is $210 million (2007 dollars). 

(7)-(8) The Federal Government has yet to include the Bunbury Outer Ring Road as part of its AusLink 
National Network despite the obvious significance of the project for the safe and efficient operation of 
road transport to the Bunbury area.  Until the Federal Government includes the Bunbury Outer Ring 
Road in the AusLink Network they say it will not be eligible for Federal funding under the AusLink 
Investment Programme. 

The same Federal mentality has also excluded Brand Highway and North West Coastal Highway from 
the AusLink National Network, completely ignoring the significant contribution the Ports of Geraldton 
and Dampier make to the national economy. 

I have written to Minister Vaile outlining pressure across Western Australia because of the phenomenal 
growth being experienced in our State and this included specific mention of the Bunbury Outer Ring 
Road. It appears to have fallen upon deaf ears. 

Any influence the Member for Bunbury can bring to bear on his Federal colleagues to include the Outer 
Ring Road in the AusLink National Network would be appreciated. 

WESTNET RAIL - COMPLIANCE WITH PERFORMANCE AND MAINTENANCE STANDARDS 

2262. Dr S.C. Thomas to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

I refer the Minister to a compliance audit undertaken by Worley Parsons on behalf of the Government to confirm 
that WestNet Rail has complied with the initial performance and maintenance standards under the provisions of 
its infrastructure lease in the first 5 years of operation, and I ask - 

(1) Did WestNet Rail comply with the maintenance provisions in the first 5 years as specified in the 
original 50 year lease agreement? 

(2) Will the Minister table a copy of this report in this House? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) The compliance audit conducted by Worley Parsons concluded that WestNet Rail was generally 
complying with the Initial Performance Standards under the Lease Agreement. There were instances 
where non-compliance on particular line segments were identified by the auditor. A number of the 
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non-compliance events were subsequently rectified. However, it could be argued that the Initial 
Performance Standards set in the Lease Agreement should have been set at a higher level at the time the 
previous government privatised Western Australia's rail network to ensure the lines were being 
maintained adequately, so the rail was able to attract and retain customers - as was the promise of the 
privatisation.  

(2) Yes.  [See paper 2793.] 

DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND INFRASTRUCTURE - STATISTICS ON PLANNING AND 
REZONING MATTERS, ROAD SAFETY, RAIL SERVICES AND TAXIS 

2289. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) How many planning and rezoning matters, including appeals, were determined by the Minister herself 
in March 2007, and what was the nature of each case? 

(2) How many planning or rezoning matters were yet to be determined by the State Administrative Tribunal 
(SAT) in March 2007? 

(3) How much money was spent on Road Safety advertising in March 2007?  

(4) How much money was provided to the Council of Road Safety in March 2007?  

(5) What was the total amount of money collected by the Government last month in Multanova fines? 

(6) What is the latest total estimated cost for the construction of the Perth to Bunbury Highway in 
March 2007? 

(7) What is the estimated completion date of the Perth to Bunbury Highway in March 2007? 

(8) What was the total number of all contractor claims made across the whole Southern Suburbs Railway, 
whether substantiated or not in March 2007? 

(9) What was the total number, and value of contractor claims made across the whole Southern Suburbs 
Railway that have been - 

(a) accepted by the Public Transport Authority (PTA) in March 2007; and 

(b) rejected by the PTA in March 2007? 

(10) What was the total number of security personnel (FTEs) employed on Transperth services in 
March 2007? 

(11) What was the total number of complaints regarding safety or security on Transperth services in 
March 2007? 

(12) What was the total number of assaults that occurred on Transperth services in March 2007? 

(13) What was the number of peak period restricted taxis available to the public in the metropolitan area in 
March 2007? 

(14) What was the number of stoppages on passenger rail services that exceeded 30 minutes in March 2007 - 

(a) in the metropolitan area; and 

(b) in regional areas? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(1) The request if too open ended and will require an undue diversion of resources to provide an adequate 
response.  If the Member could be more specific in his request, then the information can be provided. 

(2) The Member's question should be referred to the Attorney General. 

(3)-(4) The Member's question should be referred to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services; 
Community Safety; Water Resources; Sport & Recreation. 

(5) The total amount collected by the Government in respect of Multanova fines for the month of April was 
$1,138,873. (The March figure was $1,550,246) 

(6) Main Roads has signed the Alliance Agreement based on a contract target cost of $511M in 2006 
dollars. 

$20M of Federal Government's original contribution was subject to construction commencing in 2006. 
This requirement was met with work commencing on-site in December 2006. 

(7) Completion is expected at the end of 2009. 
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(8)-(9) I will not provide detail relating to specific claim that is the subject of discussion, negotiation, dispute 
or litigation between the Public Transport Authority and any of its contractors. It would be most 
improper to do so and could well jeopardise the position of either party to the contact. 

(10) With respect to Transperth Train Operations there were 340 security personnel employed as 
at 31 March 2007. Security Services on the Transperth Bus and Ferry system are contracted to a private 
security firm. The total number of security hours provided for March 2007 was 6,767.75 hours. 

(11) 14 complaints regarding Safety or Security were recorded on Transperth Services in March 2007. 

(12) 52 assaults occurred on Transperth services in March 2007. 

(13) The number of Peak Period Restricted taxis available to the public in the metropolitan area in 
March 2007 was 194. 

(14) (a) Nil 

(b) Nil 

POLICE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES - STATISTICS 

2290. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services 

(1) How many sworn Police Officers (FTEs and Head Count) were working in the following metropolitan 
districts in March 2007, and what was the authorised strength of each of those districts - 

(a) South East Metropolitan; 

(b) South Metropolitan; 

(c) North West Metropolitan; 

(d) East Metropolitan; 

(e) West Metropolitan; 

(f) Central Metropolitan; 

(g) Regional Coordinators; and 

(h) in total? 

(2) How many sworn Police Officers (FTEs and Head Count) were working in the following regional 
districts in March 2007, and what was the authorised strength of each of those districts - 

(a) Great Southern; 

(b) South West; 

(c) Peel; 

(d) Wheatbelt; 

(e) Goldfields-Esperance; 

(f) Kimberley; 

(g) Mid-West Gascoyne; 

(h) Pilbara; and 

(i) in total? 
(3) How many police recruits graduated from the Western Australian Police Academy in March 2007 and 

where were they placed? 
(4) How many Police Officers resigned (not retired) from the Western Australian Police Service in 

March 2007? 
(5) How many Police Officers were dismissed from the Western Australian Police Service in March 2007 

and what were the reasons in each case? 
(6) What was the average and maximum response time for all categories (priority one, priority two, priority 

three) in each of the following Metropolitan Police districts in March 2007 - 

(a) South East Metropolitan; 

(b) South Metropolitan; 

(c) North West Metropolitan; 

(d) East Metropolitan; 
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(e) West Metropolitan; 

(f) Central Metropolitan; 

(g) Regional Coordinator; and 

(h) in total? 

(7) What was the average and maximum response time for all categories (priority one, priority two, priority 
three) in each of the following Regional Police districts in March 2007 - 

(a) Great Southern; 

(b) South West; 

(c) Peel; 

(d) Wheatbelt; 

(e) Goldfields-Esperance; 

(f) Kimberley; 

(g) Mid-West Gascoyne; 

(h) Pilbara; and 

(i) in total? 

(8) What is the target response time for the following category of offences in both the metropolitan and 
country regions - 

(a) priority one; 

(b) priority two; and 

(c) priority three? 

(9) How many priority one offences were not responded to within the target time in the following 
metropolitan districts in March 2007 - 

(a) South East Metropolitan; 

(b) South Metropolitan; 

(c) North West Metropolitan; 

(d) East Metropolitan; 

(e) West Metropolitan; 

(f) Central Metropolitan; 

(g) Regional Coordinator; and 

(h) in total? 

(10) How many priority two offences were not responded to within the target time in the following 
metropolitan districts in March 2007 - 

(a) South East Metropolitan; 

(b) South Metropolitan; 

(c) North West Metropolitan; 

(d) East Metropolitan; 

(e) West Metropolitan; 

(f) Central Metropolitan; 

(g) Regional Coordinator; and 

(h) in total? 
(11) How many priority one offences were not responded to within the target time in the following regional 

districts in March 2007 - 

(a) Great Southern; 

(b) South West; 

(c) Peel; 
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(d) Wheatbelt; 

(e) Goldfields-Esperance; 

(f) Kimberley; 

(g) Mid-West Gascoyne; 

(h) Pilbara; and 

(i) in total? 

(12) How many priority two offences were not responded to within the target time in the following regional 
districts in March 2007 - 

(a) Great Southern; 

(b) South West; 

(c) Peel; 

(d) Wheatbelt; 

(e) Goldfields-Esperance; 

(f) Kimberley; 

(g) Mid-West Gascoyne; 

(h) Pilbara; and 

(i) in total?  

(13) How many Police Officers were forced to transfer from one town or city to another in March 2007? 

(14) Which Police Stations, if any, reduced their opening times to the public in March 2007 and what were 
the details and reasons in each case? 

(15) How many people escaped from legal custody in March 2007, what was the nature of their crime(s) or 
alleged crime(s), how did they escape, and are they still at large? 

(16) How many Police Officers took sick or stress leave in March 2007, what was the total number of days 
off and the total cost to the Western Australian Police Service? 

(17) How many crimes were reported to Police in March 2007? 

(18) What was the overall clearance rate for all crimes in March 2007?  

(19) How many Police Officers were working in non-operational roles in March 2007? 

(20) How many road deaths occurred in Western Australia in March 2007? 

(21) How many different Multanova speed cameras were operating in March 2007 in - 

(a) the metropolitan area; and 

(b) the regional area? 
(22) What was the total amount of money collected by the Government in March 2007 in Multanova fines? 

(23) How many vehicles were impounded in March 2007 under the “Anti Hoon” laws? 

(24) How many vehicles impounded in March 2007 under the Government's “Anti Hoon” laws were not 
owned by the driver? 

(25) How many vehicles were sold by the State or permanently impounded in March 2007 under the “Anti 
Hoon” laws and what was the total value of those vehicles? 

(26) What was the total value of all items seized under the State's Confiscation of Assets laws in 
March 2007? 

(27) How much money was spent advertising by the Police Department in March 2007 (please provide a 
breakdown)? 

(28) How many of the following items were lost, stolen or misplaced in March 2007 - 

(a) firearms; 

(b) batons; 

(c) pepper sprays; 

(d) riot shields; 
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(e) riot helmets; 

(f) bullet-proof vests; 

(g) stab-proof vests; and 

(h) handcuffs? 

(29) What percentage of people taken into custody at the East Perth Lock Up tested positive for drug use in 
March 2007? 

(30) In March 2007, what were the average response times of the Fire and Emergency Services Authority 
(FESA) to - 

(a) property fires in the metropolitan area; 

(b) grass, scrub, bush and rubbish fires in the metropolitan region; 

(c) Hazmat incidents in the metropolitan region; and 

(d) rescues in the metropolitan region? 

(31) What was the number of FESA fire and rescue employees (FTE), in March 2007 and what was the 
recommended strength? 

(32) What was the number of FESA fire and rescue volunteers, in March 2007? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

Please refer to question on notice 1940. 

__________ 


