
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Thursday, 12 March 2009 

                 

THE SPEAKER (Mr G.A. Woodhams) took the chair at 9.00 am, and read prayers. 

PERTH-GERALDTON PASSENGER TRAIN 

Petition 

MR I.C. BLAYNEY (Geraldton) [9.01 am]: I have a petition bearing 647 signatures, couched in the following 
terms — 

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

We, the undersigned, say that we are strongly supportive of a passenger train from Geraldton to Perth. 
The current transport system is not suitable for the aged, sick, expectant mothers or veterans. A faster 
and safer way of travel is needed. 

Now we ask the Legislative Assembly initiate our request. 

[See petition 49.] 

BURSLEM DRIVE, MADDINGTON 

Petition 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [9.02 am]: I have a petition bearing 92 signatures couched in the following 
terms — 

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

We, the undersigned have grave concerns for our personal safety when using Burslem Drive in 
Maddington either by vehicle, mobility scooters (gophers), or as a pedestrian. Due to the configuration 
of the road there are problems with speeding, poor visibility of on-coming traffic and heavy vehicle 
usage. 

This is of particular concern for we the residents residing at Arcadia Waters Retirement Village, 
Maddington.  

Now we petitioners do respectfully request the Legislative Assembly to take action to ensure a review, 
and the necessary alterations of this road being better traffic control and pedestrian crossings, are 
carried out as a matter of urgency.  

[See petition 50.] 

ESPERANCE LEAD CONTAMINATION 

Statement by Premier 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe — Premier) [9.03 am]: I provide the Assembly with a further update on the 
government’s action on issues concerning Esperance and the Esperance Port Authority. Removal of the stranded 
Magellan lead carbonate is on schedule. The negative pressure and exhaust systems in the lead shed are 
operating to stringent specifications. Lead emissions from this operation are being monitored daily and are well 
within the required limits. Currently, about 1 000 bags of lead carbonate have been filled and containerised. That 
is equivalent to almost 2 000 tonnes of the 8 500 total tonnage to be exported. The first shipment of 26 filled 
containers will occur at the end of March, with the remainder planned to be shipped at the end of April or early 
May. A deed of settlement has been negotiated with Magellan Metals for the remediation of the past and future 
clean-up of the town and the removal of the lead shed. This settlement provides a total of $9 million to be paid to 
the state. 

The Esperance clean-up and recovery project is underway. The project director has been appointed and is located 
in Esperance. An office has been established in Esperance specifically for this clean-up project. Reverse osmosis 
filters have been fitted to the homes of children who had recorded elevated blood levels. A steering committee to 
oversee this clean-up and recovery project has been established, and includes members of the Esperance 
community, the Esperance Chamber of Commerce and Industry and the Shire of Esperance. Testing of 21 
properties has been carried out as a first step in order to determine the degree and extent of the lead 
contamination in Esperance. This sampling was conducted between 23 and 26 February 2009. Numerous samples 
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have been taken from each property. Samples are being analysed and will be assessed against standards for the 
clean-up developed by the Department of Health. Once results of this intensive sampling trial have been 
assessed, those homes requiring cleaning will be thoroughly cleaned. A further series of samples will then be 
taken to validate the cleaning process. With this information, a comprehensive cleaning program will begin. It is 
not currently possible to determine how long it will take for the clean-up and for the final cost to be known until 
the number of homes requiring cleaning and the extent of cleaning required is known. It is expected that this will 
be known in the latter half of this year. However, it is likely that cleaning will extend through 2010 and 2011. As 
indicated to the house in December 2008, the total cost of cleaning the homes and other premises in Esperance 
could be as high as $20 million. 

In relation to nickel exports, in November 2008 the government made a commitment to short-term modifications 
to existing infrastructure and longer term construction of a world-class, purpose-built bulk handling facility at 
the Esperance port over a period of 24 months. These engineering works are currently being progressed by the 
Esperance Port Authority. Together with colleagues and local members, I attended a public forum and open day 
convened in Esperance on 8 February, which was attended by around 200 people. The purpose of this forum was 
to provide advice to the Esperance community on the toxicology of nickel sulphide and the infrastructure 
upgrades at the Esperance port. I am also pleased to announce two new appointments to the board of the 
Esperance Port Authority: Mr Tim Shanahan and Ms Cathy Finlayson. 

QUARTERLY FINANCIAL RESULTS REPORT 

Statement by Treasurer 

MR T.R. BUSWELL (Vasse — Treasurer) [9.07 am]: I released the December 2008 Quarterly Financial 
Results Report on Friday, 27 February 2009. This report showed that, while the general government sector 
returned a surplus for the six months to 31 December 2008, it was a significant $532 million, or 40 per cent, 
lower than for the same period last financial year. The surplus has been underpinned by revenue growth that was 
bolstered by iron ore prices and North West Shelf petroleum royalties. However, transfer duty continues to 
perform badly this year, with collections for the first six months of 2008-09 $610 million, or 50 per cent, lower 
than at the same time in 2007-08. This is a reflection of the substantial challenges facing the economy here in 
Western Australia, interstate and overseas. Of greater concern is the 13.1 per cent increase in expenses for the 
half year, which has been driven by rising public sector salary costs. General government expenditure is 
continuing to grow at unsustainable levels, setting the scene for a rigorous and disciplined 2009-10 budget 
process. The house is well aware that this government is addressing spending control. We have allocated the 
three per cent efficiency dividend to agencies and we are conducting an economic audit and a capital works 
audit, and we have instigated a ceiling on public sector full-time employment numbers. These initiatives will 
help us formulate what is expected to be a very challenging first budget, on which the government is working 
hard to balance the need for the government to support the state’s economy and the jobs of Western Australians 
with the need to build a sustainable foundation to underpin the state’s finances. I table a copy of the report. 

[See paper 720.]  

PREMIER’S STATEMENT 

Consideration 

Resumed from 11 March on the following question — 

That the Premier’s Statement be noted. 

MR R.H. COOK (Kwinana — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [9.09 am]: I rise to contribute to this debate 
and to raise a number of issues of concern, particularly in my area of interest of health. Members would be aware 
that over the Christmas period and in the intervening weeks before Parliament sat there was a very damaging 
series of memo leaks out of the Department of Health. Those leaks highlight the issues with the government’s 
demand that the health department extract a three per cent efficiency dividend, or make a budget cut. Examples 
of those leaks include a document from Fremantle Hospital that was a directive to staff to undertake a range of 
cuts including the elimination or phasing out of care awaiting placement beds, a reduction in staffing and the 
elimination of agency nurses and casual nurses. Ultimately, the Minister for Health defended this document by 
describing it as a “discussion paper”—a mere venting of options or ideas that might be floating in the system. 
We later saw a leaked memo from Swan District Hospital about other three per cent cuts, only to see another 
memo later that day in which it was claimed that it was not related to the three per cent cuts. It will not surprise 
the house to learn that the initial memo focused on nursing and other care-related aspects of the hospital’s 
function. We also saw a leaked memo from the WA Country Health Service in which more three per cent cuts 
were mentioned. That memo listed a range of options that the service was pursuing as part of the three per cent 
reduction process: the reduction of casual hours; the non-replacement of staff in non-essential positions taking 
leave—staff are to contact the manager to confirm replacement; the taking of other leave to replace reduced 
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hours; a review of job workflows to rationalise duties and possibly combine positions; and cutbacks across the 
hospital system. Strangely enough, that memo was also reissued later that same day, claiming that these issues 
were not related to the three per cent efficiency cuts.  

The minister’s office is undertaking a range of activities to chop off memos after they have been issued to try to 
circumvent any political fallout from these damaging cuts and the laying bare of the ridiculous notion that the 
government’s measures in this area do not affect patient care. However, there is overwhelming evidence that this 
is precisely the case. When the opposition has asked about the three per cent cuts, the government has used the 
excuse that we can wait until the next budget, at which time the government will tell us where the cuts will take 
place. Of course, the three per cent cuts are happening now: $59.9 million is to come out of the Department of 
Health in 2008-09; $126.2 million in 2009-10—that is about $180 million in 18 months; 132.5 million in 
2010-11; and $139.5 million in 2011-12. They are substantial cuts that will all impact upon the very nature of 
patient care. The minister has said on a number of occasions that none of these cuts will impact upon front-line 
services. A simple declaration that “No, this will not happen” has essentially been the minister’s contribution to 
the debate, but on a day-to-day basis we see overwhelming evidence that they do impact on front-line services. 

I want, for a moment, to look at the commentary from the Under Treasurer.  

Dr K.D. Hames: Tell me what you would have done as minister. 

Mr R.H. COOK: I will come to that, minister. We will have the opportunity to see how things should be 
handled, in a much more professional manner and in a manner that would provide greater political leadership—
more leadership and hard work than the government has managed to date. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! There are some members interested in this particular debate. I am interested to hear 
from the member for Kwinana. I know that members further back in the house may be having another 
conversation; I would prefer that they did not.  

Mr R.H. COOK: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The Under Treasurer has quoted a 2004 Productivity Commission 
report to suggest that there is all this spare cash in the health department. It is an unfortunate exercise in the 
sense that he is trying to demonstrate that the recurrent funding on a per capita basis in Western Australia puts us 
at the bottom of the productivity scale in health. If we were in fact in 2004, he might actually have a point, but of 
course we are not; we are in 2009. If the Under Treasurer had bothered to look at the Productivity Commission 
report for 2009, he would have seen that the Western Australian health department, given that it has to roll out its 
health services over a very large area and apply them to a very dispersed demographic—particularly Indigenous 
health services—is highly efficient. This is something that the Australian Medical Association is very keen to 
point out. The actions of the Under Treasurer show a delegation of leadership from the minister. It is a delegation 
of leadership because all the minister has done is to ask business groups to please dob in a fat cat—tell the 
government where it can find the fat. This sort of leadership and indifference is what we have come to expect 
from the government. It is trying to undertake a process of finding efficiencies and a three per cent efficiency 
dividend by remote. It is a part-time effort of simply sending bureaucrats off to undertake the difficult stuff. The 
government will tell the bureaucrats when they have crossed the line politically by undermining them and asking 
to reissue memos and rethink their ideas. In the meantime, however, the government will not provide the 
bureaucrats with much guidance or leadership; it will simply tell them to “go out and do it”. 

Let us look at what the Australian Medical Association has to say about the Under Treasurer’s observations and 
the three per cent cuts — 

The inevitable consequences of an ongoing 3% cut in the budget for an already overstressed health 
system will be, that free public services will have to be rationed or lead to a deterioration in the public 
health system.  

I wonder if that is what the minister is looking for—a rationing of our health services. The AMA continues — 

To impose a 3% reduction in the budget, — 

The AMA observes that it is a misnomer to refer to it as an efficiency dividend — 

… against the back drop of continuing to strive to fix the health system, achieve increased efficiency, 
and provide high quality care to more and more patients attending the public system, completely 
contradicts the previous Government and the current Governments stated commitment to fix the health 
system and puts at risk the health and indeed lives of more Western Australian’s. 

… 

These and a variety of other factors underpin the Associations submission.  

This is the submission that the AMA made to the upper house subcommittee inquiry into public sector 
expenditure —  



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 12 March 2009] 1739 

 

The impact of a 3% reduction in the budget will be severe. Health should be exempt from the reduction, 
allowed to continue the reform agenda and reinvest any further efficiencies it can achieve in an 
appropriately motivated and equipped workforce, supported by appropriate capital investment and help 
fund rural and metropolitan Perth to deal with the increasing demand on health services. 

Of course, this underpins the whole dysfunction that is besetting the health department at the moment. The 
government, on coming into power, tore up the Reid report, tore up the consensus that was achieved throughout 
the health sector about how we move forward with health reform in this state, tore up the consensus that was 
achieved on hospital configurations and brought about a process whereby we now have an overstressed 
workforce, and front-line services are being undermined and are deteriorating. 

As I said, the minister has been undertaking a process of finding the efficiencies in health by remote. It is a 
process of ministerial leadership by delegation and denial—delegation in that he goes off and tells the 
department to find some cuts, to find some efficiencies, and to go and do his hard work for him, and then there is 
denial when what is actually exposed is an undermining of front-line services and an undermining of the nurses 
and doctors working in those front-line services. The minister simply refuses to accept the reality of what is 
going on in the system. Despite repeated reports in the media and reports from the staff in the system, he insists 
that the health system is not under duress, but by the same token he refuses to say where these cuts should take 
place. He refuses to explain to this place and to the people of Western Australia how these efficiency dividends 
will be found in this financial year and into the future in such a manner that front-line services will not be 
affected. In this situation, people are becoming increasingly frustrated with the way in which the minister 
continues to deny what is going on in his hospitals and what is going on in this important sector. He continues to 
deny that this is putting an intolerable strain upon the people working in the system. Either the minister is just 
plain wrong or he has no idea about what is actually happening in his department, no idea about what is actually 
going on on the front-line.  

I want to look briefly at some of the evidence, which is mounting. I say “mounting” in the sense that we and the 
media are contacted on an almost daily basis by nurses and doctors who are sick and tired of working in stressed 
situations and sick and tired of being continually undermined by this government’s policies in carrying out their 
work. Sure, they are tired. They know that working in their sector is a difficult job. They are committed 
professionals, committed to the care of their patients. They have the most difficulty and experience the highest 
level of stress when they see the stress in their patients and see patient care undermined. 

I will read some of these anecdotes to give the house the opportunity to understand them. In one note from a 
nurse, she says — 

Kalamunda Hospital is well regarded in the community, especially for the level of care able to be given 
to Palliative and Aged Care patients. With the current cuts I would question as to how long this 
reputation can be maintained. The majority of patients require two-three people for nursing care. 
Nursing staff literally ‘hit the ward running’. The flow on effect from this is that the most basic of tasks 
are attended too and any finer qualities normally associated with a ‘caring profession’ such as nursing 
are completely lost. There is also considerable potential for an increase in the number of accidents and 
errors as staff battle their way through each shift on a crisis to crisis basis.  

I have recently returned to frontline nursing and came in with a spirit of optimism believing that the 
combination of my workplace experience at a managerial level and a more mature outlook would equip 
me to deal with caring for the sick and dying. The harsh reality of juggling this caring role within the 
parameters of the current situation means that I now question the feasibility of this notion and find 
myself using my days off simply as time to recover. 

She goes on to say — 

Yes, there is plenty of scope to achieve the proposed … cuts to the Health Department within the many 
bureaucratic roles that have multiplied in a direct inversion to the rate of nurses at the frontline. Roles 
such as rostering, and stores ordering can all be done more effectively and efficiently using computer 
programs. … 

The cuts to frontline staff within WA Health Services are real. The result is that the frontline is a war 
zone. The troops are suffering from battle fatigue and civilian casualties will rise. 

This is essentially the deceit of the whole process. Recently, in a briefing for journalists, the Director General of 
the Department of Health insisted that all the cuts in the Department of Health were occurring at Royal Street, at 
the health department’s head office. When presented with the irrefutable evidence from the nurses, the anecdotes 
that are going to the media on a daily basis, the director general quite simply said, “No, that’s not true.” He 
entered into the same process of denial as the minister, who is constantly undertaking a process of denial and 
constantly rejecting the reality of what is going on. 

[Member’s time extended.] 
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Mr R.H. COOK: It is not dissimilar to the tactic that the Minister for Police takes with his portfolio and his 
cuts. He simply sends the police off and says, “Off you go. You go and make some cuts. Then, when these cuts 
enter the public domain, we’ll undermine you. Then we’ll say, ‘No, no, we don’t want to do that.’” It is quite 
simple for a Liberal government. It simply abandons all notions of political leadership and allows the bureaucrats 
to go away and make the political decisions, make the hard decisions, and it simply sits back and edits those 
decisions as they come out the other side. 

I have another quote from a nurse — 

I have seen Mr. Hames telling everyone that the frontline services had not been affected I wonder when 
was the last time he had been to the hospital. Let me tell you what is happening now: 

1. Staff are being asked to cover the extra shifts—in a way this is financially rewarding but this is one 
reason why we have nurses leaving the profession—Burn out!..and where do they go … 

Another point states — 

… carers working hours had been reduced hence the reason why families/relatives will have to start 
feeding, shower, etc the patient. The hospitals are relying on the overworked nurses as well to do this 
job! 

Another observation states — 

There was one time i was working with the nurses and one patient rang the bell and asked to go to the 
toilet. The patient needs two people to get him out of bed as heis bad on his feet so i went to get help 
from one of the nurses and the nurse told me we cant we are all busy here cause we are short staffed she 
told me to go tell the patient do it in your pad and we will come clean him up when we have time …  

Another time i was working on the ward and my job was to answer the call bells and assist with patients 
needs the nurses told me they put in a request for a particular patient to be guarded but it was rejected as 
they had too many gaurds already so they asked me to “just keep an eye on him when you have nothing 
to do” which wasnt often because we were busy at about 530am i heard a bell ring i couldnt answer the 
bell as i was busy and so were the rest of the staff when someone had finally gone to who was ringing 
the bell it was the man in the bed next to him trying to tell us he was climbing out of bed but he had 
already done so fallen on the floor and broke his shoulder mind you he already had a broken hip and 
was quiet slow to climb out of the bed so if we werent so busy we might of saved his fall mind you the 
next day he had a gaurd the same gaurd that he should of had the night before!!!  

There has also been numerous ocassions where we have left patients in wet beds for long periods 
because we havnt had time to attend to them which results in bed sores. I have also over heard Nurses 
talking amongst each other sayin oh mygod i was supposed to give this one his meds at this time ive 
just been too busy or too stressed and just plain forgot to do so sometimes hours after they were due.  

Dr K.D. Hames: Can you give us her address and I’ll write to her and ask her.  

Mr R.H. COOK: The minister says, “Give me their addresses; tell me where.” This is the whole nature of his 
leadership in the department. He comes in afterwards trying to patch up and rewrite memos, trying to undertake 
a process of obfuscation, of denial and simply sitting back, perhaps in part-time mode, perhaps with a little 
concern for the staff on the front line. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members to my right!   

Mr R.H. COOK: He is not undertaking any form of political leadership or responsibility for what is going on at 
the front-line in hospitals.  

I want to share some more observations from a nurse.  

1. Patients are telling her that the permanent staff look so stressed, the patients are worried about 
the staff!!  

2. 3 weeks ago at Fremantle, a patient who had come out of an operation 30 hours earlier did not 
have a Nursing Care Plan — 

He had no care plan at all because the nurse manager at that time said that the staff were totally overwhelmed 
and could not find time to do this. To continue — 

3. Family members are offering to assist change and turn patients to increase their comfort.  

This particular nurse was instructed by the nurse manager to accept this help, but why should nurses do that? 
Should they not actually have nurses to undertake the care process? To continue —  
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4. An elderly, obese patient with a recently operated calf, unable to relieve herself. She requested 
a bed pan, and as there was no support staff, …went in search of a nurse to assist. When she 
finally was able to return 10-15 minutes later, the poor woman had ‘flooded’ the bed. Aside 
from being embarrassed, the woman was understandably distressed about how close the urine 
come to her wound - putting her at risk of infection and amputation.  

5. Whilst this was happening, a patient with dementia was removing her IV and her clothes etc as 
she also did not have a guard on the afternoon shift. Nurses then spent extra time changing and 
cleaning the patient three times.  

6. … was told by a nurse that they would have to get a patient’s daughter in to feed and bath the 
patient, this patient was meant to be receiving 2hourly pressure care, the nurse manager told … 
“she should be fine” and the patient only was turned twice.  

These are the examples of what is happening on a daily basis on the front-line. It also comes at a time when the 
minister is trying to undertake the worthy exercise of reforming the hospital system so that the emergency 
departments — 

Mr P. Miles interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Wanneroo!  

Mr R.H. COOK: — can move more patients through the system.  

Another nurse has asked me to ask how the health minister thinks the four-hour emergency rule can be achieved 
while all these other services are being cut, while other front-line services are at risk. It is a valid question 
because it comes to the nub of the matter. The minister is keen to put out press releases on reform but is 
unwilling to put in the hard work to make sure that reform is done in a meaningful manner and to preserve front-
line services. We must look at the way the government has gone about its three per cent efficiency dividend. 
Members opposite oft remind the public and us on this side of the chamber that we undertook a similar process 
in 2001. That is very instructive in providing an example of how we should go about this process. Processes of 
finding efficiency dividends and undertaking reform in the public sector to define cuts is a very tiring, 
painstaking process that requires hard work. Under Premier Gallop’s leadership, ministers undertook the long 
process of going through budgets line by line. They sat down in partnership with departmental heads and looked 
closely at the budgets and worked with bureaucrats to find where they could make cuts. They did not simply 
send them away, saying, “Off you go, find some cuts, go away and do it. We’ll let you know.” 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Kwinana and member for Wanneroo! I know you are interested in the 
debate and in the comments the member for Kwinana is making, but I would like to be able to hear more clearly 
what the member for Kwinana is saying. I am unable to do so while the member for Wanneroo continually 
interjects across the floor.  

Mr R.H. COOK: Thank you, Mr Speaker. This takes hard, painstaking work over a period of time. In coming to 
office, we would have thought the government, particularly in the face of the global financial crisis, would be 
keen to apply itself to making sure it got down and did the hard yards of working with senior bureaucrats and 
public sector leaders to identify where they can make efficiency gains in a manner that does not affect front-line 
services. We did not see that.  

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, minister! 

Mr R.H. COOK: We saw rampant holiday taking and essentially an indifference to the pain in the health 
department’s front-line services and how it is impacting on the staff who work in a care environment on a day-
to-day basis. It was leadership by proxy; it was three per cent by proxy; there was no ownership of the cuts. 
Quite frankly, I do not think there is much knowledge of the cuts. Time and again we have called for the minister 
to explain to the public where the three per cent cuts are taking place in the health department and how these cuts 
will not impact on front-line services. Quite frankly, he has refused to do so every time.  

Dr K.D. Hames interjected.  

Mr R.H. COOK: It is the secrecy and lack of leadership. It is a lack of interest in demonstrating any sort of 
leadership in the area. The government sent the bureaucrats off to do the hard work and the minister, essentially, 
went away for Christmas. The minister’s constant denials in the media and refusal to actually detail where the 
cuts will take place will never take away the pain of the staff, the doctors and nurses working on the front line. 
While the minister, as the minister responsible for the Department of Health, refuses to actually come forward 
and provide some leadership and do the hard yards, while he refuses to detail in any open or accountable manner 
where the cuts are taking place and refuses to actually roll up his sleeves and do the hard yards in the same way 
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previous governments have done, quite frankly, neither he nor the government deserves to have the confidence 
of the people in this place.  

I will conclude by saying that front-line services need to be preserved to maintain the confidence of the public in 
the public hospital system. Health is a difficult and complex area. It has a range of stakeholders and a range of 
interests, all driven by demand and their compassion in caring for their patients. Unfortunately, we have a 
minister—indeed, he is not alone in this; he is no orphan—who is concerned only with sending away his 
bureaucrats to do the hard work. He does not display the required leadership. Quite frankly, he does not deserve 
the confidence of the Premier and the members of this place. 

Mr Speaker, if I may, before I sit down — 

The SPEAKER: It was my impression that the member had concluded his speech, but I sometimes have 
different impressions of things! I ask the member to please conclude his speech. 

Amendment to Question 

Mr R.H. COOK: I will conclude by moving an amendment. I move —  

That the following words be added after “noted” — 

and that this house condemns the Liberal-National government for its cuts to state government 
front-line services 

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr R.F. Johnson (Leader of the House). 

[Continued on page 1749.] 

EDUCATION AND HEALTH STANDING COMMITTEE 

First Report — “Inquiry into the Tobacco Products Control Amendment Bill 2008” — Tabling 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [9.41 am]: I present for tabling the first report of the Education and 
Health Standing Committee, entitled “Inquiry into the Tobacco Products Control Amendment Bill 2008”. 

[See paper 718.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD: I have great pleasure in tabling the first, and unanimous, report from the newly elected 
Education and Health Standing Committee, following the review of the Tobacco Products Control Amendment 
Bill 2008. I point out to Parliament that we have had conclusive evidence for more than 60 years that tobacco is 
a lethal product and that it has caused a global epidemic, with more than 100 million people dying from tobacco 
consumption in the last century. Further, this Parliament, by reviewing the report and accepting the committee’s 
recommendations, can help curb the current consumption rate of tobacco and help reduce the additional one 
billion deaths anticipated from tobacco consumption this century. 

I thank my fellow committee members: Peter Abetz, Ian Blayney, Jim McGinty and Peter Watson. The 
committee put much time and effort into this report, and all members showed a great willingness to participate 
and ensure a speedy and effective process. I appreciate all their contributions. I give special thanks to our 
parliamentary research staff: David Worth and Tim Hughes. They are skilled, supportive, efficient and 
exceptionally hardworking. They ensured that the entire process ran very smoothly indeed. They conducted a 
great deal of research on behalf of the committee. No task was too big for them to take on nor too small to follow 
up. Parliament is fortunate to be served by such outstanding officers. I recognise their exceptional contributions 
and express my appreciation to them on behalf of the committee. My personal thanks go to Professor Mike 
Daube, professor of health policy and president of the Australian Council on Smoking and Health.  

This is an important public health issue that requires urgent action. Members have been aware of these issues for 
many years. Members have been aware of this bill since before Christmas, when it was tabled. The opposition 
pursued these initiatives when it was in government, and the current Minister for Health took the initiative when 
he was in opposition of tabling a bill to prevent people from smoking in cars with children, for which he 
deserves great credit. I thank the Deputy Premier and Minister for Health, Kim Hames, for the advice and 
assistance he has given me. Members have also been aware that the inquiry was being conducted. They have had 
the capacity to put in submissions or to come along to hearings, so all members were aware of the process. 

One of the most encouraging aspects of this report is that it is not breaking new ground, either conceptually or by 
following precedents elsewhere. Effectively, there is no recommendation in the report that has not been 
implemented elsewhere. Similarly, there is nothing in the report about, for example, passive smoking that was 
not in the Department of Health’s report some time ago on passive smoking. Indeed, the Department of Health’s 
recommendations in some areas go further than some of the recommendations in the committee’s report. In fact, 
I will read a quote from Professor Mike Daube that I believe will help people appreciate the dangers of passive 
tobacco smoke. He said that passive smoking in alfresco eating areas exposes us to health risks we would not 
dream of allowing at the workplace. 
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It is vital to remember the case for the bill. Smoking remains our largest preventable cause of death and disease. 
We have known for nearly 60 years that smoking is lethal. We now have more and more evidence that it causes 
many cancers, cardiovascular disease, respiratory disease and much other harm besides. The warning on the pack 
is right—smoking kills. It has killed nearly one million Australians since we have known about its dangers. It 
stands to kill many, many more. We have also known for nearly 30 years that passive smoking is harmful. The 
evidence is now simply overwhelming. Passive smoking is dangerous. Some people in the community, and even 
in this house, still may not have taken on board and internalised just how harmful passive smoking can be. 
Again, as my friend Mike often states, exposure to second-hand smoke in alfresco areas is not just a nuisance; it 
is a proven health risk. There is no safe level of exposure. I am talking about significant and proven health risks. 
People eating alfresco deserve an environment that is as safe as the food they eat. 

Through legislation, Parliament ensures that money, time and effort are focused on preventing hazards and 
harms to protect the community from risk. For instance, millions of dollars are spent on protecting the 
community and workers from asbestos. The world’s greatest epidemiologist, Professor Sir Richard Doll, who 
first identified the dangers of smoking and who died only recently, was also one of the key figures in identifying 
the dangers of asbestos. Members may wish to ponder on this comment from Sir Richard Doll. He said that an 
hour a day in a room with a smoker is nearly 100 times more likely to cause lung cancer in a non-smoker than 
20 years spent in a building containing asbestos. I do not argue against protecting people from asbestos; quite the 
reverse. This bill is about applying some similar urgency to protecting the community from passive smoking and 
its dangers. This is standard health protection legislation, just like the measures the government is introducing to 
protect the community against the dangers of lead contamination. Surely we need similar protection from the 
even more direct and evident dangers of passive smoking.  

This bill is about protecting children and adults from exposure to and promotion of a lethal product. The 
committee assessed the evidence on whether ending displays of tobacco products at the point of sale, banning 
smoking in identified outdoor areas such as where people are eating and drinking, in children’s playgrounds, 
between the flags at beaches and in cars in which children under 18 years of age are passengers would protect 
children and adults from smoking and passive smoking. Having reviewed the evidence presented from local, 
national and international individuals and groups, the committee unanimously supports the intent of the bill and 
has suggested modifications to encompass submissions, public hearings and consultation with industry groups 
and government departments. As an individual and as a member of the committee, I have been enormously 
encouraged by the level of support for the measures contained in the bill, in particular the support from the most 
highly respected health organisations in the community. These include the Australian Medical Association, the 
Cancer Council WA, the Heart Foundation, the Telethon Institute for Child Health Research, the Australian 
Council on Smoking and Health, the Public Health Association of Australia, the Asthma Foundation of WA, 
Diabetes WA and many more. Surveys show very strong support for all aspects of the legislation and very little 
opposition. 

The committee also heard a great deal of convincing evidence in support of the bill, adopted some very helpful 
suggestions from the submissions and discussions and tried to incorporate improvements on the basis of those 
suggestions; they improve the bill but they make no substantive change to its thrust, approach or key 
components. 

An issue that attracted some attention related to the role of police in enforcing the legislation. The Commissioner 
of Police made it very clear that he supports both the purpose and the intent of protecting children from smoke in 
cars. We know from the implementation of legislation in other countries and other states that this legislation 
works very well indeed, with minimal costings. The legislation will, of course, be implemented 
opportunistically, much like legislation on mobile phones and seatbelts. There is no talk of lectures or police 
being transferred from work on investigating murders to chasing down smokers. The police will occasionally 
issue infringement notices which will be paid through a simple process. The police commissioner’s concerns 
were primarily about the cost of activities for which the police are funded. These issues have been addressed in 
the way the legislation will be implemented and costs will be absolutely minimal. Implementation will be 
opportunistic and occasional. We know from experience elsewhere on other issues that this legislation will be 
observed by the vast majority of the community and that policing will not be an issue here, as it has not been 
elsewhere. However, and so importantly, many children will be protected from an immediate and serious health 
risk.  

We have made some procedural changes to the legislation in recognition of concerns that have been raised with 
us. Those people who are concerned about the cost to retailers of the display of tobacco products might do well 
to recall first that these displays promote a lethal product to children, to would-be quitters and to others, and that 
very substantial components of those costs are in any case borne by tobacco companies. 

Behind the statistics supporting this legislation are people. Professor D’Arcy Holman and Victoria Gray of the 
University of Western Australia recently reported that almost 400 children aged under five years are admitted to 
our public hospital emergency departments every year as a direct result of passive smoking. That statistic is just 
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the tip of the iceberg. Only this week a major paper titled “The Economic Impact of Exposure to Secondhand 
Smoke in Minnesota” was published in the American Journal of Public Health. Scientists from the John Hopkins 
Bloomberg School of Public Health in Baltimore concluded in that paper that the total annual cost of treatment 
in Minnesota for conditions in which there is a causal link to exposure to second-hand smoke was $228.7 million 
in 2008; that is equivalent to almost $45 per Minnesota resident. That figure, $45 per resident, equates to around 
$100 million in Western Australia for the cost of all treatment caused by passive smoking alone. 

This bill is about protecting the health of all Western Australians, and especially the health of children and non-
smokers. It protects children from passive smoking in cars where they are captive and vulnerable, it protects all 
non-smokers from passive smoking in major areas of potential exposure, and it protects children and others, such 
as people trying to quit, from exposure to cigarette promotion. Currently 15 000 Australians are killed by 
tobacco each year—1 400 deaths a year in Western Australia—and many times that number are poisoned by 
tobacco. This report on the bill and the recommendations are an important step along the way to saving many 
thousands of Western Australians from unnecessary deaths and disease. 

MR P. ABETZ (Southern River) [9.57 am]: I must confess that when this Tobacco Products Control 
Amendment Bill was tabled in Parliament, my immediate reaction was: “Is this a bit of nanny-state legislation? 
Is this another piece of legislation that spells out more controls on the lives of individuals?” I must confess, 
therefore, that I approached the bill with a fairly critical spirit. However, having heard the evidence presented by 
expert witnesses, I note that smoking has a staggering cost to our society. In Australia 750 000 hospital bed days 
are taken up in public hospitals because of smoking, which costs us $31.5 billion a year. In Western Australia the 
cost to our health budget from hospital beds occupied due to smoking is $2.4 billion. In Australia 34 children die 
each year as a result of passive smoking; not because they pick up a cigarette and puff on it, but simply because 
of passive smoking. In fact the children of mothers who smoke end up in hospital twice as often as the children 
of non-smoking mothers. The cost of hospitalisation of children due to passive smoking comes to $34 million a 
year in our state. 

The evidence that was presented to us in particular by Professor Peter Sly, the head of clinical services at the 
Telethon Institute of Child Health Research, convinced me that passive smoking is not only a nuisance but also a 
very serious health threat. The evidence of the dangers of second-hand smoke is very strong and we cannot 
continue to ignore its impact. I will spend a moment on each of the issues that the Education and Health Standing 
Committee looked at. Other states have already banned smoking in cars and it is interesting to note that even 
80 per cent of smokers in Western Australia are fully supportive of this measure. I will not dwell on it because 
there is widespread agreement on this issue. I think Western Australia is very close to being the only state that 
does not have a ban on smoking in cars when children are present.  

Another issue the committee looked at was point-of-sale displays. Again, I wondered to what extent that was 
really significant and whether we really need to regulate that. However, again the research is very clear. Brand 
loyalty is quite strong amongst adult smokers, and because all other forms of tobacco advertising have pretty 
much been banned, the tobacco companies use the point-of-sale displays to attract the attention of young people. 
Therefore, the displays are not aimed at adult smokers, but at attracting the attention of teenagers and children. 
The tragedy is that half the number of teenagers who smoke today and continue to smoke will be dead and 
buried by the time they reach middle age. That is the reality of the seriousness of people smoking. Therefore, the 
committee recommends that a point-of-sale display ban be phased in over time. Several other states already ban 
point-of-sale displays. Some of the major supermarkets in Tasmania have already undertaken the point-of-sale 
display ban on a voluntary basis ahead of schedule and it has not created any major issues for the retailers. Given 
the fact that smoking is such a serious health cost, anything that we can do to reduce the number of young 
people, in particular, taking up smoking deserves our support. Evidence of the importance of point-of-sale 
displays in recruiting smokers was clearly presented to the committee by experts, witnesses and the submissions 
that we received. Indeed, the importance of the point-of-sale display to tobacco companies is borne out by the 
fact that generally tobacco companies pay for any change to the display because they know how important it is 
for those displays to be in a form that attracts new clients or customers. 

The outdoor eating area bans in the Tobacco Products Control Amendment Bill 2008 are perhaps the most 
controversial, yet it is interesting that only 10 per cent of the submissions the committee received expressed any 
opposition to this provision. The committee went to several hotels that the Australian Hotels Association asked 
us to visit. One of these was the Odin Tavern. The proprietor had invested half a million dollars in establishing a 
beer garden setting so that people could eat and smoke outside. The proprietor told us that he was very 
concerned he would lose some of his investment if people were not allowed to smoke in the beer garden. The 
committee members mingled with the people who were eating, smoking and drinking in the beer garden and 
asked them whether they would still go there if they were not allowed to smoke. The interesting thing was that 
every single one of them said, “Yes, I would.” Some people indicated that they probably would not stay as long 
if they could not smoke there, which could be beneficial for their family life because they would probably drink 
a little less alcohol as well. 
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Mr D.A. Templeman: Member, where is that? 

Mr P. ABETZ: The Odin Tavern in Balcatta. 

Mr J.A. McGinty: Some of them went on a pub crawl! 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

Mr P. ABETZ: Yes, my electorate officer received a phone call from Janet and she had not met Janet before. 
Janet simply said, “It’s Janet here. I just wanted to invite Mr Abetz to come on a pub crawl.” My electorate 
officer said, “Well, Mr Abetz definitely wouldn’t be going on a pub crawl!” Never mind.  

It was an interesting educational experience. The reality is that the smokers in the beer garden indicated that they 
thought it was almost inevitable that sooner or later smoking would be banned in such a place. Therefore, I do 
not believe that the Australian Hotels Association’s assertions that such a ban would result in a significant loss of 
business is really supported by the evidence. It is also interesting that evidence in Queensland, which introduced 
a smoking ban in alfresco areas in 2006, points to increased patronage of beer gardens because 85 per cent of the 
population are non-smokers and they now feel much happier about going to beer gardens, which are usually very 
pleasant settings. It has resulted in increased patronage of outdoor eating areas. Therefore, for those people who 
are perhaps concerned about whether it is fair for the hoteliers, the evidence suggests that it will not be a case of 
the sky falling.  

Another issue with outdoor eating areas is that some local governments have already banned smoking in alfresco 
areas. Currently in Perth on one side of a road people are allowed to smoke in alfresco areas, but are in trouble if 
they smoke in alfresco areas on the other side of the road. Uniformity throughout the state on this matter is 
certainly a desirable thing. 

I will leave other committee members to speak about smoking bans in outdoor play areas and safe swimming 
areas. One quick point I make in conclusion is that with the growing ageing population, our hospital system will 
come under increasing pressure as baby boomers, such as I am, age. There is enormous pressure on our hospital 
system, so if we can reduce the number of people smoking and the effect of passive smoking on people’s health, 
it will result in a significant cost saving. We should also remember that if we reach the benchmark set by the 
Council of Australian Governments to reduce smokers to 10 per cent of the population by 2018, this state will 
get increased federal funding. Currently, about 15 per cent of the population smoke. 

MR I.C. BLAYNEY (Geraldton) [10.07 am]: I must confess that as a young man I tried to start smoking three 
times but, as I have been known to say, I did not have the willpower to start. I grew up in a household where my 
father smoked constantly and my mother did not. My father’s smoking was probably related to his war service. 
He lived to the ripe old age of 70 and what took him had nothing to do with smoking. Since I suffer pretty badly 
from hay fever, I also suffer pretty badly from smoking. 

I have worked around smokers for most of my life. I employed a man for about six years who was suddenly 
taken. I always assumed he was in his mid-60s, but as it turned out he was actually in his mid-50s, and I suspect 
that had something to do with the fact that for breakfast he used to have a cigarette and a can of Coke. There is 
no doubt about the effects of smoking on health; smoking harms nearly every organ in the body. Smoking 
increases the rate of cancers, such as bladder, cervical, renal, leukaemia and oral cancer. Smoking has a clear 
effect on the health of smokers in the areas of lung function, increased stroke and heart disease, and asthma. 
Young children exposed to smoking have an increased risk of sudden infant death syndrome and lower birth 
weight and have an increased likelihood of being delivered preterm. Nicotine is, of course, one of the most 
addictive substances known to man. Research on second-hand smoke is becoming clearer by the day. It causes 
about 3 000 lung cancer deaths per annum in the United States. Children are particularly susceptible due to their 
smaller airways and their greater oxygen demand. It has a severe effect on children’s developing immune 
systems. Children breathe three to four times more air per kilogram of body weight than adults. Approximately 
500 children are hospitalised in Western Australia each year with illnesses related to tobacco smoke. The cost of 
smoking in Australia, as mentioned before, is about $31.5 billion a year and Western Australia’s share of that is 
about $2.4 billion a year. The smoking rate in 1950 for men in Western Australia was 70 per cent; it is now 
down to 15 per cent.  

The World Health Organization created MPOWER, which relates to the six most important and effective 
tobacco control policies. These six policies were raising taxes and prices; warning everyone about the dangers of 
tobacco; offering help to those who wanted to quit; banning advertising, promotion and sponsorship; protecting 
people from second-hand smoke; and carefully monitoring the epidemic and prevention policies.  

I now refer to the Education and Health Standing Committee’s report. The first area outlined is product display 
bans. Currently, retailers may display smoking products over one square metre at the point of sale. This is a form 
of advertising, as it is entirely visible. I ask members to consider it from the eyes of a child or a teenager. It 
indicates ease of access, assists product recall, indicates acceptance and suggests that smoking is widespread. 
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This practice has seen a definite increase in impulse purchasing. Indications are that such product display bans 
have had a positive effect in Iceland, Thailand, Ireland and the Canadian provinces that have introduced them.  

The next area I refer to is the direct impact that smoking has upon children in cars. The committee’s report 
suggests that tobacco products must not be used in a car if there is a passenger in it under the age of 17 years. As 
I mentioned before, children have a higher oxygen requirement per kilo of body weight and therefore their intake 
of smoke is also proportionately higher. This ban was implemented in California on 1 January 2008. Other US 
states with a ban similar to this are Arkansas and Louisiana, and similar bans are also found in the Canadian 
provinces of British Columbia, Nova Scotia, Ontario and Yukon.  

I refer to outdoor eating and dining areas. Basically, the report recommends that a person must not use tobacco 
products in an outdoor eating and drinking area, and licence holders must not allow it. The health lobby strongly 
supports these measures. It would be fair to say that the commercial sector is not in favour. A question raised 
about such a ban was whether fewer people or more people would go into a hotel. Evidence tends to suggest that 
the two will balance each other out.  

I do not think there is any question on the issue of outdoor play areas. The idea is to keep smoking out of 
children’s areas. Banning smoking from play areas will help bring this about. California has had this ban since 1 
January 2002.  

I refer to safe swimming areas. Tobacco use in safe swimming areas would become an offence; that is, it would 
be an offence in areas marked by flags or marker buoys on patrolled beaches. Manly and Bondi beaches in 
Sydney have this ban. This ban was also introduced in Queensland in January 2005.  

Other committee recommendations in the report include a proposal to ban smoking in the precincts of 
Parliament; a task force to plan future initiatives to get the prevalence of smoking below 10 per cent of the 
population by 2015; and a proposal to ban smoking in prisons—which I think is achievable in enclosed spaces. I 
am not so sure whether smoking should be banned entirely in prisons. It is critical that we try to get the smoking 
rate down amongst Aboriginal people. Amazingly, up to 50 per cent of Aboriginal people smoke. This statistic 
has given us about a third of the reasons for the shorter life expectancy of Aboriginal people. Once again, I think 
this target area will be very hard to achieve. The final areas we foresee as worthwhile to phase out smoking are 
casino high-roller rooms, and nursing homes and aged care facilities. We recommend increased taxes on tobacco 
products and no longer making tobacco products available as duty-free products for inbound travellers.  

I think it is a desirable thing to reduce the incidence of smoking. Some of these measures may seem harsh; some 
may appear hard to police. In these cases, simply having the penalty on the books may be enough to reduce the 
incidence of smoking. I have come to this issue with an open mind. We all struggle with deciding where the line 
lies between individual rights and individual responsibilities, but I think that most of these recommendations 
would lead to a healthier and better WA.  

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle) [10.14 am]: I rise to speak briefly on the Education and Health Committee’s 
report. I believe the report outlines three very strong and compelling reasons why this legislation should be 
supported. Other members have spoken about the deaths and ill health that are caused by cigarette smoking. The 
report chronicles that 1 256 Western Australians die each year from smoking and related causes. Sixty-seven 
thousand hospital bed days each year and $60 million in health care costs each year are directly attributable to 
cigarette smoking. That much is common ground and well known to everybody, including those people who are 
smokers.  

The second compelling argument is that comparable jurisdictions in Australia have also looked at initiatives to 
reduce the incidence of smoking. For the past three years, Western Australia has been recognised as the most 
progressive state in Australia when it comes to anti-smoking measures. We currently enjoy the lowest incidence 
of cigarette smoking, at about 15.5 per cent, but it is something we can do better on. Page 19 of the report’s 
executive summary sets out in tabular form what has been done in each of the other states and territories in 
Australia in dealing with each of these issues, from retail display, cars with children passengers, outdoor eating 
and drinking areas, play areas and beaches. It is important to note that in some of these areas the measures 
proposed in this legislation are now the norm in Australia. In every other area, at least one other jurisdiction has 
taken the steps that are proposed by this legislation. We are not breaking new ground with the measures 
proposed in this legislation. This legislation is necessary if Western Australia is to retain its leadership in the 
field of promoting good health amongst our citizens by taking a very strong line against tobacco smoking.  

The third very compelling and new argument that has entered into this debate now relates to recent 
developments. The Council of Australian Governments agreement, signed by the Premier, commits Western 
Australia, along with every other jurisdiction in Australia, to achieve public health targets as a condition of 
federal government funding. The targets are that by 2011 the number of people smoking in Western Australia 
will have reduced by two per cent, with a further 1.5 per cent by 2013. In other words, by 2013—which is only 
four years away—we will be down to 12 per cent of the public smoking. That will be a great achievement. This 
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legislation is necessary to achieve that. Western Australia will gain access to a pool of $300 million in funding 
for states and territories over the next five years to achieve those targets. If we achieve those targets, we can 
access that funding. That is an additional reason why we should be pressing hard to support this legislation and 
any other antismoking initiatives.  

I turn now to the legislation itself. Over the past few decades the focus has been on enclosed spaces—offices, 
workplaces, clubs, pubs and places of that nature. This legislation picks up where the community is moving to 
and where the government, and local government for that matter, have moved to by extending the prohibitions 
on smoking to outdoor areas. In the last few years the government has banned smoking in school grounds and 
hospital grounds, including outdoor areas, car parks and the like. They are bans that have been introduced 
statewide. I congratulate local governments on the initiatives they have taken, particularly in the past 12 to 18 
months. I particularly congratulate the Fremantle and Perth councils, and other local government authorities as 
well, who have taken the initiative to implement bans on smoking in alfresco dining areas, children’s 
playgrounds and beaches within local council areas of responsibility. This legislation is now catching up to the 
lead shown by local government. What we are doing now, though, is extending this statewide to ensure that we 
offer protection for two reasons. Firstly, second-hand smoke—there is no argument left—is damaging to health, 
particularly for children, when it occurs in popular, public open-air places. Secondly, this legislation has as one 
of its objectives, I believe, to make smoking even more socially unacceptable. We have seen a big change in 
recent years, and that is a change we want to encourage by making smoking less acceptable to the general public.  

Apart from the high-roller room at the Burswood Casino, there is only one place where people are allowed to 
smoke indoors in Western Australia—frankly, I do not know why that is—and that is in prisons. It should not be 
allowed, and one recommendation that has been made to the Minister for Corrective Services is that in 2009 he 
implement a ban on smoking in cells and other enclosed places in prisons. There is no reason to adopt a lower 
standard for prisoners than we do for the rest of the public and expose those prisoners to cigarette smoke. It has 
been an area of concern, and if we are at all concerned about the health of the entire community, a ban on 
smoking in cells and other enclosed places in prisons needs to be implemented immediately. The 
recommendation is that by 2011 a plan be developed to prohibit smoking in prison grounds in their entirety—no 
different from the ban that has been in place now for the past 12 to 18 months in hospital grounds, school 
grounds and the like.  

The other area about which we expressed concern is smoking in mental health establishments, and we have 
strongly recommended to the Minister for Mental Health that he not undo the good work that has been done to 
prohibit smoking in those establishments. People with a mental health condition should not be treated as second-
class citizens. We should not adopt the view that it is okay for them but nobody else to kill themselves because 
they have a mental health condition. It is not okay for them to suffer further health complications from being 
allowed to smoke in indoor areas in government mental health institutions. It also raises the question of the legal 
liability of the government for allowing smoking that will kill and injure the health of those mental health 
patients in government institutions. We have made a strong recommendation to the Minister for Mental Health 
that he not proceed with the stated intention of winding back the prohibition on smoking in mental health 
institutions. I urge very strong support for this legislation to stop smoking in popular public places, in cars and in 
the areas that have been spoken about.  

In the brief time available I would like to speak about where we go from here in the fight against the dangers of 
tobacco smoke. We must continue to target the three problematic areas of Indigenous people, people with a 
mental health condition and prisoners. They are the three groups in the community that smoke 
disproportionately. Amongst Indigenous people, the rate is 51 per cent; it is the norm to smoke in Indigenous 
communities. I compliment the member for Kimberley for recently having given up smoking! Thirty-two per 
cent of mental health patients smoke, including 60 per cent of those with schizophrenia. The rate for prisoners is 
estimated to be 70 per cent. They are the target areas of the future we must be looking at.  

The committee has made recommendations to the Minister for Health to raise nationally the availability of duty-
free cigarettes—it is a disgrace. We want steps taken against the high roller room, an increase in excise and 
prohibitions on smoking in nursing homes. We want greater price increases and more anti-smoking campaigns. 
They are the two things that work in reducing cigarette smoking, and we want to see a lot more effort put into 
those areas.  

Ultimately, we must ban the sale of tobacco products. That is where we will end up. Currently, 15.5 per cent of 
the population still smoke, and I think at this stage it would not be acceptable. However, I believe that we need 
to put the public, and particularly retailers of the product, on notice that in 10 or 15 years there will be a 
prohibition on the sale of tobacco products. It wreaks too much havoc on the health of our community to 
continue to sell this poison that kills people and destroys families and their lives. Ultimately that is where we are 
going to end up. It is not one of the recommendations in this report, but I think that people need to be put on 
notice now that that is where we are heading, as I believe it is inevitable.  
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I thank the other members of the committee who have spoken today, and also the member for Albany, who is 
about to speak on this report, for their dedication, their time and the conscientious effort they put in. I also thank 
the chair and the research officers who have done a great job in getting this report together in a very short time. I 
wish the bill every success. 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [10.24 am]: I thank members for the opportunity to talk on this bill today.  

I would like to congratulate the member for Alfred Cove for having the courage to bring on this bill. I also thank 
my fellow committee members: Mr Peter Abetz; Mr Ian Blayney; and Hon Jim McGinty, PHM—that is “Past 
Health Minister”. We used his expertise a lot on the committee—when he was on time! I also thank our 
committee staff, Dr David Worth and Mr Timothy Hughes, the keeper of the password! Everything we asked for 
in this committee was provided and it was provided with speed and expertise. We have now got documents 
online sorted out! I know the staff put in a lot of work after hours, so congratulations.  

Firstly, I will go through some of the evidence given by witnesses to the committee. The evidence given by one 
of the witnesses stood out to me, which was that if cigarette smoking were introduced now, it would not be legal 
because of the things it causes and all the evidence that shows how bad it is for people’s health. As the member 
for Fremantle said just a few moments ago, what we eventually want to do is cut out smoking altogether. 

Cigarette companies are very sneaky. We prohibited the advertising of cigarettes on television and at sporting 
events, but if members watch a movie now—I was watching Underbelly the other night purely for investigative 
research — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr C.C. Porter: For the smoking! 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Yes! If members watch that show, they will see that everyone smokes—I know that it is set 
in an era when people smoked. However, if members go to a movie theatre and watch the stars of the film, they 
will see that they all smoke, but that the credits will not show that Benson and Hedges sponsored the film. It is 
all underhand money. If members compare movies now with movies of 20 years ago, they will see that when 
advertising was prohibited, people hardly ever smoked in movies because it was not seen to be right. Now, to get 
their message across, the cigarette companies are in there, but that is another thing. 

Professor Stick gave evidence about smoking in cars with children. He said that the basic premise is that if 
cigarette smoke can be smelt, the components that do the damage are present in the atmosphere. Some people 
might say, “Okay, I’m smoking in the car, I have got the windows open; that smoke’s going to go out.” Not that 
I have ever done this, but members know that if we try to throw something out of the car window, it will blow 
back, and it is the same with cigarette smoke. People who say that they are protecting their children by having 
the windows open are completely incorrect. 

Young children are sitting in car seats, strapped in, and their parents are smoking. We have been shown that 
someone with the body weight of a child will inhale four times as much smoke as an adult will. If we said to 
someone that we were going to put their child in a room and blow cigarette smoke on him to the extent that he 
would get four times as much cigarette smoke into his lungs as an adult would, people would be horrified and 
say that they would never do that to their child. However, people do that on a daily basis.  

It is not only the cigarette smoke in the car that is a problem. Smokers might get out of the car and go into a 
home where no-one smokes. If the smoke can still be smelt on the person, it is still dangerous. All the dangerous 
chemicals are still in there. The word is — 

Dr J.M. Woollard: Populative. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: That is the word! All that damage is still there. I remember when I used to work on the 
counter in the post office and customers could still come in and smoke, we had a gentleman who would say that 
he was going out to the toilet. We knew what he was doing, but we could not tell. Once we banned smoking by 
customers, we could smell him coming back into the office. It just shows that he was carrying that all around. If 
someone who has been smoking in a car goes into the house of someone who does not smoke, that person carries 
that smoke in and can cause damage. Anyone who smokes in a car with a child present is damaging that child. If 
we said to someone, “If you belt your child three times a day around the head, he will get brain damage”, that 
person would be horrified. These people are getting into a car and smoking—we are allowing it to happen—and 
they are damaging their children.  

In the United Kingdom, 17 000 children affected by passive smoking have asthma. People who smoke when 
children are around are passing conditions on to them. It has also been shown that grandmothers who smoke can 
pass asthma on to the next generation. We have this continuous cycle in which children are being damaged. 

During the committee hearing I asked Professor Geelhoed — 

Is it true that the smoke that is blown out is much more dangerous than the smoke that is inhaled?  
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He said — 

It is called sidestream-slipstream smoke. If you are smoking, you get more smoke obviously. Most 
people have filtered cigarettes, you filter out some of that stuff, but the sidestream stuff is not filtered … 

The people who are smoking are filtering it out but they are blowing out the other smoke on people who are 
inhaling it. Therefore, the passive smoker is probably being damaged more than the person who is smoking. 
Professor Sly said that people smoking in cars with pregnant women present have to be careful because it is the 
most dangerous time for those women. He stated — 

… is not generally known is that babies born to women who smoke on average have seven fewer IQ 
points than babies born to women who do not smoke, on a population basis. … to an individual means 
nothing, but to a population it means skewing of the population to the left—fewer geniuses and a lot 
more kids with behavioural and mental retardation. 

On the subject of passive smoking he went on to say — 

The reason the lungs are particularly susceptible to a lot of environmental impacts, … such as cigarette 
smoking, is they have not only the in-utero window of susceptibility, but also a prolonged period of 
post-natal maturation. Lung volume doubles in size from birth to 18 months. It doubles in size again 
from 18 months to five … the first 18 months or two years of a child’s life is all due to the formation of 
the alveoli—the gas exchange sacs … and the development … 

We are damaging our children at a very young age.  

I want to move to other sections of the bill. The only other section of the bill that worries me relates to smoking 
in alfresco areas. I know that some of our members went out on a pub crawl. We need to have more 
communication with the hospitality industry. When we introduced the first lot of legislation, a lot of work was 
done by members of Parliament and the hospitality industry. I still think we have to look at the alfresco side of 
things. I am concerned that people come out of hotels and have to smoke on the streets. The City of Fremantle 
has alfresco areas where people can smoke outside but it is a little different when there are 800 or 900 people in 
a big hotel. The nightclubs in Albany have had problems. When a boyfriend and girlfriend are in a nightclub, the 
boyfriend might go outside for a smoke and then he has to wait in the queue to get back in again to see his 
girlfriend because he thinks someone else is going to chat her up. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: In that case, you’d be getting in there, wouldn’t you? 

Mr P.B. WATSON: I was waiting for that. 

A member: That’s why you’re a non-smoker. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: I was brought up in a smoking environment. Like the member for Geraldton, my father did 
not smoke before going to war but when he came home, he was a heavy smoker. I cannot criticise him for that. 
Coles has taken down its cigarette displays in Tasmania and it has not affected business. As for smoking around 
Parliament House, I think it is an absolute disgrace when we walk outside and the Minister for Police blows 
smoke all over us. To ban smoking in parks and beaches is great. The reduction plan for Indigenous Western 
Australians is tremendous. As for smoking in prisons, people in the Albany Regional Prison are against it but we 
have to look after all prisoners and the prison officers. We have to look at ways of phasing it in because not 
everyone in prison smokes. The decision made by the Minister for Mental Health to allow mental patients to 
smoke is an absolute disgrace because there are other people in mental health facilities who do not want to 
smoke. Why should they be affected? Just because certain people have a mental illness, why should they be 
allowed to smoke and ruin their health? 

FINES, PENALTIES AND INFRINGEMENT NOTICES ENFORCEMENT AMENDMENT 
(COMPENSATION) BILL 2008 

Appropriations 

Message from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the purposes of the bill.  

PREMIER’S STATEMENT 

Amendment to Question 

Resumed from earlier stage of the sitting on the amendment moved by Mr R.H. Cook (Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition). 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen) [10.36 am]: Before I speak to the amendment, I crave the indulgence of the 
house for a couple of minutes to comment on proceedings that are currently taking place in the Coroner’s Court. 
I do not want to pre-empt any findings of the coroner nor do I want to comment on this issue outside the house 
today. Everyone should feel deep shame about the inquest into the death of Mr Ward. It is evidence of systemic 
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racism in the justice system. It is the very kind of issue that we should be debating in this place. The rate of 
Indigenous imprisonment is unacceptably high in Western Australia. I am prepared to work in a bipartisan 
manner to improve what I think is a matter of some shame for all Western Australians. The death occurred under 
my time as Minister for Corrective Services. Although I was not responsible in any direct manner, I was of the 
mind to resign at that time because the delivery of those sorts of services is fundamental.  

Today we are talking about the same sort of issue; we are talking about delivery of front-line services. I want to 
reflect on that. The Ward matter is before the coroner. From time to time we all need to pause and think about 
why we are here. If important issues cannot be raised in this place, it is an indictment on all of us. In the two and 
a half years that I was a minister I took every opportunity to raise the issue of racism in our justice system and 
the unacceptably high Indigenous imprisonment rate. Unfortunately, not many people were listening. Now that 
the minister has walked into the chamber, I should indicate that I intend to work in a bipartisan manner and I am 
happy to assist him in any way so that we can ameliorate the situation.  

Now I return to my shadow portfolio. Members present will probably not hear anything new this morning 
because I feel like I have been going on about these issues like a broken record for some months. Being a female 
in opposition, one treads a very fine line. If one is vigilant and diligent, there is a great possibility that one is 
labelled either a grumpy old woman or a nag. I cop those terms with great pride because it means that I am doing 
my job effectively.  

Law and order was certainly discussed at length during the recent election campaign. The government made the 
assertion that it could do considerably better than we had been doing. It is with some disappointment that I read 
the Premier’s Statement. As the member for Willagee said yesterday, there is no real direction or vision in the 
area of law and order. Yes, there have been some workman-like announcements about particular changes to 
legislation, but there is no overall direction or vision. I would like to see a statement from the government to the 
effect that there will be fewer victims of crime. If the government aimed for that type of objective, it would be a 
very laudable aim and the opposition would obviously support it. However, that is not the case. There is no 
vision or direction, which is very sad. 

We are seeing an auction going on in the police portfolio. It is a very unfortunate auction because it is lacking in 
sophistication and fails to acknowledge that what needs to be done is complex. It is not easy being in 
government. The Minister for Police, of all people, should know that because he has previously been a minister. 
The government is basically auctioning off programs in the police portfolio. On a daily basis we are told of some 
program or another that is facing the sword of Damocles. I have to say to the minister, and I made this very 
comment last week, that it is a case of nip and tuck. The police budget is some $850 million. Therefore it should 
be possible to institute some greater efficiencies without impacting on front-line services. It is a case of nip and 
tuck but the minister wants to amputate. Frankly, that approach will affect the front-line services. 

There is some tension in the police portfolio in particular. The Commissioner of Police needs to have some 
operational autonomy, and we all know the political reasons for that. They are too obvious for me to have to 
state them, even to the minister. However, broad policy direction and the provision of adequate resources are 
very much the minister’s responsibility and he should not wash his hands of them and say it is a matter for the 
Treasury and the commissioner to decide. He cannot be hands off. He must get his hands dirty, roll up his 
sleeves and do the hard yakka. He simply has not been doing that. An article in The West Australian on 
20 December 2008 states — 

… Mr Johnson reiterated his guarantee that frontline services would not suffer as a result of the 
efficiency dividend. 

“How the efficiency dividend is applied is a matter for Treasury and the Commissioner to determine,” 
he said. 

The minister must get in there and be involved in this process. 

Interestingly, during the course of the election campaign, the Liberal election policy called “Securing the 
economic future of Western Australia” talked of the budget process. Members may find some of this stuff pretty 
instructive because that policy document refers to a Liberal government being transparent, holding public 
hearings and receiving public submissions. It envisages that the community will be involved and that the 
government will be held accountable for how the resources in the public sector are managed. Clearly this is not 
happening within the police portfolio. 

As I said, we have also seen the very unseemly brawls, principally between the Premier and the Commissioner 
of Police. The public brawling about what will and what will not be chopped out of the police budget is very 
unhelpful. Some broader policy issues need to be canvassed. We are facing challenging times and yet all we are 
seeing is tit-for-tat arguments about which programs will be cut and which will remain unaffected. We have even 
seen the Minister for Police being overridden by the Premier in the case of the water police who were stationed 
at Dampier. 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 12 March 2009] 1751 

 

That brings me to the question: what is front-line policing and what is not? That is something the minister is yet 
to nail down. For example, the cut in the police budget for unsworn staff may not appear at first blush to be a cut 
in front-line staff. However, unsworn officers clearly add valuable support roles to those of the sworn officers. 
Frankly, if the unsworn staff are no longer employed, the sworn officers will be required to do tasks that will 
take them off the front line. We need greater articulation from government as to what is front-line policing and 
some better and more robust assurances are needed that front-line policing will not be affected. 

I want to go to a number of examples. The first of those is a joint announcement by the Minister for Police and 
the Attorney General concerning the release to police of funds from the proceeds of crime, confiscation of assets 
area, to help fund the organised crime section of WA Police. On face value, that is fantastic. However, there are 
very sound policy reasons why this is not done as a matter of course generally. Anyone who goes through the 
history of this legislation in this state or in other jurisdictions will find that there is a very good reason why this 
is not done as a matter of routine. The reason is that there tends to be an incentive on the part of police to go after 
criminals who have very easily obtainable assets. The criminals who own a Maserati or private plane or things 
that the police officers think are worthy of seizing get undue attention, and the criminals who are more discreet 
and careful about how they display their wealth tend to not be targets. This is always an issue. Although I am 
sure that the organised crime branch welcomes the additional funds, it would be an unsatisfactory situation were 
that to become a regular event. As I said, it is also a case of propping up diminishing resources. 

In the context of giving the Corruption and Crime Commission more powers to tackle organised crime, I will 
talk more at a later date about the resources going to the organised crime area of WA Police. However, I flag that 
matter now as being a case of robbing Peter to pay Paul. It is an unsatisfactory situation and there are sound 
policy reasons why it should not happen as matter of course. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: Who are we robbing? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: A number of community groups at the grassroots level. 

The next area I want to talk about is the motorcycle police. A recent decision was made to decrease their number 
from 94 to 30. This has, I think, met with quite a vocal reaction from the community. I have a couple of 
examples of this that I want to share with members. About four or five weeks ago, 40 officers in the traffic 
operations group in Midland were asked to put in writing why they should be able to stay with the group. It was 
implied that their numbers would be reduced and that their submission would determine who stayed and who 
would be posted elsewhere. This was relayed in correspondence by Superintendent Michelle Fyfe. There is no 
guarantee where the surplus requirements would go, as all districts are currently at their full complement, or are 
in fact a little over. I am told that the morale of the officers at the traffic operations group in Midland is low and 
that they feel as though they are in limbo. About four years ago, officers who were interested in the traffic 
operations group were specifically asked to apply to be members of the specialist traffic group and only officers 
who were keen to work in that area nominated. They love doing what they do. Many general duty officers tend 
to not like traffic operations because they regard it as boring and hard work and they dislike it because they are 
subject to the elements and so on. The people who applied really like doing what they are doing and they do it 
well. They are understandably unhappy with what has recently occurred. 

I understand that on 28 March a charity bike ride will take place from Belmont or Ascot to Joondalup. Following 
that charity bike ride the traffic operations group officers will have to hand back their motorbikes for good. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: That is terrible. So they are not going to be able to ride to and from work any more? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: No. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: That will be a huge loss off the roads in terms of the effect that they have. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I will go into that in a minute, member for Midland. The officers who remain will use the 
pool bikes rather than their own bikes. I understand that they currently ride Honda 1300s. They have traditionally 
taken these home, which can be up to 40 or 50 kilometres away. However, they write an average of 30 to 35 
infringements a month on their way to and from work. The infringements vary from $100 to $500. This would 
more than cover the fuel costs many times over. Talk that abolishing the police motorcycle group would result in 
greater efficiencies tends to ignore this fact. Of course, we all know that motorcycle police have a calming and 
slowing effect on traffic because they are very visible on the road. 

What will instead happen is that those officers who remain in the motorcycle group will be put on pool bikes. 
This fails to appreciate that the Honda 1300 needs to be adjusted for each rider. It is not like a car; it has to 
accommodate different weights. Effectively, the handlebars need to be raised and lowered and the suspension 
and the dampening rods need to be set by a qualified person, taking into account the weight of the rider and so 
on. This is a problem. There are a minority of people who might not take particularly good care of their bikes, 
but, by and large, professionally trained pursuit riders do not want to ride pool bikes for very good reasons. They 
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want to know that they can totally rely on their bike. They need to be confident with the mechanics and to know 
when the bike has been properly adjusted to accommodate individual riders, otherwise it can be very dangerous. 

That is what is happening in Midland with police motorcycle patrols. It is very sad; a dedicated group of 
individuals — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: The public is, I think, rightly concerned about this. 

I turn now to the case of another police motorcycle officer and a note that he wrote following the announcement. 
It states — 

When I was little kid (which was quite a long time ago) I always wanted to be a motorcycle police 
patrol officer—know why? My biggest hero in the world was one—my Dad. He was one in the UK. 

When I was old enough mentally and ready for the challenge I joined the WA Police Force. Gee, my 
Dad was so proud to see me graduate in my beautifully pressed uniform and shiny new boots, following 
a family tradition. 

I will not read the next bit because it might identify the writer. 

Mr R.F. Johnson: I don’t think you should, because it would identify him. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: Yes. The note continues — 

When we were first told about the motorcycle fleet being reduced from 94 to 30 and that the to and 
from’s were going I, like my fellow officers took it rather badly and personally and was slightly 
aggrieved, and then I started to think, really think what impact this would have on each of these offices 
not just on a personal level, but also on a professional and service delivery level. 

A couple of weeks ago … there were hardly any motorists on the road and so we were practiced our 
formation riding and traveling alongside each other, which goes to keep our skill levels up. The 
camaderie I felt that night was something I will cherish forever. I actually had a little tear in my eye 
thinking that it was all coming to an end. 

Mr Deputy Speaker, may I ask for an extension? 

Mr R.F. Johnson: No, you don’t get an extension on this. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: I do not? I know that my colleague got an extension. 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

Ms M.M. QUIRK: All right. I will not read the rest of this note, given the generosity from the other side of the 
chamber; I had a bit more to cover. 

That is a story from a police officer who thinks that this decision has been very short-sighted. His family has a 
very long history in the police service; both he and his father were very proud motorcycle officers. The way this 
has been handled is, I think, terrible. Outlaw motorcycle gangs call themselves “One Percenters”, for the reason 
that they are the one per cent of motorcycle riders who disobey the law. I think there will now be another lot of 
motorcycle riders—the police motorcycle squad—who will have patches on their jackets that read “Three 
Percenters”; they are casualties of the government’s cuts. 

I have already talked about the debacle involving the water police and the protection of critical infrastructure in 
Dampier. I will speak at another time about the casualties associated with the road safety policy. The way 
policing has been managed in this state over the past six months is a sorry state of affairs. There has been no 
vision, there have been knee-jerk reactions to issues, legislative programs are moving at a glacial speed, the 
public has been short-changed on policing services and there has been unseemly and public brawling between 
the Premier and the police commissioner. All this has taken place while our courageous men and women on the 
front line are protecting the community and getting on with their jobs. I was thinking about what the 
government’s approach reminds me of, and I think it is a little like the Keystone Cops. I looked up the term 
“Keystone Cops” on Wikipedia last night. Wikipedia—that great source of all information—describes the term 
“Keystone Cops” in the following way — 

The term has since come to be used to criticize any group for its mistakes, particularly if the mistakes 
happened after a great deal of energy and activity, or if there was a lack of coordination among the 
members of the group. 

I repeat the term: Keystone Cops. 

MRS M.H. ROBERTS (Midland) [10.55 am]: I also support this amendment, because I am also very 
concerned about the three per cent cuts and their effects on front-line services. The fact is that the education 
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budget is also due for a three per cent cut. However, there has been no explanation from the government or the 
Minister for Education about where the fat will be trimmed from the Department of Education and Training. I 
understand that some $46 million will be cut from the education budget. I do not think that people were aware, 
when they voted for the Liberal Party or National Party, that it would mean a $46 million cut to education 
services. I think that most people, when casting their vote in the last state election, would have wanted to know 
that core front-line state government areas would be supported. They would expect some undertaking of 
improvements to services and more funds for the areas we have talked about during this debate. The member for 
Kwinana talked about the way in which health services are being cut. We have now heard from the member for 
Girrawheen, who talked about cuts to the police budget. Education is an area that most people in the community 
regard very highly; after all, young people are the future of this state, and the young people of today will be the 
leaders of tomorrow. They will need to take up jobs in industry to keep the state’s economy ticking over, yet this 
government’s first move in the area of education is to cut $46 million from the education budget. I asked the 
Minister for Education on Tuesday whether the three per cent budget cuts would mean cuts to the literacy 
strategy, the behaviour management strategy, or aide time for students with disabilities. I got an unequivocal 
“no” from the minister, that those programs would not be cut. I have to ask: where will those cuts be made? 

I have been given no assurance from the minister that the cuts will all be made to administrative areas in head 
office or in district offices; no undertaking has been given. These cuts will have a real impact on schools and on 
children’s ability to learn and participate in the school environment. The fact is that there may well be 
administrative areas to which cuts could be made, but I cannot see how $46 million could be cut from 
administrative areas alone. To look at one of the administrative areas of the Department of Education and 
Training, I know that the area of staffing is already struggling to deal adequately with existing teachers and 
applicants for teaching positions. I am not sure whether extra money is necessarily the answer, but I am pretty 
sure that a cut to funding would not be of any assistance. I have spoken with a number of tertiary education 
students who graduated last year and anticipated taking up jobs in government schools this year but who have 
been unsuccessful in obtaining jobs in government schools. The principal problem for them—apart from not 
being given a job when they anticipated that there would be plenty of jobs available—is the failure of the 
department to communicate with them correctly and offer them advice.  

It is interesting that in early January this year there was no talk about there being a surplus of graduate teachers. 
The talk was about whether there would be sufficient graduate applicants to fill the positions. It is clear that the 
government knew towards the end of last year that there would not be a shortage of teachers this year but, to the 
contrary, there would be a surplus of graduates to whom it would be unable to offer jobs. For whatever reason, 
that was not communicated to the graduates. If it had been, it would have allowed many of those graduates to 
make other choices. It is interesting that some of the graduates I have spoken to recently said that they 
understood that teaching jobs are available in Victoria and other areas and they were looking at making a change. 
That is very concerning.  

Members know that despite the previous government introducing 30 separate initiatives to attract more people 
into teaching to meet the number of vacant positions, the biggest single factor in the surplus of teachers this year 
has been the global economic downturn. It has had an impact on the community, particularly on people’s 
superannuation. It is known throughout the public service and elsewhere that a lot of people have deferred 
retirement. People who might have retired at the end of last year or have been looking at retirement this year 
have not done so and will not do so. The member for Girrawheen indicated to the house that the attrition rate for 
police is at an all-time low. People are choosing to stay in stable employment and not take up other jobs or leave 
their jobs and are deferring their retirement.  

We know that after a recession there is always an upturn. When that upturn occurs there will be a rush of 
retirements in the public sector and elsewhere. People who deferred their retirement last year or will defer their 
retirement this year will, once the economic situation improves and they consider their superannuation position, 
take the opportunity to retire. Likewise, some people will be attracted to try other business ventures or go into 
other professions.  

The managing of graduates has been unfortunate. One of my concerns is that some of the best graduates who 
graduated from tertiary institutions last year were not offered jobs. Anecdotal evidence from a number of 
applicants is that they have been told by staff at the Department of Education and Training that their superior 
qualifications and experience were not taken into account when determining whether to offer them positions. I 
have spoken to many women who have not been offered jobs. Some of them had graduated in early childhood 
education, some had experience in child care, some were graduates of reputable institutions, some had topped 
their class in certain subjects and some had undertaken additional practical work. One girl I spoke to topped the 
prac marks at the institution she studied at. There is no explanation for why they were not offered jobs. At the 
start of this year they anticipated there would be plenty of jobs, but that has not been the case. They know that 
some other people who were at university with them have got jobs; people who had inferior marks, people who 
had performed less well in their prac and people who had had little other life experience. They ask: what is the 
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rhyme or reason for that? I questioned them about whether it was a matter of where they were prepared to go—
whether they were prepared to teach anywhere or whether they had been overly restrictive in the places that they 
said they would be prepared to go in this state. In some circumstances the response was that they were prepared 
to go anywhere in the state. In one circumstance I understand that although the person was initially restrictive, 
the person had since attempted to lift those restrictions and had advised the Department of Education and 
Training.  

The feedback from the Department of Education and Training to these graduates is next to nothing. They are 
doing casual work—working in bars and the like—unable to take up a job other than a casual job, because in all 
good conscience they cannot go to an employee and say that it is worth sticking with them because they would 
be there for six months or 12 months or two years, because they do not know. Next week the department could 
offer them a job; therefore, they would need to be in a position to leave their employ at short notice. If only the 
staffing director at the Department of Education and Training would contact people and say, “You’re next on the 
list; you’re in the top 10 on the waiting list and we anticipate that before June this year we will be able to offer 
you a job”, it would allow people to plan for their future. However, the department is not doing that. As a 
consequence, it is losing potentially excellent teachers who would stay with the education system for the long 
term. Young women between the ages of 22 and 28 years who were looking forward to a career in teaching do 
not know whether they will be offered a job next week, next month or perhaps not at all this year. These people 
are being lost to other careers, to private sector schools and employment in other states. It would make sense to 
communicate with perhaps the next 10, 20 or 30 on the employment list and say, “Based on past experience and 
what has occurred this year, in all likelihood we will be engaging another X number of teachers before 30 June 
to fill vacancies. We anticipate that someone with your qualifications will be able to be offered a job.” That 
communication does not happen.  

Administrative areas within the department are not properly fulfilling their role; they could be doing a much 
better job. However, the government’s response to that is that its funding will be cut.  

Coming back to the overall cuts, it is a little cute of the minister to suggest that the government is not cutting 
particular programs. I understand it is cutting school budgets. Individual primary and high schools are having 
their budgets cut. It is an example of the minister handballing the cuts and decisions down to school principals. 
The government is saying to principals that they will have three per cent less in their school budget, but they will 
make the decision about what school expenditure will be cut. I understand that there is not a lot of fat in a school 
budget. The school has to fund out of its budget things like teacher aide time and specialist programs. Inevitably, 
if three per cent is cut out of those budgets, it will be a cut in aide time. I have spoken to teachers, teacher aides 
and parents who tell me that aide time at their school has been cut, that the aide time provided at their school is 
inadequate and that there has been a reduction in aide time since last year. In every circumstance there may be 
extenuating factors or reasons for it. It is too consistent for it to be anything other than the impact of the three per 
cent cut.  

Some children with disabilities are allocated to mainstream classes. I spoke to a teacher only last week who told 
me that with a significantly disabled child in her class she got two hours aide time a week. She asked, “What use 
is that to me? I cannot in that time do the right thing for the child with disabilities. At the same time, the more I 
attempt to do the right thing by that child and ensure that the child is learning, I am necessarily neglecting other 
children in the class.” It puts the teacher in the invidious position of determining whether to spend more of her 
time with a child with a disability or with the general class. How on earth anyone can come up with a formula 
that says that a child with a disability needs two hours aide time a week, I do not know. I would have thought 
either the child needed an aide to assist him or her with learning or the child did not. The difficulty here, of 
course, is that if individual teachers want to take up this issue, their only option is to approach their principal, 
who is their employer. We will hear a lot more about this. It is like a lot of other things that the Minister for 
Education is not disclosing, such as cuts to essential programs and to programs that the community supports. We 
will find cuts to primary schools and high schools that will make a very negative difference to children’s 
education. Children will receive less support and will be offered fewer opportunities, children with disabilities 
will be offered less aide time and fewer specialist programs, and the quality of education in government schools 
will slide. It is the inevitable conclusion when a blunt instrument like the three per cent cut is given to 
headmasters to cut their budgets by cutting the services they are providing to schools in local communities.  

Before I sit down I want to comment on Governor Stirling Senior High School, which is in my electorate. This 
school has needed renewal for some years now. It is a cause I have taken up for the best part of 10 years. Just 
over 10 years ago when I became member for Midland, some of the worst schools in the state in terms of their 
physical state were located in my electorate. When I first became member for Midland, the Midvale Primary 
School was on the list of schools to be replaced. That school was totally dilapidated. Year after year the Liberal 
government moved that school down the priority list and rebuilt schools in marginal electorates at the expense of 
Midvale Primary School.  
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In 2001 when the Labor Party came into government, I approached the then Minister for Education and sought 
his assistance to do something about the deplorable state of schools in my electorate. He visited the West 
Midland Primary School—now known as Woodbridge Primary School—Midvale Primary School and other 
schools in my electorate. Immediately he restored those schools to the top of the list, and within the next couple 
of years new schools were built: Woodbridge Primary School, in the area known formerly as West Midland; 
Midvale Primary School; and Clayton View Primary School, which replaced the dilapidated Koongamia and 
Bellevue Primary Schools.  

The next challenge, having completely rebuilt those three primary schools in my electorate, was to get on with 
fixing Governor Stirling Senior High School. After a lot of consideration and many reports and studies and a 
number of options being assessed over the years, last year in the state budget $63 million was allocated for the 
rebuilding of Governor Stirling Senior High School on the existing site. It was fully funded and fully budgeted 
for and was included on the forward estimates in last year’s budget. However, planning and programming has 
slowed to a snail’s pace on that, and I understand that people within the education department have been told not 
to talk about the money and not to mention the figure of $63 million. That money was in last year’s budget 
papers; it was there and that expenditure is absolutely necessary. The whole school community—not just people 
in my electorate but people in the electorates of Swan Hills, Darling Range, Kalamunda and Bassendean—are 
watching very closely what the government does there. They know full well that the money had been allocated 
and that the renewal of Governor Stirling Senior High School urgently needs addressing. The former government 
spent about $2 million last year lifting the standard of the school so that it was not totally appalling because the 
government knew that a rebuild would take time. This government has no excuse for delaying the rebuilding of 
Governor Stirling Senior High School; it is a necessity. Schools in the east metropolitan area are generally not in 
good condition. Governor Stirling used to be an iconic school. It has some great teachers and some great 
programs, but the state of the buildings is a disgrace. Any member in this house who wants to compare and 
contrast the standard of these schools with other schools is certainly welcome to visit Governor Stirling Senior 
High School. If they do, they will realise why it is the number one school in need of rebuilding.  

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Minister for Police) [11.15 am]: It is incumbent on me to respond to the 
comments by the member for Girrawheen on this amendment, and I am happy to take them one by one. I will 
first of all address the criticism that the member for Girrawheen directed at the proposal to reduce the number of 
police motorcyclists on our streets and highways. Somehow the member is trying to blame me for that. At the 
end of the day, her criticism was directed at the Commissioner of Police.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You have cut his budget.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have been assured by the commissioner that this is not part of a budget cut but a 
reallocation of resources. The commissioner feels that those officers would be more useful in patrol cars, which 
can take part in high-speed pursuits, rather than on motorcycles. As the member for Girrawheen knows, and as 
the former police minister knows, motorcycle officers are not allowed to take part in high-speed pursuits because 
of their vulnerability to injury. The member for Midland knows that. They have to travel in pairs, and the 
commissioner tells me that he feels —  

Ms M.M. Quirk: So this is the commissioner’s fault and you take no responsibility for it?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Girrawheen said that I took no responsibility for moving police officers 
from motor cycles to motor vehicles. They will still be on the roads, they will still be in pairs, but they will be in 
cars, where they are not so vulnerable to injury.  

What the member for Girrawheen said is very interesting: She thinks I should play a role in deciding where in 
the police service officers are located and what vehicles they should be in charge of. Does the member think I 
should direct the commissioner on how many mounted police officers to employ or how many horses they 
should be riding? Does the member think that is my job? Does she think I should roll up my sleeves and tell the 
commissioner he should have another dozen horses and more police officers riding those horses? I am a past 
horseman; horse riding was one of my favourite pastimes in the UK. I took part in gymkhanas and all sorts of 
events. However, if the member thinks I should tell the commissioner how to allocate his officers, she does not 
know what she is talking about. As I said on Stateline last week, the trouble with the member for Girrawheen is 
that she goes to bed at night, has a dream, wakes up in the morning thinking it is reality and then makes 
outrageous comments.  

To some extent, the Leader of the Opposition is like that. The Leader of the Opposition made an outrageous 
comment recently, and I will quote him. If we are facing problems at the moment, they were created by the 
previous government. We have been in government for only six months, my friends. Members opposite were in 
government for nearly eight years and they are the ones who should be held responsible for those problems.  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: We remember when you were in government before. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That is ridiculous.  
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The member for Girrawheen also mentioned the proceeds of crime legislation and the memorandum of 
understanding between the Attorney General and me, for which I am very grateful because some of the proceeds 
will go to fighting crime. The funds that the police will get have to be identified. Those funds will enable the 
expansion of police capabilities to investigate, with the help of forensic accountants, trails of money; they will 
target unexplained wealth. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: That is routine policing. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: They are targeting the top end of the crime gangs and it is fine if the member does not 
want to see that happen. We know where she stands. The member for Girrawheen is soft on crime, and soft on 
drugs. We know what she has been like for the past eight years. Every single time—bleep, bleep, bleep. The 
member for Girrawheen must have had another dream last night because she has also said that we are going 
to — 

Mr B.S. Wyatt: I had one. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I know what sort of dream that would be! The member for Girrawheen said that this 
government will move officers off the front line of policing and return them to duties otherwise done by civilian 
staff. That is totally incorrect. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Excellent; pleased to hear it! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Girrawheen has been around long enough now to know that we have 
expanded the police service since we came to government. We have actually taken officers from duties other 
than front-line work and put them back on the streets. I do not think the member attended, but last week 30-odd 
custody officers — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Yes, I did actually. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: So the member was there. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: And who started that initiative? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have seen the member so many times recently that I cannot remember which functions 
she was at. The member for Girrawheen knows that we now have custody officers taking the place of fully 
trained sworn police officers so that those officers can come out of the watch-house and go back to front-line 
duties. That is a great move and we will see more of that happening. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Who made that happen? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am glad the Leader of the Opposition is here. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I have a question for you. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Then ask me the question. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: If you think we are wrong about the impact of the three per cent cuts, why don’t you table a list 
of the three per cent measures that have been adopted by the police force? Put the matter to rest; table the list. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: As far as I am aware, none of the measures has been adopted at this stage. Work is still 
being done to try to identify those three per cent savings. The former Treasurer is the guilty party because when 
in government, he dictated that there would be a three per cent efficiency dividend across every portfolio. They 
were the former Treasurer’s words; I have the quotes here if he wants them. My friend is hoist by his own petard.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: So you cannot make decisions! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We can make decisions. If the opposition expects me, as the member for Girrawheen said, 
to roll up my sleeves, go to the police department and sort out who will do what job — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I expect you to do your job! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not allowed to dictate where people will work in the police department. The member 
for Girrawheen knows that and I know that! 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I did not say that. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: But that is what the member is talking about.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: No; I am talking about you rolling up your sleeves and arguing with Treasury about why you 
need the resources. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes it is, my friend. The Attorney General is in fact doing an audit on the proceeds of 
crime. He will, I believe, make some very interesting announcements next week that might embarrass members 
opposite; however, we will have to wait until next week. 
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Mr E.S. Ripper: I asked whether you would table the list and you said that it is not yet finalised. When it is 
finalised, will you table it? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The Leader of the Opposition will be able to see all the details in the normal budgetary 
process. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Why not table the list for this financial year once it has been done? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We will act appropriately in government, as opposed to how Labor acted when it was in 
government. I am glad the Leader of the Opposition is in the chamber because I want to mention a comment he 
made. The Leader of the Opposition is supposed to be the guru of everything and, as the former Treasurer, he 
should know where money was spent in every area when Labor was in government.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: What; for a $20 billion budget? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Girrawheen mentioned the north west water police — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I mentioned protecting our critical infrastructure. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, and there was quite a bit of media coverage about that. However, the Leader of the 
Opposition told us that the $8 million, 22-metre Delphinus was based in Dampier, staffed by specially trained 
and heavily armed tactical response group officers and equipped with high-tech avionics and radar detection 
systems to protect critical infrastructure in the north west. That is what the Leader of the Opposition said. Does 
he stand by his comments? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: That is from the police website. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Does the Leader of the Opposition stand by his comments? 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Give your speech; tell me what you think. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: He is already backing away from his comments! As soon as I read that, I thought, 
“Jeepers, I was not aware of all that.” What did I do? I asked for the facts of the matter. Where do I start? First of 
all, the Delphinus did not cost $8 million—it cost $350 000. It was a second-hand vessel. It is not manned by 
heavily armed TRG officers; it is manned by five water police. The vessel has maritime radar detection and 
navigation systems but no high-tech avionics. The Leader of the Opposition has done this before; he has 
confused Tasers and Phasers. He thinks Tasers are for “beam me up, Scottie”. He called them Phasers!  

Mr E.S. Ripper: I know one thing; you signed off the cancellation of that project and you were overruled by the 
Premier. I know that! I know that you were wrong according to the Premier.  

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Once again, the member must have dreamt about this overnight, but avionics are based in 
aircraft, satellites and spacecraft and are more at home in the police helicopter—which I imagine does not float 
very well! These are the comments that we get from the Leader of the Opposition, who knew or who should have 
known where the money was spent while he was Treasurer. He said that the Delphinus cost $8 million when it 
cost only $350 000. He talks about avionics, which is aircraft technology.  

Mr M. McGowan: You have said it several times now. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am sorry. Is the member for Rockingham embarrassed? Is my little friend embarrassed? 

Mr M. McGowan: No; it just gets boring. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes, I am sure it does when the member is shown up to be a little unaware of what is 
going on.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: One thing is clear; you cancelled that protection. You cancelled it and the Premier overruled 
you. That is clear. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The point I was trying to make, more than any other, was to get the federal Labor 
government to do its job. Federal waters should be policed by the Federal Police, Customs and the Australian 
Navy—they are the organisations that should protect federal waters up there. What are they doing? Not a lot. 
Once again, the job is left to the state. Labor was in government for nearly eight years in this state and Labor is 
now in government federally, and making a ham-fisted job of it over in Canberra, let me tell members. Federal 
Labor is not doing the job. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: What is wrong now? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: We are left to pick up the pieces here in Western Australia, particularly when it comes to 
law and order.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Which area? 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will come to that in another debate.  

We have the member for Girrawheen who really is not quite sure what she thinks sometimes. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: In my experience, she is very clear about what she thinks. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, she is not. She now blames me, as the Minister for Police in this government, for the 
fact that some police officers have to undertake traffic warden duties at schools.  

Ms M.M. Quirk: No; I am saying that the whole system is in disarray and that it needs to be sorted out.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes! 

Ms M.M. Quirk: That is your job. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No. What did the member for Girrawheen do while in government? 

Mr W.J. Johnston: What are you doing in government? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will tell members what Labor did while in government; it set up another commission, 
another inquiry, and did absolutely nothing. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Labor conducted two reviews into what should happen about school crosswalks—one in 
2005 and one last year. Just last year it conducted a review into what should happen on the school crossings. 
What did it do? It did zip. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: You’re the minister. What are you doing? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: What did I do? I will tell members what I have done. I have attempted to resolve that 
problem and I will continue to make such attempts because children’s safety is a priority for me, the Minister for 
Police and the Minister for Road Safety, and for this government. The Labor Party did zilch. 

Mr W.J. Johnston: What are you doing? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: What am I doing? I have spoken to the Western Australian Local Government Association 
but, unfortunately, it will not take over the role of managing school crosswalks. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Mr Acting Speaker, the drivel I am getting from the back is very disconcerting and it 
makes it very difficult to continue. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: It is from your own side. 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member for Cannington is interrupting more than anyone. He sits up the back and 
drivels. If he would please for one moment, and for the sake of our children, remember that this is a very serious 
issue.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: Absolutely! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: If the member would be quiet, he might hear something useful.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: Perhaps if you did something! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Just be quiet; I am doing something. If the member were to be quiet for five or seven 
minutes — 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order, member for Cannington! Please give the minister a chance to speak.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The question posed to me is: what am I doing? I have had meetings with the Western 
Australian Local Government Association to see whether local government would be prepared to take over the 
management of school-crossing wardens. I have offered the association the funding and, if it needs additional 
funding, I will certainly try to obtain it. I felt that the management of school crossings would be more 
appropriate with local authorities. They are responsible for the front-end distribution of services in their local 
areas. The parents and children are within those local authority areas. I put to WALGA that if there was an 
occasion when a school-crossing warden could not turn up to see children cross the road safely, local 
government authorities have other alternatives such as rangers, and some councils have their own security 
patrols. They could send one of those people down to fill in for the one hour in the morning and afternoon. I felt 
that was an appropriate responsibility for local government to have. Local government rejected that proposal, so 
I have to now look at other alternatives. I was very disappointed in WALGA’s rejection of that proposal. I 
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thought the proposal was a great example of local government community work that would have been very 
useful. The trouble with using police officers on school crossings is that we must send two because, under their 
occupational health and safety rules, police officers must do their duties in pairs. That is not the most effective 
use of front-line police services.  

Mr P.B. Watson: Will you take an interjection?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will in a second.  

I am looking at another option that I hope will work out in the future. When I have secured that option I will be 
the first to inform members opposite. They should not say that I am not rolling up my sleeves and not doing my 
job. I am doing the very best I can and I am working very hard to resolve lots of issues that members opposite as 
a government left me with as the new Minister for Police. I do not mind a challenge, so I will do it. My good 
friend the member for Albany wants to interject, and as he usually lets me interject on him, I will take his 
interjection.  

Mr P.B. Watson: Would they have to have those working with children checks and all those sorts of things that 
we inundate people with now when they want to be volunteers? They have to have the proper safety checks if 
they get in a ranger or someone like that — 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I take the member’s point. The school traffic wardens are trained by the police and have 
those clearances already. I do not propose to take those people off those duties. My purpose was for local 
authorities to manage them so that in the event of a traffic warden not being able to turn up for work because he 
or she was sick, on holiday or whatever, the local authority could fill in with someone it has in reserve such as a 
local ranger — 

Mr P.B. Watson: Who would be properly trained.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Yes. They would need only one person. They do not need two fully trained police officers 
to see children across the road.  

Mr P.B. Watson: I am happy with that. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Our traffic wardens do a great job. On the information I have been given, they have not 
been involved in any accidents for something like 20 years. They enjoy doing it and they are part of the 
community. Unfortunately, local government has rejected that idea, which I find incredibly strange and 
bewildering because I thought it would be a great example of their doing what is necessary.  

Mr P.B. Watson: I think it’s a good idea.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Thank you very much. Perhaps the member for Albany can talk to WALGA and some 
local authorities. 

Mr P.B. Watson: I will talk to my local government. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: If they change their minds that would be good. In view of the fact they have said that they 
will not do it, I have to think of an alternative. I assure members that I am working on that, and as soon as I am 
able to I will announce that alternative.  

Mr P.B. Watson: I support you on the local government proposal.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I thank the member for Albany very much; I appreciate his support. At the end of the day, 
it is all very well the member for Girrawheen using an opportunity during debate on an amendment to the 
Premier’s Statement to have a go at me and the government, but her remarks had the impact of a feather duster 
because she has no justification for criticising either me or this government. I am sure my colleague the Attorney 
General will provide some great examples of some tremendous shortcomings in her former area of justice on 
which we have been left to pick up the pieces. As for the comments the Leader of the Opposition makes — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: It was all so easy when you were sitting on this side, wasn’t it? Now you know how tough it 
is. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No; I do not mind a challenge. I am very happy doing the job I am doing.  

Several members interjected.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am always on duty. If there is a problem, I am happy to front up. I will not go to the 
nearest bunker as the member for Girrawheen used to. We used to refer to the member for Girrawheen as the 
Scarlet Pimpernel because whenever there was a problem, we sought her here; we sought her there; the media 
sought her everywhere. Was she in heaven; was she in hell? That damned elusive minister of the day could not 
be found!  

Mr D.A. Templeman: Oh, yes she could.  
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Not when there was a problem. If it was good news, she would be there. If there was bad 
news, the media would ask: where on earth is she? I was always there when I was in opposition. I am also 
always there now that I am in government. If something has gone wrong, I will face the media and take 
responsibility for anything in my portfolio. 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee) [11.35 am]: I thoroughly endorse the amendment and the remarks just 
made by the two members on this side in support of the amendment. I want to raise a couple of issues about the 
process of identifying the three per cent efficiency dividend and the impact of that process.  

Firstly, I ask the rhetorical question: why is it so hard? The Premier himself has said in the past couple of days, 
“We are talking about only three cents in the dollar”. That can be very difficult to find in big agencies that rely 
heavily on human resources—health, education and police. Three per cent in those agencies can be extremely 
difficult to find, but, as the Premier said, it is only three cents in the dollar. More importantly, I want to focus on 
what the Treasurer has had to say over the past year or more. He has been constantly pounding away on the 
theme that state government spending was out of control; that there was gross waste and mismanagement in state 
government activities; and that savings should be found and were easy to find. Why are they not only hard but 
seemingly impossible for him to find-impossible? He sneered at the suggestion that we made from time to time 
that we were talking about additional police, additional teachers and additional teachers’ assistants, educational 
aides, nurses and doctors in the public system. That was not something he would accept. Now that he is in 
government and has the opportunity to do some work, he cannot do it. He cannot identify where these savings 
can be made. It is one of the worst performances certainly in Western Australia, probably in Australian 
parliamentary history, of any new Treasurer. We are in the midst of a global financial crisis. This government is 
seeking to find three per cent efficiency dividends in our state expenditure and the Treasurer goes on holidays. 
He went on holidays within a couple of weeks of coming to government. Perhaps that is a first in the world. No 
Treasurer has ever gone on holidays a couple of weeks after taking office. He then took another four weeks off a 
few months later when the hard work was there to be done: find the savings—where are the savings? Instead, we 
have seen the responsibility pushed over to other people because he does not have the wherewithal, despite the 
false impression painted of him as some sort of economic maestro. He does not have the wherewithal, from his 
experience of driving pensioners on bus tours around Busselton, to find the savings necessary.  

I think a couple of very serious and lightly commented upon issues have arisen as a result of that lack of 
ability—that shameful lack of devotion to duty—of the new Treasurer. It is commendable that he should take his 
two sons on a week’s camping holiday, but not two weeks after being sworn in as Treasurer in a new state 
government. It is commendable to take four weeks holiday over Christmas, but not after being sworn in as 
Treasurer of a new state government, especially not in the midst of a global financial crisis which, in his own 
words, threatens the viability of the state’s finances in a way that they have never been threatened before. It 
showed shameful laziness and slothfulness. What has the Treasurer done? He has set up some committees. We 
have heard a lot about committees; that there are 1 000 or so committees, but the government cannot identify 
how many. Why not? The government has just reorganised the public sector and appointed a new head of the 
Department of the Premier and Cabinet. If he cannot identify how many committees there are, sack him and get 
someone who can! Get rid of him if he cannot do the work. Give him a week to come back with the number of 
committees and if he cannot do it, march him out the door and get someone in who can. Hopeless inability. So, 
he set up some committees. Alongside the argument that one of the things we must do to make these savings is 
to rationalise the number of committees, the Treasurer set up a series of committees; very significantly, the 
Economic Audit Committee. Although the name “committee” became a dirty word and the government started 
using words such as “task force” and “group”, it still used the word “committee” at that point and appointed a 
range of people to act on that committee.  

I raise as an issue one appointment to the Economic Audit Committee—John Langoulant. John Langoulant has 
very long and creditable experience in the public service, in Treasury. He was the Under Treasurer under our 
government—the previous government—as well as Richard Court’s government, and I think he did a very good 
job. I was a strong supporter of his work and I still am. However, he should not have been appointed to this 
committee. Why not? First of all, critically, he is no longer in the public sector and he is not a paid gun for hire 
as a consultant. John Langoulant is now the chief executive officer of Australian Capital Equity—Kerry Stokes’ 
group. Australian Capital Equity owns the seven network, has a controlling interest in The West Australian and 
owns WesTrac, which has a Caterpillar importation business. It is a major media and industrial conglomerate. 
John Langoulant is the chief executive officer of a company that is intimately involved in doing business with 
the state of Western Australia; he is not an independent gun for hire. He should not be on the Economic Audit 
Committee. It is a compliment to John Langoulant that misguided people thought he should be on the committee, 
but he should not be. I think it is a reflection on his devotion to public service that he felt obliged to take up the 
position when it was offered. 

Can members imagine Peter Costello or even Paul Keating—if they cannot stomach Peter Costello as an object 
of contemplation — 
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Mr C.C. Porter: Paul Keating’s much better! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: Or Peter Costello, if members cannot stand Paul Keating. Can members imagine either 
of those two gentlemen agreeing to the appointment of, for example, the chief executive officer of Fairfax Media 
or even News Ltd to identify savings in the federal government spend; to basically tell the Treasurer, Under 
Treasurer and Treasury officials of the day how to do their jobs? Can members imagine the outcry? Can 
members imagine the mocking that would take place? In Western Australia it seems to have passed unremarked 
that we have the CEO of a major media and industrial conglomerate provided with all the state’s books and told 
to help do the job that the Treasurer cannot do. What does that say about this government’s and the Premier’s 
relationship to the Treasurer, number one, and about the Treasurer’s relationship to Treasury officials? What an 
insult to the Treasury officials! What massive undermining of the Western Australian government Treasury 
officials there is in this appointment. It is unbelievable that it has occurred and stands almost uncommented on. 
The only way it might be resolved is if John Langoulant reassesses the position and recognises that there is a 
massive conflict of interest, let alone a shocking undermining of the current Treasury officials, and departs from 
the committee. That was one committee.  

Treasury is going through the police budget to try to identify savings because the government did not like the 
savings identified by the police commissioner. That is another action in a series of actions that undermine the 
police commissioner, Karl O’Callaghan, who I think is an outstanding police commissioner. He is outstanding, 
but he is being undermined on an almost daily basis by the state’s political leaders. They have sent Treasury 
officials to the police department to do what Karl O’Callaghan is doing. 

Mr J.E. McGrath: He said in the paper that he asked for it. 

Mr P.B. Watson: No he didn’t. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: He is constantly undermined in the media by the government of the day. 

Private sector accountants are reportedly going into the police department as well. I think that was reported 
through The West Australian, so be careful about deciding whether it actually happened and the veracity of it, 
but let us assume it is. They have sent some private sector accountants into the police department to do some 
work on that budget.  

The capital works review is going on. I think when the Treasurer was questioned yesterday or the day before 
about this process being undertaken and where the savings will be found, he effectively gave up and asked the 
former Treasurer, the now Leader of the Opposition, to do the work for him. The constant refrain that we now 
get from government is: it was our idea. Well, to pick up on the theme the Premier introduced yesterday, quite 
correctly: we are no longer in government. Members opposite are. It is their idea. It is their policy challenge, and 
if they cannot meet it they should give up on it. It is the government’s challenge; it embraced this three per cent. 
The approach so far has been shambolic. It has presented a massive conflict of interest in Western Australian 
political, economic and business relationships and it has served to seriously undermine the credibility and the 
standing of the state’s Treasury officials in a way that I honestly do not think I have seen before. Some of us on 
this side of the chamber have been through the process of identifying savings. When we came to government in 
2001, there were two separate measures: an efficiency dividend and a priority dividend. I hated them because I 
was in one of the big spending portfolios that find it very difficult to make savings—namely, education. I hated it 
because we had our own agenda and things that we wanted to put in place to address the neglect that had befallen 
education and training in Western Australia. Big things needed to be done, but we had to go through the process 
and identify those savings. The overview statement from the 2001-02 Economic and Fiscal Outlook budget 
paper identifies the savings made. It states — 

This turnaround in the financial outlook is the result of a rigorous budget process that has reprioritised 
operating and capital investment spending for public sector agencies. That task, promised by the 
Government in its election campaign, involved an unprecedented $852 million reprioritisation of 
expenses. 

It was really hard work to do it. It cannot be done by sitting back and hoping that other people will do it, whether 
it be departmental officials, school principals or someone that the government has roped in from the private 
sector, and certainly in this case a person who should not have been asked to undertake the task because of the 
position he holds. It is not done that way. It is done by getting busy and taking the responsibility seriously, and 
being prepared to accept that responsibility and to be accountable. So many of the ministers in this new 
government are not prepared to do the work—they probably do not know how to do the work. They are not 
capable of doing the work and it shows every single day. I said yesterday that there are ministers who simply do 
not want the job, and that is true. The Minister for Police, despite his humorous protestations, clearly does not 
want the job because he has to be taken seriously. The Minister for Education does not want the job because she 
does not want to have to do the work and be accountable. She does not enjoy it and it is obvious that she hates 
every minute of this. I said yesterday that that is unfortunate because she is a good person and it will get worse. 
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In education it does not get any better; it gets harder. Another example is the Minister for Local Government. I 
watch what happens at question time and I see his sense of apprehension about the prospect of getting a question.  

Mr P.B. Watson: Don’t talk to me, don’t talk to me! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: He trembles on the seat. They cringe on the front bench; they prepare for humour on 
the back bench because when ministers fail, backbenchers see it as an opportunity. Everybody on that back 
bench sees the member for Bunbury as an opportunity for them. The member for Carine gives it away!  

Several members interjected. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: His inability to do the task makes life difficult for him. Yesterday there was a very 
interesting exchange in the Parliament involving the Premier and some of the newer members on this side of the 
chamber. I will not go into it. It elicited from the Premier an admission—that might be an unfair application of 
the word—that the government is committed to spending an additional $3.7 billion in the first three months of 
government. On the one hand, we have this shambolic attempt by an inept Treasurer who cannot take life or his 
work seriously enough to identify the savings that the government of the day committed to as a fundamental 
component of the delivery of its election promises. It is the government’s issue. The Treasurer cannot do it. On 
the other hand, this amazing unaccountable spending is going on. The money is being poured out the door 
because the Liberal Party signed up for the deal with the National Party. Other money has been applied in the 
city.  

In the first six months of this government we have seen reckless abandonment of financial and fiscal 
responsibility. The rhetoric about committees is an attempt to try to mask that shambolic effort. Yesterday I 
heard about a new one that could have come straight from the script of Yes, Minister or Yes, Prime Minister—the 
creation of the red tape reduction committee.  

Mrs L.M. Harvey: We are trying to work through 63 500 pages of regulation—your mess. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: I wish the member the best of luck. The red tape reduction committee involves two 
backbench members of the government. Embedded in the commentary from the Treasurer, who talks at the 
speed of light hoping that no-one will be able to pick up any of the detail or information that he is pouring forth 
because it might come back to bite him, was the red tape regulatory gatekeeping unit. It is not called a 
committee; it is called a unit. That exists in Treasury. I do not have a problem with that. The next thing we will 
see is another committee to reduce the number of red tape reduction committees. We are about to see the newly 
elected member for Scarborough—I wish her well—and a member from the upper house whose name eludes me 
embarking upon some unspecified travel itinerary around the state of Western Australia in an effort to reduce red 
tape.  

Mrs L.M. Harvey: It’s called listening to businesses. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER: I wished the member the best of luck. It is like a page from the script of Yes, Minister. 
If the scriptwriters had not thought of it, I bet they wished they had. When we mention the name of the red tape 
reduction committee, all those members on the other side of Parliament laugh. “You are joking, aren’t you?” It is 
a substitute for the government’s ministers doing the job that should be done by the ministers. They are not able 
to do these jobs. That is why they set up these farcical committees to roam around the state with unspecified 
terms of reference “listening to small business”. What does that term of reference mean?  

The government of Western Australia embraced the policy position of a three per cent efficiency dividend. It 
cannot deliver it for a range of reasons. It has made a complete and utter mess of the process to date in a way that 
has gone under the radar. It is one of the most ridiculous conflicts of interest that I have ever seen propagated out 
of the Parliament of Western Australia. It then set up a committee called the red tape reduction committee to try 
to cover up for the fact that it cannot do the job. The state of Western Australia is in a position that it has not 
been in for a very long time. When we came to government, the state was in contraction mode and the state’s 
economy was shrinking. Members of the government refused to believe it when they were in opposition. They 
should look up the statistics, now their own Treasury information. It will show that the state’s economy was 
declining; it was in negative mode in 2000-01. Against that background, we set about and succeeded in 
delivering our commitment to an efficiency dividend, with hard work. We improved services and increased the 
number of people working in the public sector on specific tasks to deliver better services. We did the job, we had 
a vision for the state that rolled forward. We are in the midst of a global financial crisis. We have a state 
government with no identifiable, coherent agenda, with ministers populating their positions like vagabonds who 
have drifted in looking for a warm place to stay, wondering why they are there and hoping that no-one will 
notice them whilst they are there. 

MR C.C. PORTER (Bateman — Attorney General) [11.56 am]: I understood that we were debating an 
amendment to the motion asking that this house condemn the Liberal-National government for its cuts to front-
line services. The member for Girrawheen spoke at length about cuts but also had some grievances that she 
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wished to raise with respect to my portfolio of corrective services involving prisons, offender programs and 
Indigenous prisoners. She used the word “racism” at one stage, which I would like to develop a bit further.  

At the outset, having listened to a variety of speeches, both in response to the Premier’s speech and on this 
amendment, over the past three days, that word “vision” has been used an awful amount. It seems that the stock 
standard criticism for anyone whom one might disagree with at any time is that he or she has no vision but the 
speaker of those words has a great vision. This place single-handedly devalues the currency of vision with 
almost every speech that is made. A very interesting book is the most recent publication on the history of 
Western Australia by Geoffrey Bolton. Not unsurprisingly, in retrospect, it is entitled Land of vision and mirage: 
Western Australia since 1826. His thesis, if I can put it loosely, for the history is that so many Western 
Australians in government and public life cross that very fine line between having a vision and losing sight of 
doing practical things that better people’s lives and create constant continuing improvement. Ameliorism is one 
of those basic features about liberal democracy that we all adhere to. Any individual who does not come out with 
some grand statement about what they are going to do is accused of not having vision. In at least a tangential 
way, the member for Girrawheen accused — 

Mr M. McGowan: Has the Premier read this book?  

Mr C.C. PORTER: I think most people on this side of the house would have read this book; it is a very good 
book. The criticism that one does not have vision is often just a mask for someone who has not actually dug 
down and done the basic things properly.  

During the break from Parliament I spent some time trying to get to grips with a very difficult portfolio in 
corrective services. My starting position was to look at some of the areas that had been seen by outside 
observers, including the Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services and the Auditor General, to be conspicuous 
areas of practical failure. The areas that were identified were program delivery, the supervision of people in the 
community by corrective services and juvenile justice teams. The first two were probably the two most glaring 
examples of practical failures. What is the vision for these things? Ultimately—it might be a modest vision and I 
might get criticised for not having a vision—the vision is just to do better. I do not think there is any 
disagreement that these things are worth doing but it is a matter of how we go about doing them. It pains me 
when I hear the member for Girrawheen say that we need a vision about how to cure racism in our prison 
system. The presumption behind that statement is that someone from the opposite side of the house has a greater 
level of compassion for the fact that we have Indigenous prisoners than members on this side of the house. We 
would all like to reduce the number of Indigenous prisoners in our system. 

Mr M. McGowan: That wasn’t what you said when you became the minister. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I said that I had a very broad law enforcement agenda and that that priority was not number 
one, and it is not. The reason it is not is the same reason the former chair of the Prisoners Review Board also said 
in The Australian that she understood why I had a broad law and order agenda. That was from the former chair 
of the Prisoners Review Board, Her Honour Judge Valerie French. She said that rates of Indigenous 
imprisonment are not amenable to a quick fix by a single Attorney General, and clearly they are not. I will refer 
to some measures that would improve the situation. The two obvious ones are the delivery of offender programs 
that address the nature of Indigenous offending and employment programs. I will refer to one of those areas at 
the moment, because it is salient to the concept of the constant decrying of individuals for not having a vision, as 
if that is some supplantation or excuse for not doing any work. 

I read the report of the Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services, which said that the programs were being 
inefficiently delivered. It is fair to say that the OICS report was in large part anecdotal, although it highlighted a 
problem. It was anecdotal in that it assessed the number of prisoners who had been scheduled for a program but 
who had not received a program. It did that for a variety of prisoners and a variety of programs and found that 
there was a large gulf—a lot of prisoners were not receiving programs that they had been scheduled to receive. I 
therefore sat down with the relevant officers of my department and tried to unpack the data on what was going 
on with this thing called “offender programs”. There are many offender programs. I have had conversations with 
people inside and outside the industry. One view was put that most offender programs are so long in their title 
that most Indigenous offenders—indeed any offender—would not be able to comprehend the title, let alone the 
program. We therefore have a problem with the length of program names. I went through the data and tried to 
unpack what actually happened during the time that members opposite were in government. They are the same 
members now who seek a vision or a cure and criticise an alleged cutback in front-line services from 
departments, such as police or the Department of Corrective Services, and what sits behind that criticism is an 
almost unassailable assumption that somehow front-line services were being delivered perfectly or being 
delivered on an improved basis. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: I never said that in relation to Corrective Services; I can tell you. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I can see now, having spent three months studying the data, why the member for 
Girrawheen would not say that. 
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Ms M.M. Quirk: Yes. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: The fact is that the budget for programs in real terms was going up, not being cut by 
three per cent. The budget for programs in 2000-01—if I read it correctly, as it is stated in the thousands—was 
$7.885 million, and in the last financial year it was $11.051 million. The budget for programs, therefore, is going 
up. We know that programs have at least some limited ability to affect the recidivism rate, but we should not 
overstate that. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Yes. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Okay. So I sat down with officers from my department and asked them to unpack all the 
data to see exactly what was going on. I wanted to see the data for Indigenous offenders; I wanted to see it for 
other offenders; I wanted to see it for violence offending programs; I wanted to see it for addiction programs; 
and I wanted to see it for sex programs. I will give members one example today which I believe puts paid to the 
idea that somehow vision is a substitute for actually ensuring efficiency in a department, or that even in a time of 
plenty front-line services were somehow being delivered miraculously better than they were. The data was very 
interesting. The data was available in the sense that it was put together in a tabulated and combined form and we 
could work out trends and patterns, which had not been done before. I can tell members that it was an absolutely 
excruciating process, even for a geek! It was terrible! My holiday over Christmas was sitting down unpacking 
this data. 

Members opposite talk about visions and improving the situation for Indigenous prisoners, but let me take them 
to the data on violence offending program trends for Indigenous prisoners. I will refer to funding increases in the 
budget for programs for Indigenous prisoners, although I have the figures for everyone. In the financial year of 
2000-01, which was during the time of the government before last, the government delivered Indigenous 
violence offending programs to 228 Indigenous prisoners. Do members want to know how many violence 
offending programs the government delivered to Indigenous prisoners last financial year? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: A few, I imagine. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Five. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: That is disgusting and disgraceful. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: The member for Girrawheen says that, but it was, with respect, on her watch; was it not? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Yes, and I tried; I am the first to admit failure. I have not criticised anything in relation to your 
efforts in Corrective Services. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I thank the member for Girrawheen for that. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: You came in halfway through my speech. I said I was happy to work with you in a bipartisan 
manner because, as Western Australians, everyone in this room collectively needs to work to improve things. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I thank the member for Girrawheen. On that point I ask her this question and I invite her 
interjection: would she agree with my assessment that the first thing that needs to change to deliver more 
programs to more people is to decrease the complexity of the programs and the hours? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Yes. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Would I have the member for Girrawheen’s support for that? 

Ms M.M. Quirk: You certainly would. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I believe that is critical. It is interesting, of course, that the literature shows that the longer 
the program the more the rate for Indigenous prisoners improves. However, there is no point having Rolls-Royce 
programs that we do not deliver to anyone. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Excellent; I agree. 

Mr P. Papalia: Would you accept an interjection? 

Mr C.C. PORTER: Yes, of course. 

Mr P. Papalia: Thanks very much for doing that work. You may not know it but I have asked a substantial 
number of questions on notice along those lines, because it is very clear that the capacity of the department to 
analyse what is actually going on with program provision is dramatically lacking. Are you looking to create a 
process to monitor outcomes? Specifically, if you are going to reduce the numbers or the focus of programs, are 
you looking to have a comprehensive process so that we can monitor the outcomes once people pass through a 
program and go out beyond the system? 

Mr C.C. PORTER: The honest answer to the member for Warnbro’s question is that I have not decided 
whether we can do that at all, as it may well be cost prohibitive.  
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Mr P. Papalia: Right. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: I just give the member this example. I asked the department for the best literature it could 
give me on offender programs and how effective they were. Another problem with the debate—perhaps we all 
fall into it at times but it certainly happens in the media—is that program delivery failure is equated with failure 
to cure someone; “program” has become synonymous with “failure”. I can tell the member that at best the 
international literature says that the better programs probably reduce recidivism rates by about 10 to 12 per cent. 
So if we delivered a decent program to 10 Indigenous prisoners, or 10 non-Indigenous prisoners, we might stop 
one of them from reoffending. That is far from a perfect success rate, but it probably indicates that it is worth 
doing. Given that we know that by providing a program with the right people delivering a certain quality of 
hours and structure there is some chance of decreasing recidivism rates for the pool of people who reoffend, 
tracking each and every one of those people who physically completed a program could well mean fewer 
programs. I therefore have to find some balance there. However, I will say that the deficiency is not about 
three per cent or five per cent. I am finding in my department that it is about data collection and setting goals. 

Ms M.M. Quirk: Yes. 

Mr C.C. PORTER: This is why I am very glad to hear that I have the member for Girrawheen’s support for 
decreasing the hours and configuration of the programs, because after the Court government lost office, there 
were many small programs and that balance probably was not quite right. However, I would say that it was much 
better than the process that we let ourselves get into of a continuing number of extremely long and complicated 
programs that we could not deliver. If there is limited space in a prison for programs, perhaps only one room, 
and the program to be delivered lasts for six months, it can be delivered only once a year effectively. It really has 
got to the point of being a little ridiculous. 

I would say to the member for Girrawheen that vision is not improvement and often vision is an excuse for not 
improving, and in this area I identified over the Christmas break some areas in which we could initiate 
improvement. However, that will not happen without some kind of agreement. I am very glad to hear that I have, 
at least in general terms, some kind of agreement that there needs to be some radical changes in this area. 

However, Mr Speaker, three per cent or nay, three per cent can be found in these agencies in collaboration with 
the bureaucrats. I did find it interesting during the course of this debate that the proposition has in effect been put 
that the heads of department and their senior bureaucrats are precisely the wrong people to investigate at a prima 
facie level where cuts can come from. I understand why members opposite might put that proposition, but it 
cannot be a complete or blanket proposition in terms of its probity and how correct it is. I have found that the 
people in my two departments are very well placed to understand which parts of their business—in large part 
departments such as Corrective Services are a business—can be trimmed down. In the definition of what is or 
what is not a front-line service in the statistics I have just given, there could be a growing budget and front-line 
services diminish. That is the situation that we have to avoid and, if I might respectfully say, it is one in which 
we can achieve improvement.  

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Minister for Health) [12.09 pm]: It is great to have an opportunity to 
respond to the comments about health made by the brand-new, wet-behind-the-ears Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition. 

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The member sat over there and labelled the government inexperienced and immature. I really 
think the Deputy Leader of the Opposition needs to sit down and talk to the former Minister for Health, for 
whom I have a great deal of respect.  

I want to tell the house about some of the things we found when we came into government and the difficulties 
we had in addressing the issues of the budget. The first thing I did was to sit down and have a debriefing with the 
former Minister for Health. He said that he was happy for me to repeat a couple of the things he told me during 
that meeting about issues I might have with the budget. There was a $100 million deficiency for Joondalup 
Health Campus that had not been budgeted for. There was also a $100 million deficiency for the Midland 
Hospital, because the estimates had blown out to $300 million. The third thing was that there would be a sizeable 
deficit in health at the end of the year; he did not know how much it would be, but he knew it would be big. I can 
tell members that that is a serious issue that the government has to face.  

Why is there a deficit? There is a deficit because health was underfunded by the previous Treasurer. For 
example, a community asthma program that was put in place was underfunded to the tune of $20-odd million. 
There were severe escalations in the cost of running the Pilbara health service, for rentals and costs relating to 
getting doctors and agency nurses to those areas. There is a huge deficit. A budget deficit from the previous year 
had been rolled over but had not been subsequently funded for the following year. All these programs had been 
put in place as a result of increased demand in hospitals. There had to be a huge increase in the provision of 
services in hospitals, but there was no money there to fund it. There were increases in the number of personnel 
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employed in public health, but who were they? Were they front-line staff—nursing staff, doctors, or other people 
who provide critical front-line services? No, they were not. They were backroom bureaucrats, who significantly 
increased in number beyond the capacity of the Department of Health to pay for them, and well beyond the 
needs brought about by the growth in front-line services. Front-line service requirements had grown significantly 
but were not covered by the budget, and funds were being siphoned off to pay for all these backroom 
bureaucrats. 

What have we heard in speeches by opposition members? We have heard whingeing about the three per cent 
cuts. It all reflects back. I have heard people say, “You rotten government. You’ve made a three per cent cut and 
you won’t be able to fund the upgrading of a school in my electorate that desperately needs upgrading.” Hello! 
The opposition was in government for eight years; the demand for the upgrade of that school did not develop 
overnight. It would have become increasingly important during the eight years that the Labor Party was in 
government, so new members should not come to Parliament and suddenly discover issues in their electorates 
that have not been funded during the first six months of this government and try to blame it on us and the 
three per cent cuts. They should turn to the former ministers sitting next to them and ask them why they did not 
fund the schools or roads that needed upgrading over the past eight years. I fully supported and totally agreed 
with some of the initiatives implemented by the former Minister for Health, such as the screening of newborn 
children for hearing deficiencies. However, we now have to find the money for that, and it is not in the budget. 
He committed to it prior to the election, and I supported that commitment, but there were no funds available. 

We are the new government and we will manage the three per cent cuts, but I remind members that the three per 
cent cuts were first announced by the current Leader of the Opposition and were included in every budget and 
notational item. Every department was to have its budget reduced by three per cent. The departments and the 
new government are obliged to begin working towards that. Yes, we supported the cuts in opposition; why 
would we not? It provided us with $1.8 million for election commitments.  

Mr R.H. Cook interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am quite happy to apply a three per cent cut to health, and I will get back to the member’s 
comments in a while. 

The opposition has to be joking if it expects every department to be running at 100 per cent efficiency after eight 
years of a bloated Labor government. Of course they are not running at 100 per cent efficiency, particularly 
health, after such a massive increase in backroom bureaucrats—far beyond the requirements of the health 
department—during the eight years of Labor government. Of course the government will have to find a way to 
make three per cent cuts, and of course it will have to be in administrative areas. I am pleased to say that the 
previous Labor government gave me the opportunity to do so by bloating those areas in the first place. The 
reality is that because the previous Treasurer was not efficient in the first place, the present government is 
responsible for making three per cent reductions. The previous government should have made sure that those 
departments were efficient. It is nonsense to say that ministers were not involved in over-funding the 
bureaucracies. That is a childish thing to say. How does the Deputy Leader of the Opposition think these things 
work? 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I will at the end. 

If, for example, the member were the Minister for Health, with no experience in running a health department, his 
first step in making a three per cent cut would be to go to the director general and ask him to look through all his 
programs and all his employees and come back with areas in which he thought his department could reduce costs 
by three per cent. This is commonsense stuff. Nobody in his right mind would expect the member to even know 
what programs existed in the health department, let alone know which ones needed to be cut. He would rely on 
his department to bring him that information, just as the former Premier would have done in the portfolio of 
education. He would have gone to the Director General of the Department of Education and Training and said, 
“Let’s sit down together and look at all the potential areas from which we might reduce costs by three per cent 
and work them out.” That is exactly what the government did. We sat down at length with our department heads 
and went through the areas where we might make the three per cent cuts, but always insisted that they must not 
affect front-line services. We have very enthusiastic people in the Department of Health who have come up with 
things that they think might help to achieve a three per cent cut. In some areas one is between a rock and a hard 
place. The majority of reductions clearly have to come from backroom areas. We are saying that it must not 
affect the services provided to patients. 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I will come back to the member. 

People come to the government with ideas about the ways in which better efficiencies could provide the same 
services to patients, and that really should have been done earlier. They are saying that they can do things in a 
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better way that will not affect front-line services but will change the way the services operate. I cannot tell them 
not to be more efficient; all I can tell them is that if they are going to be more efficient, they cannot let it affect 
the provision of front-line services. That is what we are saying and doing. 

Mr R.H. Cook: Why were they told to rewrite their memos? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I can tell the member. The initial memo was a discussion document. They sat down in groups 
and made it clear that front-line services would not be affected, but the document did not clearly reflect that. 
That is why they had to produce the documents again. Those people were told that the cuts must not affect front-
line services. It is just a matter of greater efficiencies in those areas. I am happy for my people to be more 
efficient, because we need them to be; we have a huge increase in demand. I am happy to wear that 
responsibility.  

I said publicly that I am writing to all nurses telling them that the government is supporting them as nurses and 
that it will reduce its reliability on agency nurses, but is looking, instead, at employing them and casual nurses 
full-time. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s statement about this government reducing the number of 
casual nurses is wrong. The government will increase the number of nurses. Western Australia has increased the 
number of nurses by 700 full-time equivalents over the past 12 months—half of that increase occurred when the 
previous government was in office and the other half has been in the time of this government.  

At Fremantle Hospital, the hospital in question, there are 1 000 nurses of whom only 38 are agency numbers. In 
the past year the number of nurses at that hospital has increased by 100. I did say that I would take an 
interjection from the member for Bassendean. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: My wife is a casual nurse at Fremantle Hospital. Apart from the three years that she worked 
at Armadale hospital when we lived in Roleystone, she has been working there since the early 1990s. She is a 
permanent part of the workforce. “Casual” is, in a sense, a misnomer. She works six-hour shifts. There used to 
be flexibility. The minister understands the nature of nursing. Sometimes in a six-hour shift a nurse cannot get 
the work done or there is an admission just before the end of the shift. The nurse has to work an extra half an 
hour or an hour. There was flexibility. It suited the hospital. Frankly, from my wife’s perspective, it didn’t suit 
her. She likes to work six-hour shifts so she can get home to the kids. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: This should be a short interjection; not a long one. 

Mr M.P. Whitely: The directive that has been issued about the three per cent cuts and six-hour shifts will mean 
exactly that. She will be put in a position in which she either works unpaid overtime or compromises patient 
care.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: I have given the member the opportunity to interject and now I will come back to that issue. I 
saw the directive that came out and it did not say that there would be a six-hour only shift. It said that any 
payment for additional time worked beyond the six hours will not be automatic; it will need to be authorised by 
the supervising sister.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: That is how it is being applied; that is the effect of the three per cent cut. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: That is exactly why I am writing to nurses telling them that the services provided by nurses 
must not be compromised. If nurses believe that they are they must go, firstly, to their supervisor. If they are not 
happy with the outcome, they should come to me or the director general and the issue will be investigated.  

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: I have given the member for Bassendean a fair go.  

The government does not want front-line services affected. We have to produce this three per cent efficiency 
dividend. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition said that health should be exempt from these cuts. I will point 
out a couple of things to him. Firstly, the Queensland Labor government is going to an election with a three per 
cent efficiency cut. Does he think that will not affect health in Queensland? Secondly, does he think that his 
current leader, as Treasurer, would have supported health being exempt? No way. Do we exempt health, which 
will produce $120 million from the cut? Do we exempt education because strong arguments have been put that it 
be exempt? Do we exempt police because strong arguments have been put that it be exempt? If we did that there 
would not be any departments left. Those three budgets consume the vast majority of the state budget; therefore, 
to achieve a three per cent efficiency dividend across all departments, all the other government departments 
would have to go. 

Mr R.H. Cook: Preserve front-line services, minister.  

Dr K.D. HAMES: That is not what the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said, and he knows it. He said that the 
Department of Health should be exempt. The member is trying to talk over me because he knows he is wrong. I 
would like him to apologise to the media for making that statement and apologise to the public for any 
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suggestion he made that it was remotely possible to exempt the largest budget in the government system from 
the three per cent cut.  

The Leader of the Opposition, as Treasurer, certainly supported the three per cent cut. When I took over as 
health minister the three per cent cut had already been put in place by the previous government. The second 
reason the former Treasurer does not support exempting health is because he told me so. He told me that because 
he knows it is impractical and impossible to leave the major budget funding department out of the three per cent 
equation. Frankly, I think it can be done, and it is being done.  

I have gone through the issues that were raised and ticked them off. For the member for Kwinana’s information, 
because obviously he does not know this, there is an upper house inquiry into the three per cent cuts. The first 
witness to appear before that committee today is the Director General of Health, and I imagine that he has 
already detailed the situation as it applies to health. Not only that, I know the opposition got hold of a leaked 
document, which was not entirely accurate. A lot of that information will be replicated in the upper house 
committee. It will clearly show that the cuts will not affect front-line services and that most cuts will be from 
areas that do not provide those services. It is ridiculous for the member for Kwinana, the new boy on the block, 
to make statements that health should be exempt from the three per cent cut. The former Minister for Health will 
set him on the right road and explain to him that it would be impossible. Irrespective of that, it is the right thing 
to do.  

Recently we saw what happened in Queensland. Its expenses blew out so much that it lost its AAA credit rating 
at a cost of about $200 million. That is far in excess of what the three per cent cut is costing health in this state. 
The government, including ministers, have a responsibility to do the right thing and rein in the bloated 
government departments that were created under the Labor government’s watch and ensure that we have a lean 
and efficient government that can still provide the front-line services that are desperately needed.  

Some members opposite have called ministers on this side of the house lazy. I will outline the health programs 
that have been put in place in the six months that we have been in government. The Royal Flying Doctor Service 
was allocated $68 million and the patient assisted travel scheme funding was increased by 60 per cent, which 
meets all the recommendations of the Senate inquiry into PATS funding. It is the envy of health ministers in 
other states, and that became evident at the ministerial conferences I have attended. They wish they had that sort 
of money for their PATS scheme. Additional funding of $30 million has been allocated to addressing the wait 
list surgery. The other states have increased their wait list surgery with the money they received from the federal 
government initiative—this state received just over $15 million, which allowed for a huge increase in wait list 
programs. The other states have been caught out, because they do not have the money to keep them going. They 
are continuing with wait list surgery, even with a huge reduction in income, while crossing their fingers hoping 
that the next federal government initiative, which is probably six months away, will provide the money to cover 
the cost of the work they are doing now. This government has $30 million in that fund to pay for increased 
surgery. This government provided $10 million to Karratha to increase its obstetric service and review the 
hospital. It has funded its general practitioner after-hours clinic. This government has also funded the program 
that increases Silver Chain’s ability to assist more people in their homes to the tune of $20 million odd a year; 
$84 million in total. The government has established the wait list advocacy committee, which gives people the 
ability to lodge complaints about their position on the wait list surgery. Funding is now going directly to nurses 
to help with childcare centres. The government has committed to the fast-tracking of Princess Margaret Hospital 
for Children. Only this week members heard about the tender process for Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital, and 
Albany Regional Hospital is being fast-tracked. The member for Albany will be pleased to hear that. A save 
Royal Perth committee has been established to develop a program on how to construct that hospital. Most 
importantly, this government has introduced the four-hour rule. People have said my credibility as a minister 
and, in fact, my career may hang on the success or failure of the four-hour rule. I am happy for that to be the 
case. The member for Kwinana made some criticisms of it and I hope he will hang his success or failure on 
criticising it. It is a major change to the way in which our hospitals manage their services and will create huge 
improvements. The public will absolutely welcome the changes that are put in place.  

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale) [12.30 pm]: I support this motion. The tack that I want to take is the 
folly of cutting these services and spending money on projects for which there has been no demonstrated need. I 
will focus on the issue of the expenditure at the Oakajee port because, as has been said, we are being told that we 
need to cut important front-line services, but at the same time the Premier wants to commit in the order of 
$700 million of taxpayers’ money, $300 million to $350 million of which will be funded by the state to advance 
the vision of Oakajee. When the Premier before the last election said that he was taking over the leadership of 
the Liberal Party because he had some unfinished business, we did not realise just how much unfinished business 
he had, and how much he would take us back to his old dreams set some time in the 1980s and 1990s.  

Let us consider the Premier’s explanation, given time and again, for why we need to put all this public money 
into the Oakajee port. His explanation is that it is to keep state control of this asset and not to have this asset 
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owned and managed by a foreign entity. This is a complete fallacy. The bid process that was set up by the former 
government deliberately ensured that the ownership and the management of the common infrastructure of the 
Oakajee port would be in the hands of the Geraldton Port Authority. The former government set that up as an 
integral part of the bid process. Both companies that bid to build and finance the Oakajee port bid on the basis of 
building the berths, the basin, the channel and the seawall.  

Mr P. Miles: When was it planned to be built?  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It would commence as soon as the design work was completed.  

It was put out to tender in a way that would facilitate early completion, and it is my understanding it was 
designed to be completed around 2012-13, which is, if anything, an earlier time frame than the present proposal. 
I want members to understand this, because it goes right to the heart of the integrity of the Premier. The proposal 
upon which the companies had bid, and for which the preferred proponent had been granted, had entrenched and 
written into the very core of that arrangement that the common user infrastructure, which comprises the sea wall, 
the basin and the channel—all of which is now proposed to be taxpayer funded—would be handed back to the 
state.  

This is not an unprecedented proposal; this is precisely what happened at Port Hedland. Indeed, it was the history 
of Port Hedland that gave the former government the confidence to design this project as it did. It was 
commercially realistic. It would ensure that the successful proponent and the developer of the port would get the 
capital user charge that any third parties paid until such time that the infrastructure had been paid off, but it 
would not be owned and it would not be managed by any private entity or any foreign company; it would be 
owned and operated by the state via the agency of the Geraldton Port Authority. Why the big lie? Why is the 
Premier saying that this is the reason he needs to put $350 million of state money into it and why is he trying to 
get $350 million of federal money to it? Believe me, if he gets that federal money, it will be no great bonus to the 
state, because we know that many good projects have been taken off the Infrastructure Australia list by the 
Premier to boost the chances of getting this money for Oakajee. Why does he want to do this? It is because he 
has unfinished business.  

We know that in the 1990s—and I have no difficulty with the Premier taking up the position—the Premier was 
the first champion of Oakajee. He can quite rightly claim that credit. He was Oakajee’s champion, and, as he 
clearly outlined yesterday, he was the minister responsible for the land assembly. Yes, he was. He bought it, and 
he can always take credit for that. However, what was really, really interesting in his narrative yesterday is that 
he left out a whole chapter; it is the chapter on Kingstream. He said, “I did all of this: I assembled the land, I 
bought it, I got it zoned as industrial. I did all that.” He did, but what else did he do? He tied the project to 
Kingstream. He did not want to have only a port; he wanted a legacy that would rival the Court legacy.  

I read an interesting article by Jennifer Hewitt in The Australian recently, but she seems to have stumbled upon 
it. She referred to the big projects associated with Charles Court in the Pilbara. It is my view that the Premier has 
always wanted a legacy similar to the Court name, which is attached to those great achievements in the Pilbara, 
those great epic battles wherein the ban on the export of iron ore was lifted and finally the commonwealth took 
Western Australia seriously and got the Pilbara going. I have no problem with any member of Parliament 
wanting a legacy. In itself that is not a fault. However, the problem is that this legacy is most likely to be 
completely unrealistic. It was not by accident that he left out the whole Kingstream chapter, because he knows 
what an embarrassment and a debacle it was.  

I also find it ironic that he rails against us for putting this process out for bidding by the two major proponents 
that had mines in that area, one of whom had Japanese and Chinese interests, and one of whom had some 
Chinese interests. In his Kingstream proposal, the main player was a Taiwanese operation. Somehow or other, he 
has got a little nationalistic between then and the time that he became Premier.  

We have the Premier’s desire for a legacy. This is not just a port; this is about having a big port and his dream of 
downstream processing. The Premier is reported as saying that Oakajee is really important and it is about far 
more than iron ore. It will be, as there are other resources in that area—even uranium, which the Premier is keen 
to export. He also said that Western Australia lacked a site for the sophisticated processing of its vast reserves of 
mineral and gas resources. The Premier wants to make one. Of course, that is entirely wrong. We do not lack the 
sites; we have the sites. If members go to the Department of State Development website, they will see pictures of 
them. Of course, the site that is best placed for that is the Boodarie industrial estate in Port Hedland. It states — 

The Boodarie Industrial Estate is located 5km west of Port Hedland and has long been planned to 
support the growth of downstream processing in the Port Hedland area. Local resources of iron ore, 
manganese and salt are available, and a natural gas pipeline passes through the estate to deliver gas 
from Dampier ….  

Appropriate zoning and infrastructure plans are in place to allow resource processing projects to locate 
on the estate, which has ready access to roads, water, natural gas, power and port facilities in Port 
Hedland. 
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Contrary to the Premier’s saying in his speech on Tuesday that we need to incorporate an industrial estate for this 
downstream processing, we already have one.  

Mr T.G. Stephens: An ideal place for a gas hub.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: The member for Pilbara can fight that battle himself! That estate exists near a major 
town that at one stage housed 17 000 people and no doubt will increase again to that and, indeed, a higher figure. 
I think, member for Pilbara, the council projection for Port Hedland population is 25 000 to 30 000.  

Mr T.G. Stephens: Easily.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: All that is at Boodarie. The first story—that we needed to do this to ensure we had 
control by the state—was demonstrated to be a complete lie, because, as I have demonstrated, we set up the 
whole arrangement so that those assets would be returned to the state and managed by the Geraldton Port 
Authority. The Premier wants to establish Oakajee for downstream processing. It is important to understand the 
significance of this because we need a very different port for loading steel than for loading bulk minerals. I think 
in response to the supplementary question the Premier finally acknowledged that. We agree with the Premier that 
Oakajee is the most appropriate site for a deep water port, but the marine conditions are very challenging. If we 
want to build a port that can handle the loading of steel, we must build a much bigger and more substantial 
seawall, because the water must be much calmer than is needed to load bulk commodities.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: He said that.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: He did say that.  

What we need the Premier to come clean about is where the business case is for a Western Australian steel 
industry, which is driving this revision of the project? Where is the business case for the $700 million of 
taxpayers’ money he wants to invest? Every time the Labor government invested in a port it was supported by an 
extensive business case.  

I was wondering why the Premier was getting the language wrong. Very early on when he announced the 
$700 million proposal, he talked about an “outer harbour”. I thought that was really odd because there can only 
be an outer harbour when there is an inner harbour. A seawall of itself is not an outer harbour, but if members 
read all the Premier’s statements, they will see that he was talking about an outer harbour. It seems to me that the 
reason we need to invest the $700 million—we sought information from the Premier on this—is that we are 
committing to a different sort of port, not just a design that will allow for new berths. The original plan allowed 
for any third party to come along, be it a general cargo or whatever, and build a third berth. I think this 
$700 million is necessary due to the Premier’s desire for Oakajee to export steel slab. The information I am 
getting from industry seems to indicate a desire to build this new facility. Obviously, the proponent who is an 
exporter of iron ore, will not be prepared to build to that level. It is a much more expensive operation. The 
Premier’s intervention, indeed, taxpayers’ funds are needed to bring back that dream of Kingstream—that dream 
of downstream processing. In the past, attempts at downstream processing have been made in areas that are 
much richer in iron ore resource. The hot briquetted iron ore plant in Port Hedland did not succeed. The HIsmelt 
program based in Kwinana has stalled.  

Mr F.M. Logan: It’s still going.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Okay, but it has not been expanded as was proposed.  

It will be very difficult, if at all possible, to get up this old 1990s idea of creating a steel plant in Oakajee. My 
concern is that, once again, the Premier’s dream of a legacy—one to rival the Court legacy—will take the mid-
west back. We are not concerned just that we are cutting front-line services and putting $350 million of state 
taxpayers’ money into this project, but that we may well have the same fiasco in the mid-west that we found 
when we came to government. That is because the Premier had tied himself so intrinsically to this Kingstream 
project, to the downstream processing—he even tacitly acknowledged it in his contribution yesterday—that he 
put his foot on the hose of the Geraldton port. He refused to allow any expansion of the Geraldton port, so as a 
result there was no iron ore industry. Not only was there not a steel industry, but also the more realistic iron ore 
industry in the mid west did not eventuate during his reign.  

The Labor Party came into government and said that Geraldton and the mid-west had been on hold for a decade 
while the Premier, then as Minister for Resources Development, had pursued his dream, which has not gone 
anywhere, and the Kingstream project fell over. It was nothing to do with the Labor government. We said, “Let’s 
go for something more realistic; let’s invest in upgrading and deepening the Geraldton port”. I think in all we 
spent about $150 million, but he still does not like it; he is still angry that we deepened the Geraldton port. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: You struck rock.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: We did it within the budget. It was fantastic. It was the right thing to do.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: It was done in 2003.  
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Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It was completed in 2003.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs: You cannot put any big ships in there.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: This is it. The Premier wants ships as big as the ships that go into Sir Charles 
Court’s port. He is not happy with something that works; it is not about wanting something realistic or about 
wanting something that is actually designed to meet the needs of the community and of the industry. He wants a 
port that will take big ships because Sir Charles’ port is a big-ship port. The Labor government got that industry 
started in Geraldton and, as a result of that, it became timely and appropriate to build Oakajee.  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs L.M. Harvey): I am trying to hear what the member for Armadale is saying, 
and I am sure Hansard cannot hear her. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: As a result, Oakajee’s time has come and, as I have already said, the Premier can 
always take credit for being the first person to see Oakajee. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs: And doesn’t that annoy you! 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: No, it does not annoy me. I am happy to give him credit for that, but let us make 
this a realistic project and not put the mid-west on hold for another eight years while the Premier pursues another 
fantasy. 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Bassendean) [12.49 pm]: The fundamental problem with the government’s approach to 
the three per cent budget cuts is its hands-off manner of administration. Typical of that approach is the 
government allowing bureaucrats to cut the low-hanging fruit—that is, to make the easy cuts. If there is fat to be 
cut out of departments, that fat is often deeply embedded, and often the most discretionary spending that is — 

Mr R.F. Johnson: You probably put the fat in there in the first place. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Then the task for the minister is to find it and to cut it out. If he says there is fat, he 
should find it and cut it out; he should not delegate the job to others.  

As I was saying discretionary spending is the most variable and the easiest to cut. Yet, often that same 
discretionary spending is the most responsive to need. If ministers identify the need for cuts, it is their 
responsibility to identify where those cuts will need to be made. The member for Girrawheen gave us the good 
example of the motorcycle police.  

An example I want to speak about is the failure of this government to protect core service delivery in the area of 
health. I interjected briefly during the Minister for Health’s speech. The issue I particularly wish to raise is the 
decision to cut flexibility by cutting back on the use of casual nursing at Fremantle Hospital. I identified up-front 
to the minister that my wife is a casual nurse at Fremantle Hospital and has been for the best part of two 
decades—apart from a short time spent at Armadale-Kelmscott Memorial Hospital when I was the member for 
Roleystone. My wife works in the coronary care ward, where this matter is not such a problem because of the 
higher level of patient care, the lower staff-patient ratio and the predictable rate of patient discharge. However, 
reducing casual nursing staff on medical wards is a real problem because casual nurses who might work a six-
hour shift will on occasions, when it suits the hospital’s needs, work an extra half hour or hour of overtime. As a 
result of the Minister for Health’s directive, that discretion has been taken away. Consequently, if a patient 
presents on the ward five minutes before a casual nurse is due to finish her shift and nobody else is available to 
admit the patient to the ward, the patient’s care is compromised, because the Minister for Health’s directive 
means that the hospital is now unable to deliver appropriate services.  

My wife is a classic case in the sense that, although she is a casual nurse at Fremantle Hospital, she is a 
permanent part of the workforce. It suits her to work casual hours because we have school-age children. It gives 
her flexibility and she is not locked-in to a part-time work arrangement. Despite this, she is a core part of the 
workforce and service delivery at Fremantle Hospital. My wife works a short shift, from seven o’clock in the 
morning until one o’clock in the afternoon. Obviously I use her as an example because I am very familiar with 
her situation; however, the same applies to a whole class of nurses at Fremantle Hospital. When my wife’s shift 
finishes at one o’clock, she is happy, as she likes to go home on time. However, in the past the hospital and my 
wife agreed to a flexible arrangement whereby if she was needed to work an extra half hour or even hour to 
ensure patient care was not compromised, she would stay. However, the directive from the Minister for Health 
that all extensions in casual hours must be authorised at a higher level has removed that flexibility.  

The problem is that nursing does not have a “typical day”. In the coronary care ward, the day is probably more 
predictable than on the medical wards, where people come and go and where staff-patient ratios are sometimes 
double that for coronary care and other intensive care wards. Taking flexibility out of the system is a real issue; it 
is a real problem. This is a classic example of a minister delegating responsibility for the three per cent cuts, 
issuing a directive and failing to follow through on the implications of that directive. I suggest that this directive 
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is one that needs to be reviewed. I could understand if the directive were to move away from agency nurses and 
replace them with casual nurses because it means not paying the agency loading. Typically, casual nurses tend to 
have more of an association with a particular hospital than do agency nurses, who can be placed in any hospital. 
I cannot understand why the flexibility that delivers good patient outcomes is being cut. This is a classic example 
of cutting the easiest thing to cut—the discretionary spend. This is a classic example of the impact of the failure 
of this government to manage to the necessary extent the implications of its three per cent cuts. On occasion, 
nurses are forced to cut corners, compromise patient care or, as my wife has done on a number of occasions, 
work as unpaid volunteers. I think this is emblematic of a wider government problem—its failure to commit to 
core services.  

I am extremely disappointed with the decision of this government to not match Labor’s election commitment to 
fund a $2 million upgrade for the science facilities at Hampton Senior High School. Hampton high school was 
built, I believe, in the late 1960s—it is certainly of the generation of schools that I went to; it is about the same 
age as Como Senior High School—and it’s science facilities are badly in need of upgrading. The Labor Party 
had committed to such an upgrade. The failure of the current government to see and to meet that need is causing 
considerable angst in my electorate and will result in the kids at that school getting less than they deserve.  

Having criticised the government’s general approach, I will now highlight an exception. A good decision was 
made by the Minister for Mental Health when he protected a great Labor initiative announced by the former 
Premier, the member for Willagee, to set-up two multi-disciplinary clinics to help reduce the number of kids 
being medicated for ADHD; it was a great Labor initiative. However, for the bureaucrats facing a change in 
government, it was low-hanging fruit in that it was a Labor Party priority and, although considerable resources 
had been committed and a building had been leased, no-one had been employed. I am aware that this Labor 
initiative was coming under considerable pressure from the three per cent cuts. Because the program did not yet 
exist, it was an easy discretionary spend to cut. I congratulate the Minister for Mental Health for having the good 
sense to protect that great Labor initiative. I rang and asked him about protecting that imitative and he took my 
advice. If the minister keeps doing what I ask him to do, he will end up being a reasonably good minister in a 
very poor government.  

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (25) 

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

 

Noes (26) 

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

Amendment thus negatived. 

Consideration Resumed 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 1785.] 

Sitting suspended from 1.03 to 2.00 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

ROAD SAFETY ADVERTISING CAMPAIGNS 

199. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Minister for Road Safety: 

(1) With Easter just four weeks away, will the minister confirm that the government is yet to approve the 
multimillion-dollar road safety advertising campaigns schedule for the next 12 months?  

(2) Will road safety advertising be quarantined in the government’s 15 per cent advertising cut? 
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(3) Will he dispel fears that the traditional Easter road safety campaign is at risk of being dramatically 
reduced? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for the question, and I am delighted to give a response.  

(1)-(3) First of all, the Towards Zero strategy, which is a 12-year strategy, as the member may or may not be 
aware, has been formulated to try to ensure that we have a strategy in place for the next 12 years. It was 
started under the previous Labor government—I accept and acknowledge—by the previous Minister for 
Road Safety and previous Minister for Police and Emergency Services. It is probably the most widely 
consulted on road safety strategy in Western Australia for sure; maybe even Australia. I am delighted to 
tell the member that it is one this government and I have endorsed as a strategy that we will be 
implementing over that period of time, and — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Forgive my impatience, minister, but I would be delighted if you would actually answer the 
questions that I asked. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Sorry, I thought that was the first part of the question. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: No! The question was: have you approved the advertising campaigns for the next 12 months? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: That was further down.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The first question that was put to me by the Leader of the Opposition was: has the 
government agreed and approved the road safety strategy? That is what the member asked. 

Mr M. McGowan: Road safety advertising campaign. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I will get to road safety advertising.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Would you like me to read the question again? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, that is fine!  

Mr P.B. Watson interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany!  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Members may or may not be aware, but a lot of the funding for road safety advertising 
comes from — 

Ms M.M. Quirk: The road trauma trust fund. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Girrawheen! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: — the road trauma trust fund. We do not dictate where and how it does its advertising.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: Have you approved the advertising or not? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Any advertising that has come to me, I have approved. Does that answer the question? 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Is your program for the next 12 months approved or not? 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: Are you saying it hasn’t come to you for approval?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have so many things that come to me for approval!  

Mrs M.H. Roberts: You haven’t seen the Easter campaign!  

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I tell members that I will always approve advertising for road safety, providing I think it is 
appropriate — 

Mrs M.H. Roberts interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Midland! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: A lot of adverts could be generic. At the moment — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: So you have not approved it yet? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I have approved any advertising that comes to me. I do not have to approve a lot of the 
road safety adverts that come from the road trauma trust fund, which has autonomy — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Has the government approved it? Never mind what you have done; has the government signed 
off on the 12-month advertising campaign for road safety or has it not? 
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not aware that the schedule for the 12-month road safety advertising campaign has 
actually come to us yet from the Office of Road Safety. 

Mrs M.H. Roberts: It is probably stuck in the Premier’s office — 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: No, it is not stuck anywhere. It would come to me as the Minister for Road Safety because 
the Office of Road Safety is part of my portfolio — 

Mr M. McGowan: But you do not know? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am giving members an honest answer. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am telling members that any request that has come to me for advertising for road safety 
would have been approved by me. I will find out and let members know by the end of the day, hopefully — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: That would be good! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: — whether or not there is an approval in process that is still to come to me about the next 
12 months. That may not be the case as yet. 

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Member for Albany!   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: It might be the new financial year when I get a submission to approve advertising. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Minister, perhaps we could go on to question (2), since you are struggling so much with 
question (1)! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am not struggling at all; I am giving the member an honest answer, which is more that he 
ever did when he was on this side of the house! I am probably more committed to road safety than anybody else 
in this house. I truly am, and the member knows the reasons why. I have had carriage of that strategy ever since 
it came to me. I think that when the Labor Party was in government the former minister would have probably 
approved it, endorsed it and all the rest of it, but unfortunately the previous Premier called the election about two 
hours after the previous Minister for Road Safety was handed the document. The former Labor government did 
nothing about it at all. It was languishing in the previous minister’s office until I picked it up! As soon as I 
became the Minister for Road Safety, I picked it up and I ran with it. The Liberal government has endorsed it. I 
will be tabling that document in Parliament next week, because although it has been on the website, I wanted it 
to be enshrined in the history of this state — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: What about the 15 per cent? Tell us about the 15 per cent; does it apply to road safety 
advertising or not? 

Mr M.J. Cowper: What 15 per cent?  

Mr E.S. Ripper: The 15 per cent advertising cut. Does it apply to road safety advertising or not? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I think if there was any move to do that, then they would have to apply to the road trauma 
trust fund because it is responsible. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: So it does not apply? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: The member should know. The road trauma trust fund — 

Several members interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am telling members! The road trauma trust fund has autonomy in its advertising. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Your answer is, road safety advertising is quarantined? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: My answer is, I am more committed to road safety. What did the shadow Minister for 
Road Safety say when I flagged in the media that I would be looking to try to ensure that those people who are 
caught drinking over 0.08—quite a serious drink-driving offence—should have their licences temporarily 
suspended there and then? What was her response? She does not agree with it. She is quite happy—she 
obviously speaks on behalf of the Labor Party—that the day after somebody is caught driving at 0.08 and 
above — 

The SPEAKER: I urge the minister to reach a conclusion to his answer. If members on this side want to ask 
some more questions today, I urge them to stop interjecting. On that basis, I will call the member for Midland. I 
urge the minister to reach a conclusion. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: I am on my last few words. I want to complete the sentence I started, if I may. The 
member for Girrawheen, who speaks on behalf of the Labor Party, is quite happy for people who have been 
caught drink-driving over 0.08 to drive their car the next day. I am totally opposed to that — 
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Ms M.M. Quirk interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: They are her words.  

ROAD SAFETY ADVERTISING CAMPAIGNS 

200. Mr E.S. RIPPER to the Minister for Road Safety:  

As a supplementary question, will the Easter road safety campaign be funded at least at last year’s level or will it 
be dramatically reduced? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON replied: 

As far as I am aware, the Easter advertising campaign is in place. I am not aware of any cut to that campaign 
whatsoever.  

GOODS AND SERVICES TAX — WESTERN AUSTRALIA’S SHARE 

201. Mr A. KRSTICEVIC to the Premier: 

Since last year I note that both the Premier and the Treasurer have raised publicly the issue of Western 
Australia’s declining share of goods and services tax revenue, including in several articles in The West 
Australian and The Australian. Will the Premier outline what the likely scenario is for Western Australia in 
relation to GST, and the likely effect this will have on the state’s development?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:  

I thank the member for Carine for the question. He brings to Parliament a high level of economic and financial 
ability and will no doubt contribute to financial matters during his political career. Yesterday the Treasurer and I, 
and, indeed, the Leader of the Opposition, commented on the prospect of a sharp decline in this state’s share of 
goods and services tax revenues. I do not think that at the time the GST agreements were signed anyone 
anticipated the scenario that looks like playing out. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: You were a member of that committee. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will answer the question. I am just 30 seconds into my answer. Give me a couple of 
minutes, and then the Leader of the Opposition can interject. I do not think that anyone would have anticipated 
such disparate growth rates and the way in which the Commonwealth Grants Commission takes into account 
various factors. It is like a big black box; no-one really understands how it works. It is a mysterious process that 
has largely outrun its course. As the Treasurer made clear when the midyear financial results were released, the 
projections show that in 2007-08—the previous year—Western Australia received 9.4 per cent of the total GST 
collections. On a population basis, that is less than our pro rata share of around 11 per cent. The state Treasury 
projects that by 2011-12, which is only a couple of years away, that figure will be down to 5.7 per cent. We are 
basically getting to the point at which the Western Australian public will get back not much more than 50c in the 
dollar for the GST they pay when they buy goods and services. That is clearly an inequitable position and it is 
unsustainable for the commonwealth. I have made those views known to the federal Treasurer and I mentioned it 
briefly, I believe, to the Prime Minister. I wrote to the Prime Minister in more detail on that. 

Mr E.S. Ripper: I have also raised it with the Prime Minister. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I agree with the Leader of the Opposition and I thank him for his position. Somewhat 
mysteriously, today at 5.00 pm the Commonwealth Grants Commission will release its funding allocations for 
next year. It is a bizarre time to do it. Why would it release that information at 5.00 pm on a Thursday? That 
information has been embargoed for some time, so its release has been delayed. I cannot breach that embargo but 
I can tell members to not expect good news for Western Australia. I have told the Prime Minister that we are 
seeing a trend of substantial cuts in this state’s share of GST revenues on the basis of data collected two or three 
years ago at the peak of the boom. Even if this state experiences the type of economic shock that every other 
state experiences, we will see our share of GST reduced dramatically. Western Australia has the ability to be 
countercyclical. It is a big call, but this state has the ability to help not just Western Australians but all 
Australians through this recession. If Western Australia is held back, it will limit not only this state, but also the 
nation’s economic performance. I put it to the Prime Minister that there should be a complete review of the 
Commonwealth Grants Commission process. It is almost a form of witchcraft and it belongs in a previous era. It 
is about time it was moved into the modern era. There will be a debate about this matter that will require 
leadership from the commonwealth and a lot of negotiation and discussion between the states. In my view, an 
upper and lower limit should be set. 

Mr M. McGowan: Why did Richard Court sign it? You were the deputy leader to Richard Court when he 
signed it. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am not even talking to you. You have disgraced yourself this week. Most Western 
Australians accept that for decades Western Australia was a net beneficiary of the commonwealth-state financial 
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sharing arrangements. We are now a more prosperous state, as is Queensland. I accept the principle of providing 
some fiscal redistribution across Australia. However, when WA receives in the order of 50c in the dollar, that is 
clearly unsustainable and unacceptable to the people of this state. That is certain to be a significant election issue 
if it is not addressed by the federal government. Why, during a federal election, would Western Australians 
ignore the fact that WA gets back 50c in the dollar? I hope that the Rudd government does take this matter on 
board. We have made constructive suggestions. Broadly, I have said that the starting point should be to set an 
upper and a lower limit, perhaps plus or minus 25 per cent. We can argue the toss. 

Mr M. McGowan: Obviously. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Obviously, he says. But it is not there, member for Rockingham! 

Mr M. McGowan: You signed it. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Oh, yes. No-one could have anticipated this outcome. The member for Rockingham can 
go back to the 1990s and continue to insult seniors in our community and he can continue to insult ethnic groups, 
or whatever else he wants to do. Meanwhile, responsible people in this Parliament will deal with the issues that 
matter. I have put the proposition to the Prime Minister that the whole system ought to be reviewed and that we 
should look at setting an upper and a lower limit. I have suggested that plus or minus 25 per cent might be a 
good starting point. 

FRESH START ILLICIT DRUG TREATMENT PROGRAM 

202. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Mental Health: 

I acknowledge Dr George O’Neil, who is in the public gallery today. In reflecting on the death yesterday of a 
24-year-old woman who died from a drug overdose at Glendalough train station, the five deaths from overdose 
that occurred at the weekend and the minister’s repeated refusal to provide extra funding to organisations such as 
Dr George O’Neil’s Fresh Start private illicit drug treatment program — 

(1) Will the minister immediately reconsider that denial of funding in the light of these deaths? 

(2) The Premier says that he does not want to send the wrong message about illicit drugs. Is the 
government’s message that it simply does not care about treating the drug dependent? 

Dr G.G. JACOBS replied: 

(1)-(2) I thank the Deputy Leader of the Opposition for the question, for the work that he has done and for the 
communication that he has had with me about this issue. I too recognise Dr O’Neil in the public gallery. 
The unfortunate incidents that occurred last Friday night and the reported death yesterday are obviously 
very tragic. The death in Glendalough is yet to be confirmed and we await the outcome of the 
investigations, including the coroner’s investigation. That does not get away from the concern about 
this tragic issue in Western Australia. The search for effective treatment for heroin addiction is crucial. 
Dr O’Neil is a very compassionate doctor. He does almost humanitarian work in this area. He treats 
more than 500 patients a year who suffer from heroin addiction, as do the agencies Next Step Specialist 
Drug and Alcohol Services and the Drug and Alcohol Office. I have been to Dr O’Neil’s clinic and 
spoken to his patients. I have also spoken to George in my office and with the Premier in the Premier’s 
office. 

The naltrexone implant used by Dr George O’Neil’s Fresh Start program could end up being the gold 
standard for the treatment of heroin addiction. However, I would like members to understand the 
process. The Therapeutic Goods Administration is a national body that accredits the use of all 
medications in Australia. The member for Bassendean will know about that process. Without putting 
too much bureaucracy in front of it, it is about safety and efficacy. We have undertaken to give 
Dr O’Neil every encouragement throughout that process to achieve full registration by the Therapeutic 
Goods Administration. I have made an offer to try to get Dr O’Neil’s papers formatted and validated in 
order to submit them to the Therapeutic Goods Administration to get to full registration. At this stage, 
Dr O’Neil’s naltrexone implant is under what is called a “special access scheme”. It has not achieved 
full registration. I have offered to help Dr O’Neil in that area. It is crucial to search for an effective 
treatment for heroin addiction. The government is giving active consideration to it, including further 
funding options to facilitate Dr O’Neil’s work. That is on top of the offer that we have already made to 
Dr O’Neil to facilitate the TGA process. That is very important. On this important matter, I undertake to 
keep the house informed. 

FRESH START ILLICIT DRUG TREATMENT PROGRAM 

203. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Mental Health: 

I ask a supplementary question. The minister’s encouragement must be warming for that organisation. How 
many people will die in the meantime? Will the minister fund it or not? 
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The SPEAKER: Order, member! That is not a supplementary question and I rule it out of order. 

FOUR-HOUR RULE — HOSPITAL EMERGENCY DEPARTMENTS 

204. Mr F. ALBAN to the Minister for Health: 

In late November last year, the minister advised this house of his trip to the United Kingdom to investigate the 
four-hour emergency department rule that is being used by the UK National Health Service, and of his intention 
to see whether that target could be introduced in Western Australia. Will the minister advise the house on the 
progress of this proposal?  

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

I thank the member for the question. I was very pleased to find, when we first came into government, that a team 
of members from the health system would be going to the United Kingdom to look at the application of the four-
hour rule. For the information of members, the four-hour rule has been implemented in more than 130 hospitals 
throughout the United Kingdom. Under that rule, 98 per cent of patients are being dealt with within a four-hour 
period from the time they arrive in an emergency department to the time they are either admitted, transferred or 
discharged. Before we went to the UK we had heard some negative comments about the implementation of that 
rule, such as that patients had been discharged when they should not have been discharged, patients had been 
admitted when they did not need to be admitted, and patients had been sent to a ward just so that they could be 
recorded as having been admitted but were not properly treated. All those comments were true; all those things 
had occurred in the three years since that target was put in place. However, since that time, all those tricks have 
been discovered, and rigorous scrutiny measures have been put in place to ensure the proper implementation of 
that target.  

The key change is that the achievement of that target is not just an emergency department responsibility. It is a 
whole of hospital responsibility—from admission right through to treatment and discharge. There has been a 
total change in attitude by hospital staff. We talked to doctors, nurses and nurse practitioners, and to general 
practitioners working in the emergency departments. Even staff who were sceptical at the start are now in favour 
of it. Everyone thinks it is a great system. We therefore had no hesitation about introducing that system in 
Western Australia. It means that all the hospital staff need to work together. An investigation is done of every 
patient who is not dealt with within the four-hour period, and no matter the cause of the delay—whether it is a 
delay in blood tests or other tests, or a delay in assessment by the doctor—changes are put in place to ensure that 
it does not happen again. The two per cent of patients for whom the target is not met are generally patients who 
need to remain in the emergency department for longer than four hours. The target of 98 per cent is being met by 
the majority of the 130 hospitals in the United Kingdom that have implemented that rule. If a hospital 
occasionally fell back to 95 per cent, all hell would break loose. The regional bureaucrats and the minister would 
all descend on the hospital, and there would be huge meetings, and everyone would try to find out why it had 
happened and what had gone wrong—not in a critical sense, but to find out what could be done to fix it.  

Another key change is that when patients arrive in the emergency department, instead of having to sit on a 
trolley or in a waiting room for four or five hours to be seen, patients are assessed by senior doctors and 
experienced people upfront. Blood tests and CT scans are done within the first two-hour period. The patients are 
then streamlined so that they can be dealt with within that four-hour period. We have all heard about the young 
bloke from Pinjarra who severed his finger in an accident and who could have had his finger saved had he been 
treated in time. Once this rule is in place and properly implemented, that sort of thing will no longer happen. 
This rule will be implemented starting in April in the tertiary hospitals—excluding King Edward Memorial 
Hospital for Women—and in Princess Margaret Hospital for Children, and over the next six months in all the 
peripheral hospitals, and over the next 12 months in all the public hospitals in this state. This is a major change 
in Western Australia.  

Mr E.S. Ripper: What about Midland hospital? What are you doing there? 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I am happy to talk to the Leader of the Opposition about that any time he likes. However, this 
is far more important than what is happening at Midland hospital. This is a total change of culture in the 
management of our hospital system in Western Australia. The point has been made that perhaps I am biting off 
more than I can chew and that my career will hang on this. I am happy for my career to hang on this. I am happy 
to be the person responsible for making sure this works. I am sure members will see that it is a great success.   

FREMANTLE HOSPITAL — CUTS TO FRONT-LINE SERVICES 

205. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health: 

Recently at Fremantle Hospital, because nursing staff were too busy and overworked, a patient with an open 
wound was left in her bed lying in a pool of urine, therefore putting her at serious risk of infection. This week at 
Fremantle Hospital, ambulance ramping has peaked at more than 100 hours. In the face of such overwhelming 
evidence, does the minister still maintain that his three per cent cuts to nursing shifts and other hospital functions 
are not having a severe impact on front-line services?  
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Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

I thank “Sir Dorothy” for the question. It is good to have the opportunity to talk about what has happened at 
Fremantle Hospital with the three per cent cuts.  

I want to take this opportunity to apologise to the member—I have said this to him privately—but I had 
somewhat of a go at the member for not knowing when the Director General of Health would be appearing 
before a committee of the other house. I thought it was today. The actual day is next Wednesday, so I apologise 
for that.  

The member has referred to whether the three per cent cuts will affect front-line services at Fremantle Hospital. 
The member will have the answer to that question when the director general appears before the committee next 
Wednesday. The member probably knows that already, because he has the document. Many of the cuts that are 
detailed in that document are to backroom functions that will not affect front-line services.  

The case to which the member has referred is obviously very distressing for the patient concerned. That is not 
acceptable, and I am happy to have my staff investigate what went wrong. However, it would not have occurred 
through lack of nursing staff. I made the point very clearly in my speech earlier today that we are seeking to 
reduce our dependence on agency nurses, because the cost of agency nurses is almost an extra $50 000 a year. 
Those costs are partly for the nursing staff, partly for administrative costs and partly for the agency. We are 
seeking to replace those agency nurses with full-time or part-time nurses. We are also increasing the number of 
nurses. As the member would know, a commitment was made by the former Minister for Health—which we 
have matched—to provide an additional 800 nurses over the next four years. We will meet that commitment. 
Over the past year in particular—six months of the former government’s time and six months of our time—there 
has been an increase in the employment of nurses. An additional 700 nurses have been employed in Western 
Australia, 500 of which have been in the metropolitan area, and an additional 100 nurses have been employed at 
Fremantle Hospital. The shifts of nurses are also being changed. It is a matter of achieving more efficient 
management, but with no change in the availability of nurses to service their patients. The member for 
Bassendean has raised an issue that I will be investigating. However, I stand by my argument that the three per 
cent cuts will not affect front-line health services in this state. 

FREMANTLE HOSPITAL — CUTS TO FRONT-LINE SERVICES 

206. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health: 

I ask a supplementary question. Will the minister guarantee that there will be no reduction in nursing shifts in 
hospitals and that there will be no increase in patient loads for nursing staff? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 

What I guarantee is that this government will make every possible effort, including contacting directly all the 
nurses in this state, to make sure that regardless of whatever changes are made within our hospital system to 
achieve greater efficiency, patients will not be affected. 

THREE PER CENT EFFICIENCY DIVIDEND — UPDATE 

207. Dr M.D. NAHAN to the Treasurer: 

Will the Treasurer please provide an update on the implementation of the three per cent efficiency dividend 
across government? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied:   

Mr Speaker — 

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, Leader of the Opposition! The question was not asked of the Leader of the Opposition.  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I thank the member for Riverton for his obvious interest and expertise in matters 
economic. I start by saying that the three per cent efficiency dividend is an important tool in the government’s 
efforts to rein in the rate of growth of recurrent spending in Western Australia. It is an important part of a 
broader reform agenda for the Western Australian public sector that we are committed to following through. It is 
also a major challenge to the government. It is a major challenge that is made all the more important by the 
slowdown in some of the revenue streams that flow into Western Australia. That slowdown in revenue streams is 
impacting on the state surplus—indeed I expect to table in the budget deficits in at least two of the out years that 
the government will be looking at in this budget—and it is also impacting on state debt, placing it under 
increasing pressure. 

To advise the house of the process: as ministers would be aware, they are currently working with their 
departments, if they have not already completed the process, in finalising their submissions, which will feed in to 
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the budget, in relation to the efficiency measures. Those measures will be reported, as the Premier and I have 
both indicated, in the budget this year. Some important facts need to be clearly understood in relation to the three 
per cent efficiency dividend. Firstly, it was announced in the lead-up to the budget by the then Treasurer, now 
the Leader of the Opposition. The announcement was interesting in that it was buried in the bowels of the pre-
election financial projections statement, perhaps in the hope that the opposition and the media would not notice 
the creation of a $1.5 billion election war chest as part of the three per cent cut. It has targeted savings of 
$1.45 billion over four years. I need to point out that those savings are being redirected by the government to 
deliver on its election commitments, such as keeping Royal Perth Hospital, building a new children’s hospital, 
delivering the 800 extra nurses referred to by the Minister for Health, employing 500 extra police officers, 
building new primary and secondary schools around Western Australia and, importantly, turning around the 
previous government’s shocking underinvestment in regional Western Australia. 

The Western Australian public service is in need of reform. There has been uncontrollable and unsustainable 
growth in the full-time equivalent head count. There has been a complete inability to manage expenses within 
budgets, more focused on some areas than others, and there has been a complete failure to focus on delivering 
outcomes efficiently. I will share two examples with the house. In education, in the seven years from 2001 to 
2008, as I understand it, the number of teachers increased by 11 per cent, teacher support staff by 52 per cent, 
administration and clerical staff by 74 per cent, and cleaners and gardeners by 106 per cent. At the same time, 
the number of students in public schools in this state went down, and our performance as measured by a range of 
benchmarks went down compared with other states. There are efficiencies to be gained in education. Let us now 
have a look at health. Measuring activity in the health sector by emergency activity, presentations to public 
hospitals at Peel and Joondalup have increased by an average of five per cent per annum between 2004-05 and 
2007-08, and inpatient activity increased by 3.9 per cent. Guess what happened to expenses at the same time. 
They grew by 10 per cent to 11 per cent per annum. There are efficiencies to be generated out of the health 
sector in Western Australia, and nobody in this house could or should deny it. There is capacity. 

I will digress for one second to revert to this document, produced by a fellow called Robert Ray, an elder 
statesman of the Labor Party.  

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: As you will note, Mr Speaker, the opposition has been very well behaved. The Treasurer 
was asked the question about the three per cent dividend and the budget. He is now reverting to internal 
documents of political parties. I ask you to ensure that he sticks to the subject. 

The SPEAKER: I take the member’s point of order, and I urge the Treasurer to rapidly get to the point of the 
question. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I will not talk about communicative apparatchiks and state 
secretaries who slap around campaigns and their teams. I will talk about efficiency. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I ask that the Treasurer withdraw the allegation that a member of this house slaps people 
around. In the light of your ruling yesterday, Mr Speaker, that the word “dishonest” is unparliamentary, the 
allegation that someone slaps around other people is definitely unparliamentary. 

The SPEAKER: I did not hear the Treasurer indicate that anybody was physically slapping anybody around. 
That is not what I heard or understood, so it is not a point of order. I urge the Treasurer to move to the 
conclusion of his answer to the question. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will conclude by heading in this direction. In the eight years of the former government, 
in times of record fiscal prosperity for the state, the public sector drifted along with no focus on efficiency. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will get to the member for Willagee, and talk about the amount of money wasted in the 
science portfolio. I will close by pointing out how the opposition has responded to the challenge of the three per 
cent efficiency dividend. The shadow Minister for Police does not think it should apply to police, and the 
shadow Minister for Health does not think it should apply to health. That means everyone else has to find a five 
per cent efficiency dividend in their portfolios. How were we to do that? The Leader of the Opposition 
acknowledges that the savings can be delivered, but refuses to nominate one line item that should be taken out of 
government spending. I will give the closing words to the shadow Treasurer, and then I will sit down. When 
asked by Geoff Hutchison on 29 October how he could have done it without affecting core services, he said — 
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Well I would have seen ... I mean ... straight up, being shadow treasurer I ... you ought to see ... one 
percent of ... that three percent would come in the under-spend 

He is like the rest of the members opposite—he has no plan, no suggestions and no idea. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMALGAMATIONS 

208. Mr P. PAPALIA to the Minister for Local Government: 

I refer to the Premier’s Statement, in which he refers to local government reform only in terms of voluntary 
amalgamations. 

(1) Does the minister stand by his commitment, quoted in The West Australian on 6 February and The 
Australian on 12 February, to break an election promise and force amalgamations of local government 
councils in Western Australia? 

(2) Did the minister consult with his cabinet colleagues about this major shift in policy before announcing 
it? 

(3) Did the minister consult his country Liberal backbench colleagues and the member for Kalgoorlie 
before announcing it? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI replied: 

(1)-(3) I will say first of all how proud I am to be part of a government that has a plan for better government in 
Western Australia. There are 139 councils in Western Australia, and about half of them are servicing 
populations of fewer than 2 000 people. In a couple of cases, the representation rate is one elected 
member to fewer than 20 people. I am committed to voluntary amalgamations as a part of local 
government reform, as this government is committed to voluntary amalgamations. We want to allow 
good, sustainable local government in the state, serving the community. The local government sector 
has told me that it needs and wants reform. In 2006 the Local Government Advisory Board report 
suggested to the then Labor government that reform was absolutely necessary. What did the previous 
government do about it? Absolutely nothing. This government is taking a leadership role in the reform 
of local government. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: The member for Kimberley and the member for Albany have particularly loud voices. Even I, 
in my dotage, can hear them from up here. I call them for the first time. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: To assist in the reform process, I have set up a steering committee and some working 
groups. I am very confident that local governments will report back to me with their intentions by the end of 
August. I will wait until I get that report before considering any further action. There is a lot of support from the 
local government sector and the community at large.  

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMALGAMATIONS 

209. Mr P. PAPALIA to the Minister for Local Government: 

The minister did not answer the question. However, all I want to know is: does that answer mean that the 
minister stands by his commitment to force amalgamations of Western Australian local governments? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI replied: 

In my speech in February this year, I invited local governments to voluntarily come back to me with their 
indication of what they thought was the best outcome for local governments in Western Australia. I am 
committed to voluntary amalgamations, as is this government committed to voluntary amalgamations. 

SOUTH PERTH PRIMARY SCHOOL — ALLEGED INCIDENT 

210. Mr J.E. McGRATH to the Minister for Education: 

Mr Speaker, my question is to the Minister for Education. 

Mr E.S. Ripper interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Leader of the Opposition, I have given the call to the member for South Perth. I want to hear 
his question. I formally call you for the first time. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: Yesterday the member for Midland made some commentary on an alleged incident that 
occurred last Friday at the South Perth Primary School, which is in my electorate. Can the minister please 
provide accurate information about that alleged incident? 
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Dr E. CONSTABLE replied: 

This issue was raised in question time yesterday. Allegations were made by the member for Midland, and I 
undertook to get an urgent briefing on the matter. The facts of this case are indeed quite different from those 
portrayed by the member for Midland, and I am dismayed that she used parliamentary privilege to make the 
accusations that she did. In the interests of accuracy, I would like to read through some facts about the matter. 

What I can tell the house is this: the mother of a three-year-old boy alleged that her son had been approached by 
a male person on the grounds of the school at 3.45 pm last Friday. The mother was some distance away and did 
not witness the alleged incident. This was three-quarters of an hour after the school had been dismissed. The 
mother described the incident to the principal at 4.15 pm, 30 minutes after the alleged event had taken place. The 
principal was working after hours at the school. The principal was assured by the mother that her son had not 
been injured. She was unable to provide a description of the alleged offender, other than to report that another 
parent had seen a male in a blue jacket running down a laneway beside the school. The principal recommended 
that the police should be informed. She decided to inform the police herself and attended the police station that 
afternoon. The mother has been kept informed of police actions to address the matter. 

The principal and deputy principal walked around the school grounds and perimeter on Friday afternoon, 
including the laneway and the playground area, to see whether they could see anyone suspicious. No-one was 
observed. At five o’clock on Friday afternoon the principal informed the Manager, Operations, Canning District 
Education Office. No assistance was requested. 

The mother reported the incident to the police late in the afternoon on Friday, 6 March. A police officer informed 
the mother that they would engage an early childhood expert to take a statement from the child on Monday, 9 
March. The interview took place on Monday as scheduled. During the interview no offence was disclosed, and 
the child stated that he was approached by a male person who called him stupid and may have said that he was a 
naughty boy. After this the child ran off to his mother. 

On Wednesday, 11 March, the Director Schools, Canning District Education Office, was informed by the police 
officer that an officer from the Department for Child Protection interviewed the child on Monday and 
determined that there was no evidence that the child was touched, and as a result the police have linked no 
offence in this matter. 

On the evening of Friday, 6 March, the principal received an email from the Kensington police. The email 
informed the principal of information contained in the mother’s statement and that an inquiry had been 
commenced. In the response, the principal requested a description of the alleged offender, which was provided. 
The description was provided with the caveat that the description was provided by the mother as a “best possible 
description a three-year-old can make”. 

At 8.45 am on Monday, 9 March, the mother approached the school gardener in his shed and stated that the 
alleged incident had occurred in the shed. The gardener replied that he was not at work on Friday and that the 
shed was locked all day and a key was required to open it. He confirmed that the shed was locked on Monday 
morning when he arrived at work. The mother then located the principal and stated that her son had said the 
incident had occurred in the gardener’s shed. The mother accompanied the principal to meet the gardener, who 
again confirmed that the shed had been locked on Friday and that he had not been at work. South Perth Primary 
School forwarded a critical incident report on Monday, 9 March, at 9.44 am. 

Yesterday a friend of the parent approach the media, concerned that the school had not sent a note to all parents 
informing them of the alleged incident. 

Clearly, the facts related to the incident have been distorted. The fact that the member for Midland came into this 
house yesterday claiming that an attempted abduction had taken place was irresponsible and disturbing, given 
that she apparently did not bother to check the facts of the matter. It is even more disturbing given that she is a 
former Minister for Police. She has unnecessarily upset parents and used the safety of children as a political 
football. I think this is reprehensible. Indeed, the Deputy Commissioner of Police, Mr Chris Dawson, has advised 
that there is insufficient detail to call this an attempted abduction and that what was raised in Parliament did not 
equate with the facts. 

South Perth Primary School has an active stranger danger program. Parents and the school community were 
informed by letter as recently as 16 February about child safety issues. Teachers discussed stranger danger with 
students in their classes on Monday, 9 March, after the alleged incident. Decisions about providing information 
to parents are taken at the school and local level. In this case, the principal decided on Monday not to send a 
letter to parents because of doubts about what was an unverified allegation. It is noteworthy that the sergeant in 
charge of the inquiry has stated that the principal acted immediately and appropriately. 

I do not resile from the seriousness of any allegation regarding the safety of children. But these matters need to 
be dealt with free from hysteria and with the full facts in front of us. 
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Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I seek your advice and ruling on two issues, Mr Speaker. First of all, the minister read the 
entirety of that answer, and I seek your ruling as to whether that is appropriate in question time, considering your 
advice to our members of the house that they are not allowed to read a supplementary question. Given that 
advice, I suggest that the reading of an entire answer, which went for approximately five minutes, would infringe 
that ruling. Secondly, I ask the minister to table what appeared to me to be an official document. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: Further to that point of order, I say to the member that I do not believe the Minister for 
Education has breached standing orders. What she did was read a report of what took place for the benefit of the 
house. I think that is something that everybody would welcome. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: Further to the point of order, it is true that people should not read material, but this is an 
exceptional circumstance. A member of this Parliament alleged that there had been an attempted abduction of a 
child. That was clearly an erroneous allegation to make and a dangerous allegation to make. Mr Speaker — 

Mr E.S. Ripper: Point of order, Mr Speaker — 

The SPEAKER: The Premier is speaking to the point of order. The Leader of the Opposition can make his point 
of order when the Premier has concluded. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I say that in these circumstances it was in the public interest and in the parliamentary 
interest that a factual account be given and that the facts be absolutely in the correct sequence. Therefore, it was 
entirely appropriate that the Minister for Education should correct a reckless and erroneous allegation from the 
member opposite, and correct the public record. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: Point of order, Mr Speaker. 

The SPEAKER: I would like to hear the Leader of the Opposition’s point of order. If members want to continue 
with question time today, I suggest that we hear the Leader of the Opposition in silence. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: It is an abuse of the system of taking a point of order for the Premier to use that point of 
order to make an attack on another member. That is an abuse, and I ask you, Mr Speaker, to make a ruling on 
that particular matter. 

The SPEAKER: I am going to make a ruling on the initial point of order made by the member for Rockingham. 
It concerned me, member for Rockingham, that the information that was being provided by the Minister for 
Education was being read verbatim. It was my intention at the conclusion of that answer to make some 
comments along those lines. I appreciate that perhaps the minister in this instance may have wanted to lay out 
facts entirely in a sequence and in chronological order. It would also be my intention, member for Rockingham, 
to ask the minister to table that document. I hope that that will clarify anything that has since come from the 
answer to that question, because I think it is probably in everybody’s interest in this place. I note the interest in 
this question in particular. It would be to the benefit of all of us to have the document tabled, if it is in fact an 
official document, and I ask the minister to do that or to give an explanation.  

Dr E. CONSTABLE: If I might comment, this is not an official document; these are my notes. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Let me clarify what I am talking to the minister about. In response to the member for 
Rockingham, I have indicated that if it is an official document, I would like it tabled. Given that I have heard that 
they are the minister’s notes, I suggest to the minister that reading an entire speech is not appropriate when 
answering a question. However, given the circumstances in this instance, I presume that she wanted to get the 
details and individuals in chronological order and in sequence. I understand that, and I ask other members in this 
place also to understand that. I urge the minister, if she is asked questions in future, that the answer not be read 
verbatim from her notes. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER: Mr Speaker, I wonder if I might seek your ruling on the point of order that I raised. I think all 
members in this place have an interest in the procedure for taking a point of order so that it does not degenerate 
into an opportunity for people to attack each other in the house. I ask you, Mr Speaker, to now or later make a 
ruling on that matter. 

The SPEAKER: I thank the Leader of the Opposition. I will make a ruling later. 

POLICE ENTERPRISE BARGAINING AGREEMENT 

211. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Treasurer: 

I refer to the upcoming police enterprise bargaining agreement. 

(1) Is it true that negotiations for the new police EBA have stalled, awaiting a government decision on its 
wages policy? 
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(2) What bundle of government red tape is holding up this important negotiation? 

(3) What is the government’s wages policy? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied: 

I thank the member for the question. 

(1)-(3) I will answer the question in two parts; I will provide an answer as it relates to broad wages policy and 
then I will make some observations about the police pay negotiations. In the case of broad wages 
policy, the government has some major challenges ahead of it to rein in, as I indicated earlier, the rate 
of growth of public sector wages in Western Australia. We have tackled one part of the problem by 
putting a ceiling on the size of the headcount. We will tackle the other part through a wages policy that 
will be formalised in the very near future. I can tell the member this about the wages policy — 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The friend of Robert Ray may laugh —  

Mr W.J. Johnston: I do, because it is such a ridiculous answer. 

Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: I refer to your ruling, Mr Speaker, that the Treasurer is now flouting. He was asked a 
specific question, and he should be asked to stick to that. 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS: It is usual for members of this house to be referred to by their electorates, not by 
nicknames. 

The SPEAKER: I am sure that the Treasurer will do so. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I apologise, friend of nobody. I thank the member for 
Rockingham for correcting the record. The member for Cannington has beaten the member for Rockingham as 
the one person on that side of the house with fewer friends than he has. Now, I will return to the wages policy. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Our wages policy — 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected.  

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Cannington! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I will put our wages policy into context. I will tell members the framework that it will sit 
around. I will tell members what their wages policy was. 

Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Cannington! I would like question time to finish today. I formally call the 
member for the first time. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: Thank you, Mr Speaker, for protecting me from Robert Ray’s friend. 

Now, I will return to the point. The former government’s wages policy can be summed up in these terms—
neither to lead nor to lag. 

Mr C.C. Porter interjected. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: That is a very good question. That was the framework in which the previous 
government’s wage negotiations were conducted—neither to lead nor to lag. Our wages policy is being finalised. 
It is a difficult issue. It will reflect three principles—productivity, flexibility and moderation. Members will see 
the detail next week. I cannot comment specifically on the situation with the police because I have not been 
involved in that process thus far, although I suspect that the member may be right and there may be a brief lull in 
the government’s negotiations with the police while formalities are put in place to deal with not just the police 
EBA, but also the range of EBAs that will flow from that. However, there is a message in relation to government 
wage negotiations. 

Mr P.B. Watson: You gave the teachers too much, didn’t you? 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Albany! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The credibility of the member in his support of teachers is similar to the credibility of his 
efforts for Albany hospital. He has admitted his own failings on that matter in this place a number of times. 

Public sector workers in Western Australia need to understand, as do employees around Western Australia —  
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Mr A.J. Carpenter interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Willagee!  

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: It is lovely being on this side of the chamber, former Premier. I thank him very much for 
helping us in that process. It is wonderful. I remember him. He has woken up! Last year at the Australian Labor 
Party state conference, they asked him what it felt like to be so popular and he said, “How sweet it is to be loved 
by you.” He thought he would go to number one with a bullet, but he sank like a stone. When the hit parade was 
released by the population on polling day, How Sweet It Is, as sung by the member for Willagee, was right at the 
bottom, and he took a whole pile of his mates down with him. There is a change on the hit parade. I thank the 
former Premier for his help in moving us over here; we all appreciate it very much. I thank him for giving me an 
opportunity to express, on behalf of all members of the Liberal-National government, our appreciation of him for 
his role in that political disaster. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter: It’s like being mauled by a human truffle dog! 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Willagee! Treasurer, there are times in this house and perhaps now is not 
the time. I ask the Treasurer to reach a conclusion to the question he was asked. 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: I apologise to the house. 

The message about wages is that the economic environment has changed. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL: The labour market that sits within that economic environment has changed. As I have 
said, we will look to wage negotiations that reflect productivity, moderation and flexibility. 

POLICE ENTERPRISE BARGAINING AGREEMENT 

212. Ms M.M. QUIRK to the Treasurer: 

As a supplementary question, can I confirm that there is therefore no timetable to conclude the police EBA 
negotiations and there is no set time in which the wages policy will be released? 

Mr T.R. BUSWELL replied: 

The wages policy will be released. I suspect that it will be released by the time we return to Parliament next 
week. There is a process in place. A timetable is in place for the police EBA, and the government will engage in 
that process. 

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE 199 

Supplementary Information 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys — Minister for Road Safety) [2.58 pm]: Under standing order 82A, I would 
appreciate the opportunity to provide some further information on a question that the Leader of the Opposition 
asked me about road safety. I am delighted to inform not only the Leader of the Opposition, but also the house, 
that the Easter road safety campaign has been approved. It is all in place. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, members! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON: This is important. I am not allowed to debate the matter; I am just giving the facts. 

The request for a 15 per cent reduction in advertising costs does not apply to the Office of Road Safety. 

QUESTION ON NOTICE 275 

Correction of Answer 

MR C.C. PORTER (Bateman — Attorney General) [2.59 pm]: I have another matter pursuant to standing 
order 82A by way of correction. The Leader of the Opposition asked question on notice 275, dated 27 November 
2008 in relation to the cost of production and distribution of annual reports. The response from one of my 
agencies, it being the Office of the Information Commissioner, at (a) was $12 100, when in fact it was $6 742.20. 
I apologise to the house for this oversight. 
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PREMIER’S STATEMENT 

Consideration 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR P. PAPALIA (Warnbro) [3.00 pm]: In addressing the Premier’s Statement, I plan to focus on forced local 
government amalgamations. Following the Minister for Local Government’s response to my question in question 
time, it appears as though every local government in the state is operating under a false assumption. Every single 
local government in the state, all 139 of them, all those in the National Party electorates, all those small country 
local governments that are desperately afraid of having their councils forcefully amalgamated, are apparently 
operating under a false assumption.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Members, settle down! No private meetings in the chamber.  

Mr P. PAPALIA: Apparently they all got it wrong. I went to the south west of the state and visited six local 
governments the week after the minister made the unprecedented announcement in Exmouth on 5 February. In 
answer to local government representatives’ and local government chief executive officers’ questions from the 
floor, when the minister was asked what would happen if local governments decided that they did not want to 
amalgamate, he said, “I will make you do it.” Those are not the exact words, but I can give the exact words. I can 
quote to the minister from the Western Australian Local Government Association media release of the same day 
by that well-known Labor supporter Bill Mitchell. It is entitled “Election Promise to be Abandoned on Council 
Amalgamations” and reads — 

The State Government today promised it would break an election promise on no forced amalgamations 
of Local Governments if Councils failed to “voluntarily” — 

“Voluntarily” is the word that the minister has used ever since, but failed to use on that day in reality — 

put forward plans to merge in six months. 

I have here a quote of what the Minister for Local Government said. Mr Mitchell was in attendance at the time of 
the announcement and recorded what was said. What the minister said was distributed to every single local 
government in the state. That has created an incredible amount of anxiety and uncertainty in the local 
government sector across this state. That is the minister’s fault and he is backing down from it now. He is trying 
to pretend it never happened. Local councils around the state are spending time, money and effort right now on 
preparing amalgamation plans that the minister has demanded under threat of forced amalgamations. The 
minister should not try to back down from it. I have got what was said, and I quote — 

… in Exmouth today, Local Government Minister John Castrilli said: “If Councils do not amalgamate 
there will be legislation”. 

When asked by Elected Members to clarify his position on forced amalgamations he told the meeting: 
“If you don’t want to do it, I’ll do it, as simple as that.” 

That was the minister’s “voluntary” amalgamation proposal that he is trying to sell to us today. Bill Mitchell was 
not the only person who reported it. The day after, as the minister well knows, it was reported on the front page 
of The West Australian, because it was such a momentous moment in the local government sector and such a 
dramatic departure from the pre-election stance that it had to be reported. Journalist Daniel Hatch reported it in 
these terms — 

Local Government Minister John Castrilli has given councils and the WA Local Government 
Association until August to draw up an “optimal plan” for voluntary mergers or he will legislate to 
reform local government, including forced amalgamations. 

To be sure that I was not verballing Mr Hatch or the minister, I rang Mr Hatch and asked him whether the 
minister had actually said those words to him. Does the minister know what he said? He said that yes, the 
minister did. In fact, he repeated the words that the minister said to the people in the audience in Exmouth. 
Mr Hatch was not the only one.  

On 12 February, a little time later, when the minister had time to think about it and recognise that perhaps he had 
overstepped the mark and had made a major error, or maybe the Leader of the National Party whispered to him 
and suggested that it perhaps be toned down a bit, the minister said to Paige Taylor, a journalist for The 
Australian — 

“At the end of the day, I want reductions in numbers and if they come back and say ‘We’re not 
interested in this’, then I will legislate,” … 

The minister knows that he has said it more than once. The minister knows what he has done: he has taken a 
collaborative, consultative process that was well underway, that had been going for four years in the form of the 
systemic sustainability study —  
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Mr G.M. Castrilli: What did the previous government do in eight years?  

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected.  

Mr P. PAPALIA: What is the Leader of the Nationals’ view on forced amalgamations?  

Mr B.J. Grylls: The minister has given that process a kick-start. I am looking forward to councils coming back 
at the end of August and putting forward their plans for reform. In fact, they are now writing to me 
congratulating the government for taking a lead on this reform process. That is a good outcome.  

Mr P. PAPALIA: That is very interesting. I have got a letter here that arrived today in response to a letter that 
was sent out to clarify the opposition’s position. At the time there was a vacuum of information from the 
minister, so we provided a little bit of information on our position. As I said, the week after, coincidentally, I just 
happened to be going to the south west to consult with six local governments. I can tell the minister that there 
were not too many councils jumping up in support of this proposal. This letter from the Mayor of South Perth 
arrived today in response to our letter. I will read the telling last paragraph — 

The lack of consultation by the Minister, despite his support for WALGA’s Systemic Sustainability 
Study and the cost of this exercise during the global financial crisis difficulties, adds further and 
unnecessary complexity. 

In addition, the mayor indicated prior to that that the City of South Perth—as are all local governments in the 
state, including those in the minister’s electorate that have come to see me about their proposals—is not in 
favour of forced amalgamations, and the minister knows that. They are in favour of moves towards achieving 
sustainability and they have got some excellent ideas. I was thankful that they came and presented those ideas to 
me — 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Was that the South East Avon Voluntary Regional Organisation of Councils?  

Mr P. PAPALIA: Yes. It is very impressive. This seems like a positive way ahead. However, the Leader of the 
National Party also understands the negative impact that the minister has had. By making that threat, what he has 
done — 

Mr B.J. Grylls: He has not had a negative impact on SEAVROC. SEAVROC in fact came to see the minister to 
say, “Can we get the legislation changed?”  

Mr P. PAPALIA: He has had a negative impact on reform of the local government sector. Exactly what Bill 
Mitchell predicted would happen has happened in the local government sector in the month or so since he made 
that statement —  

“What this announcement has done is damage all work towards regional cooperation by Local 
Governments who will now be focused only on ensuring their own survival in an amalgamation 
process.” 

The Leader of the National Party knows that is a fact.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: Is that what SEAVROC is doing?  

Mr P. PAPALIA: That is not what it is doing. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: No; exactly! 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It was not doing it before. I will tell the minister what it is doing. It is spending time, money 
and effort on providing a proposal for an amalgamation for the minister. That is going on all around the state in 
councils such as the City of Stirling which has 186 000 ratepayers. SEAVROC is proposing an amalgamation 
because it has to. It took a month but finally the Department of Local Government and Regional Development 
came up with guidelines after the minister pulled the pin on his grenade and threw it into the process. Let me tell 
the minister that the most unfortunate state for a grenade is not to have its pin in! That is what the people 
received from him on 5 April. What happened? The minister threw the entire process into disarray. People 
around the state are spending time, money and effort, regardless of whether they fulfil the guidelines. Those 
guidelines do not — 

Mr G.M. Castrilli: You will all be very interested to see, at the end of August — 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Can I seek the protection of the Deputy Speaker? I seek the Deputy Speaker’s protection from 
the minister. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Warnbro has the call. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: The minister has used a big club to frighten people. There are two alternative reasons for that 
having happened. The first is that he was just overstepping the mark and doing what his chief of staff told him. 
He was like the mannequin and the chief of staff was the ventriloquist, and he was saying exactly what his chief 
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of staff has been saying for years. The alternative is that he just saw this as a cynical tactic to get movement on 
something that the leader of the Nationals thinks is a great idea. I happen to think there is good reason for getting 
movement in a reform process in local government, but I would have used the $400 million country local 
government fund to initiate some moves in a positive way—use that big carrot—instead of throwing 
$100 million at local governments over the next four months without any discernible benefit to the ratepayers of 
this state.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It raises the question that if the local government sector is so dysfunctional and so 
unsustainable, why is the minister giving the 108 local governments in the country regions $100 million, with no 
strings attached, over the next four months? Why is the minister doing that? How can he possible justify that? 
That is a rhetorical question because I know he cannot justify it.  

Mr T.G. Stephens: He can’t justify it and he will never be able to justify why he did that. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: What the minister has done is farcical. He is either incompetent or totally lacking in 
compassion for the people of Western Australia in a global financial crisis and there is so much anxiety and 
uncertainty right across the state, regardless of his activities. He has stepped into the fray and frightened the 
11 000 local government employees around the state; they do not know whether their jobs are secure. The 
hundreds of volunteers who are out there doing good work as elected members of local governments do not even 
know whether they should bother in October. They do not even know whether they will exist because this 
process will not be over in October. The minister has totally destroyed any collaboration or consultation and not 
given them any guidance. His guidelines do not give guidance and they do not give any indication of where he is 
going with this. They are useless.  

We can go through the guidelines checklist. Finally, after a month, the minister has reverted to some sort of 
analysis of whether local governments are sustainable under the guidelines. If local governments go through the 
checklist, they will find it frightening—it is Orwellian. When they get to the bottom and find they have ticked all 
the boxes, it will be, “Yes, we’re sustainable—woo hoo!” This is an example of a frequently asked question: If 
you are sustainable, should you still consider amalgamation? Answer: yes. Okay, no choice there. Is that 
voluntary!  

One of the arguments that the minister has included in his guidelines for going on to consider amalgamation is 
better governance outcomes and better support, services and efficiencies for the ratepayers and taxpayers of 
Western Australia. That is what they should then go on to consider—even if they are sustainable—says the 
minister. According to my notes, another frequently asked question is: If we go on to consider whether or not 
there are benefits to be had in any of those areas for forcing amalgamation on ourselves, do we still have to 
consider it and provide a submission to you? Answer: yes. Minister, that is not a voluntary process—that is not 
even a process! That is a dictatorial style that has completely destroyed the local government reform process. 

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected.  

Mr P. PAPALIA: The time line is irrational. Dozens of people have approached me and suggested that after 
years of work they had finally got to the stage of bringing people with them to achieve change—without 
dictating it to them—so that they had some ownership. If members know anything about change management, 
they will know that if we take people along with us, we can achieve change. We cannot have change that has 
been dictated and expect it to be sustainable in the long term. The minister knows that.  

The problem is that the minister has been caught out. The Premier had to step in and tell him to withdraw his 
threat, which is what he has done today.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: That is untrue! That is totally untrue. That is misleading Parliament. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: What the Premier should do is tell the minister to apologise to the local governments of 
Western Australia — 

Mr C.J. Barnett interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: In his statement the Premier talks of voluntary amalgamation. The minister talks of forced 
amalgamation! The Premier was not in this place when I was quoting from the speech that the minister gave and 
the subsequent questions from the floor in Exmouth on 5 February. Does the Premier want me to read them to 
him? Would the Premier like me to read what the minister said on 5 February? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It is incorrect. I don’t care what he said — 

Mr P. PAPALIA: It does not matter what he said on 5 February? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: You have just misled Parliament. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Okay, Premier, I will read it out because I am apparently misleading — 
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Mr M. McGowan: Listen carefully, Premier! 

Mr P. PAPALIA: This was on 5 February, as reported by the president of the Western Australian Local 
Government Association, and I will read it into Hansard again in response to the Premier, who was not in this 
place when I read it earlier. It states — 

… in Exmouth today, Local Government Minister John Castrilli said: “If Councils do not amalgamate 
there will be legislation”.  

When asked by Elected Members to clarify his position on forced amalgamations he told the meeting: 
“If you don’t want to do it, I’ll do it, simple as that.” 

Come on, Leader of the Nationals! I know he is trying to achieve some solidarity with the government, but let us 
face it: he knows that was an unbridled, unrestricted threat to the local governments of Western Australia. It was 
either done because he is inept or because he saw it as a callous way of inducing faster action in that reform 
process. I think some of his $400 million country local government fund—sorry, it is his! It is his because he 
controls—well, no, the Leader of the Nationals controls it, but the minister has the responsibility for it. I think 
some of that should have been used to entice change rather than threaten change.  

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: If I am wrong, why, on 7 April, is the Committee for Economic Development of Australia, 
CEDA, having a breakfast at which the minister is one of the keynote speakers? The committee sends out 
invitations, and I might even go along. Does the minister think he will still attend if I come along and ask 
questions from the floor? CEDA sent out an overview, and the first paragraph of the overview states — 

In February, the Local Government Minister John Castrilli gave the 139 councils across WA six months 
to consider amalgamation or face the prospect of being forced to do so under new State laws.  

“Being forced to do so under new state laws”—where did it get that from? It did not happen! The Premier said it 
did not happen. The minister said it did not happen. Everybody else in the state in the local government sector 
thinks it happened! Why does the leader of the Nationals think it did not happen?  

Mr B.J. Grylls: Are you aware that the Leader of the Opposition put out a press release supporting the way that 
we have allocated the country local government fund to encourage councils to work together at a regional level? 

Mr P. PAPALIA: Why does the Minister for Regional Development not think that threat was made? 

Mr B.J. Grylls: I just know that I am getting letters from local government stating that they appreciate the 
ability to start the process.  

Mr P. PAPALIA: I think we will push on because I can see the Minister for Regional Development is being a 
bit mealy-mouthed.  

Several members interjected. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: I have noticed the change since he moved from over there. 

Several members interjected. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr P. PAPALIA: The leader of the Nationals is mealy-mouthed. He reminds me a lot of the education minister, 
because the lioness, in opposition for the Independents, used to stand over there and trumpet her credentials as 
having integrity and having the solutions to all problems. I concede that when in opposition we always have the 
solution and the government has never got it right. I have only been here five minutes but I know that already. 
The transformation of the education minister into the tiny little mouse that sits on that side — 

Mr C.J. Barnett: What did you say?   

Mr P. PAPALIA: From the lioness to the mouse! It is an analogy. Does the Premier get it? 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Well, that’s a very appropriate comment, isn’t it—“a tiny little mouse that sits over there”? I 
hope Hansard got your reference to a tiny little mouse that sits over there. 

Mr P. PAPALIA: She is so difficult to hear over here that I think I am going to request that the chamber staff 
get an extension lead for her microphone because it is honestly very difficult to hear her.  

The Leader of the National Party is the same. He has gone from being Mr Integrity and the shining Superman 
when in opposition to the guy who is a little bit too clever with his words and who wants only to deliver the good 
news all over the state. He is turning the state into a modern-day cargo cult. He is flying across the state in the 
government jet. What is it about this whole process? He is turning the regions into having a cargo-cult mentality 
but there seems to be a problem because the government jet is stuck over the wheatbelt. It is in a holding pattern! 
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The lion’s share of the cargo is dropping out of the aircraft over the wheatbelt. It is not going to the regions that 
actually produce the royalties. It is disproportionately going to the National Party’s electorates. 

I will give my colleagues an opportunity to speak to an amendment I will move. The behaviour of the Minister 
for Local Government today has been appalling. He should stand on the front steps of Parliament and apologise 
to the local government sector. He should ring Bill Mitchell and get him to send an email to every zone council 
and tell them that the amalgamation process is off. The minister should say that he realised that he had made a 
mistake and apologise and commit to return to the consultative, collaborative process that we had all engaged in 
under the systemic sustainability study process.  

Amendment to Question 

Mr P. PAPALIA: He should also tell local governments that the threat of forced amalgamations has been 
withdrawn. Therefore, I move — 

That the following words be added after “noted” — 

and that the house condemns the Minister for Local Government for his threats to force local 
government amalgamations in Western Australia. 

MR V. CATANIA (North West) [3.21 pm]: I rise to support the amendment moved by the member for 
Warnbro. I am glad to see the Minister for Local Government and the Minister for Regional Development in the 
chamber to listen to this debate. This is another broken commitment by the government. The Liberal Party and 
National Party made promises when they were in opposition but we have seen the stock squad disappear and 
now the police station in my electorate has gone, which the then opposition promised it would reopen. A police 
station is desperately needed in Gascoyne Junction.  

In opposition, the Liberal and National Parties promised to campaign against the nomination to have Ningaloo 
Reef placed on the World Heritage List but upon forming government they have in fact nominated it for World 
Heritage listing. The Minister for Local Government stated that Western Australia has 85 local councils with a 
population of less than 2 000 and with a ratio of electors to each member of less than one to 100. Almost all of 
those councils are country councils. The councils affected in my electorate are Shark Bay, Murchison, Yalgoo, 
Mount Magnet, Kew, Meekatharra, Upper Gascoyne and Exmouth. They each have a population of less than 
2 000. This is a consistent flip-flop government. I am glad that the Minister for Regional Development is here. 
Will he promise to not support any amalgamations in the Murchison area involving the towns that I have just 
mentioned? I know that he is busy with some parliamentary business but I look forward to his reply to that 
question. Yet again we are seeing the National Party giving $1 to regional Western Australia and taking away 
$20. That is a consistent pattern. Local governments have been given money through the royalties for regions 
scheme but must now spend it to justify their existence.  

The announcement to reform local government has already created a lot of uncertainty for local government 
employees and elected members. Local government elections are being held in October. There is already some 
talk about reducing the number of councillors in the Shire of Roebourne. That will have an effect on the outlying 
towns because they do not have the necessary population to fight to retain their elected officials. The 
amalgamation will have a dramatic effect on the ability of elected members to represent their constituents. More 
importantly, the financial implications that this will have on local governments across Western Australia are 
huge. They have not had a chance to put in their budget the costs associated with this exercise of justifying their 
existence. They will have to prepare detailed costings, provide maps and make use of technical expertise for 
legal matters, and the list goes on. Local governments are not prepared for it. Can the Minister for Local 
Government assure local governments across Western Australia that they will be reimbursed for the costs 
associated with the preparation of the reform submissions? I look forward to receiving his reply. Will the 
minister reimburse the shires for what they spend? The Minister for Local Government’s announcement has 
caused considerable angst among local governments and their employees. The time frame specified has caused 
considerable pressure — 

Mr B.J. Grylls interjected. 

Mr V. CATANIA: How is that? Will the Minister for Regional Development pay attention? Will he confirm 
that he will not force any amalgamations in the Murchison district and the Gascoyne? 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Correct. 

Mr V. CATANIA: Good. 

Mr T.G. Stephens: He might stand by while others do it. 

Mr V. CATANIA: He is throwing out the government line. 

We are experiencing the global financial crisis, about which the state government has done absolutely nothing. It 
has provided no assistance to create jobs and assist those who have lost their jobs. The government has done 
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nothing whatsoever. The Minister for Regional Development is bragging that he is a regional heavyweight and 
that he will deliver for regional WA. The government will force local government amalgamations and lose jobs 
in regional WA. What hypocrisy!  

Mr P. Papalia: It is short-sighted. 

Mr V. CATANIA: It is very short-sighted. The National Party is delivering $1 to regional WA but at the same 
time is costing jobs. At what cost will the royalties for regions scheme be implemented? We are seeing three per 
cent cuts being made to very important government departments right across regional WA. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: Where would you have implemented the three per cent cuts? 

Mr V. CATANIA: Not in regional WA because it is already stretched. We are seeing the shires in the North 
West electorate being targeted to be forced into amalgamations. We will see jobs go at the worst possible time. 
This is the worst possible time for the government to look at forcing local government amalgamations because 
jobs in regional Western Australia are very important, even during the best of times. This is a very important 
time when the government should be promoting jobs so that the towns can survive. Local governments are the 
backbone and the heart of the towns, particularly in my electorate. As I said, shires such as Murchison right up to 
Meekatharra are very important. 

As I said, the Minister for Regional Development has given regional WA $1. We should call him the minister for 
trinkets. He will give the regions a coat of paint but take away the police stations, courthouses, power stations, 
high schools and primary schools. That is what is happening in the North West electorate. We are seeing major 
infrastructure projects disappear, and for what? For the cost of some paint. That is what they are getting at the 
moment. We are now seeing three per cent cuts being made to regional WA government departments, which are 
so very important. They are already stretched. Now we are seeing jobs in regional WA being targeted.  

This government is doing nothing to save jobs in regional Western Australia.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: Are you aware that this will be recorded in Hansard? Are you aware that people will be reading 
this stuff?  

Mr V. CATANIA: I am glad about that, because the minister should be embarrassed about his comments today.  

I look forward to the minister’s support for regional Western Australia by ensuring that the three per cent cuts do 
not affect front-line services in regional Western Australia. I support the amendment. I hope the Minister for 
Local Government will respond and ensure that local governments are reimbursed for the time and money they 
are having to spend, and for the heartache they are being caused, because of the minister’s flip-flop policy of 
forced amalgamations.  

MR T.G. STEPHENS (Pilbara) [3.30 pm]: There are some very good questions that the Minister for Local 
Government needs to answer in this house. The minister has done the easy work of going around and stirring up 
an issue. He has done that very well. However, instead of doing that, he should have participated in the hard 
work that could have been done by this government to put in place much needed structural reform in local 
government. He should have tackled the fundamental work that needs to be done to address the problems with 
the Local Government Grants Commission processes. Had the minister done that work he would have been able 
to get on top of his brief and recognise that within the Local Government Grants Commission processes there is 
an inbuilt reward for inefficiency, and that that is preventing structural reform in local government in this state. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: What changes did you make when you were the minister responsible? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: I worked very hard on it. I started the process. Does the minister know what was needed 
to round it off? What was needed was the opportunity to deliver to regional Western Australia incentive 
programs to assist local governments to implement structural reform. A much-vaunted large amount of money is 
now about to land in regional Western Australia. However, there are no incentives or carrots attached to that 
money to encourage local governments to implement structural reform.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: You are not misleading the Parliament, are you?  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: The Minister for Regional Development has not built into the funding for local 
governments any requirement that they participate in structural reform. The minister has not made structural 
reform the number one priority for local governments. The minister has not put in place a funding program that 
will reward local governments and their communities for their participation, collaboration and cooperation in 
delivering programs in an efficient way across regional Western Australia. 

Mr P. Papalia: Mr Stephens, I suspect that you were probably, as a minister, hampered by opposition from 
some people in the western suburbs in Perth. In fact, I think there was collaboration between three members of 
Parliament, led by the now Premier, to oppose reform in local government. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: That was part of the problem, yes. The main problem that I had was that the only way the 
formula for the Local Government Grants Commission could be changed was through collaboration between 
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state and federal ministers. At the time, the minister responsible was a coalition minister, and he declined the 
pressure that I put on him to get the formula changed. What steps have been taken by the Minister for Local 
Government, along with the federal minister and his colleagues around the nation, to get the Local Government 
Grants Commission formula changed? A lot of hard work needs to be done to convince the federal minister with 
responsibility for the Local Government Grants Commission to put in place a process that does not reward 
inefficiencies. Programs need to be put in place to encourage structural reform, collaboration and cooperation in 
local government, and to encourage the sharing of resources, chief executive officers, planning processes, 
information technology systems and human resources programs. That would be of great benefit to regional 
communities across this state. Instead of engaging in that structural reform, all the Minister for Local 
Government has been able to come up with is an absurd proposition for local government amalgamations. That 
proposition is causing local governments to shake in their boots. The minister thought he would get away with it. 
Local governments have already recognised that National Party members are just tame lap poodles for this 
minority Liberal government—tickle their tummies and they will roll over! Regional communities are fearful 
that local government reform will become a reality, because they recognise that the National Party is not worth 
two pinches!  

Mr B.J. Grylls: Do you want me to quote Chris Adams? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: I will tell the minister what local councils have achieved through collaboration between 
the National Party and the Liberal Party in areas such as my electorate. Six months ago, the North West 
Telegraph ran a brilliant front-page story. It was accompanied by a map and a beautiful $22 million plan for 
revitalising the South Hedland central business district. 

Mr V. Catania: Was that not under the former Labor government? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Yes. That was under Alannah MacTiernan, the former Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure. She rolled out that $22 million commitment before the election, and it was put in the forward 
estimates for all to see. However, what happened last week? We had all this hoopla and razzamatazz roll into 
town! The amazing thing about all this hoopla and razzamatazz is that it comes with its own colour scheme! The 
National party green and yellow colour scheme has been embedded into the royalties for regions program, top 
and bottom — 

Mr P. Papalia: Member, does the government object to that green and yellow tag? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: I do not know. The resources of government are being allocated to the National Party 
colours, to re-badge a program that had been announced by Alannah MacTiernan.  

Mr B.J. Grylls: Was it funded in the forward estimates? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Yes, it was in the forward estimates, right across the four years—all the funding 
commitments of the Labor team. All the National Party did was add an extra $1 million and say that somehow or 
other it was part of the royalties for regions scheme. At the same time as the Minister for Regional Development 
was delivering this trumped-up royalties for regions program—an extra $1 million for a scheme for South 
Hedland—programs are being lost across Western Australia, and local governments across Western Australia are 
facing the threat of forced amalgamations from the Minister for Local Government.  

Mr G.M. Castrilli: The threat!  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: It is a threat. They now have to spend their precious resources on trying to defend 
themselves from that threat. In the meantime, a showman is in town, under the big tent, giving away caps and 
T-shirts! The only thing missing is the National Party balloons! This is all being done with taxpayers’ money. I 
imagine the minister will find that colleagues sitting behind him are not too impressed about the utilisation of 
government resources to flaunt the National Party around the bush—under false pretences—by putting up 
National Party colours!  

Mr B.J. Grylls: You’re the one who should be worried about it, and the people behind you!  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: The minister is all froth and bubble! He should look at the great programs that we have 
been able to deliver! In South Hedland, a $125 million health campus is being rolled out, and, just down the 
road, the new police station is nearing completion. That is all the legacy of the former Labor government, and 
the hardworking local Labor member of Parliament, in close partnership with the federal government, to deliver 
quality programs. The minister is prancing around in National Party colours with nothing but a lot of froth and 
bubble. He is not doing the hard, substantive work. The Minister for Regional Development should be ashamed 
to be part of a government that includes this Minister for Local Government. The Minister for Local Government 
has been running around the bush and belting up regional councils, when he should have been deploying the 
resources of government to put in place incentives and programs that will encourage local governments to be 
efficient and effective in the delivery of services to their communities. The Minister for Regional Development 
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has those resources available to him. I recognise that the Minister for Local Government does not have those 
resources available to him—they have all landed in the Minister for Regional Development’s pot!  

The Minister for Local Government should have made sure that he used his influence as a member of the senior 
party in the minority Liberal government to impose some discipline on the party political parade that is going on 
in regional Western Australia, put some real substance behind it and give the bush extra opportunities. 

Mr B.J. Grylls: I can’t imagine the pain you are in. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Back pain and neck pain, but there is no bigger pain than the pain of watching insincere 
and shallow programs coming from the government, taking with one hand and allegedly trying to give with 
another. The government can fool some of the people some of the time, but it cannot and will not fool all of the 
people all of the time. In the next four years the government has the potential to be tested mercilessly by the 
people, when they recognise that the government is not seriously delivering what they need. The Minister for 
Regional Development is part of a government that is pulling out substantive support programs. We are watching 
allied health services disappear from regional Western Australia. Psychiatric services, psychological services, 
speech therapy and all the other vital allied health programs that were full-time positions are being cut. As the 
government pulls those baseline programs out of regional Western Australia, into town rides the National Party, 
placing its green colours over the top of whatever programs we were rolling out in an orderly fashion under the 
previous Labor government as part of our commitment to regional Western Australia. The Minister for Local 
Government should be ashamed of himself for not bringing the Minister for Regional Development into line, and 
for not allowing his better judgement on some issues to have some impact. 

Mr P. Papalia: He should have asked him. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: He could have at least asked him whether he agreed that local councils should be forced 
to amalgamate, as he announced. Now 139 councils are running around the place in turmoil. They never knew 
what we knew about the minister: that he is capable of deception. The latest promise that the minister appears to 
be making is that he will back down on his previous promises. It is an extraordinary situation. 

Mr P. Papalia: Can we rely on the minister to break the promise that he has already broken? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: That is an interesting proposition for the people of Western Australia, particularly those 
local councils out in the bush that would like to do the right thing, if the minister would only do the hard work. 
There is some hard work to do. The minister needs to get the Minister for Regional Development behind him, 
supporting the programs with real funds that allow local councils to do sensible things about delivering 
restructured programs. 

Mr P. Papalia: There seems to be a paucity of country Liberals on that side of the house. I would have expected 
them to be speaking on the subject. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Which country Liberals does the member have in mind? 

Mr P. Papalia: Any of them. Where is the Minister for Mental Health? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: That is a good point. Whom will he be amalgamated with? 

Mr P. Papalia: You would think the member for Geraldton would want to get up and speak. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: I would hope so. There are good things that the Minister for Local Government could be 
doing. First, he should bring on board the Minister for Regional Development with whatever is left of his 
programs that is not simply tricks with smoke and mirrors. It should be a matter not of simply putting a National 
Party colour scheme on the policy banners, but of doing the hard work. He should show that he can work at least 
as hard as the former Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. She worked hard to deliver the programs that 
were rolled out across regional Western Australia. She did not come prancing around with government resources 
badged up with Labor Party colours. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: We’d get out a texta and write our own, wouldn’t we? 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: That is right.  

I challenge the Minister for Local Government to do some hard work as the first part of this process. He should 
make a new promise and tell us he will back down on the promise he made earlier, when he promised he would 
break the other promise. We want to catch up to where he is up to. We invite him to let the house know very 
quickly that he will do the hard work with the Local Government Grants Commission to make it possible for this 
third sphere of government to start delivering effective programs across Western Australia. 

MR F. ALBAN (Swan Hills) [3.45 pm]: Like you, Mr Deputy Speaker, I have been a shire councillor. Before 
they get too excited, have any members opposite ever been shire councillors?  

Several members interjected. 
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Mr F. ALBAN: There are a few of them. I also used to be a farmer, and I remember that they used to tell 
farmers to get bigger or get out. Most got bigger, and they are now more efficient. I applaud what the minister 
has done in making a very brave decision, although it is not a popular one. People such as members opposite will 
be ranting and raving and trying to score brownie points, but more people will benefit from amalgamations. 
Have members opposite spoken to the ratepayers? Are they happy? In the midst of a global recession, would 
they not welcome their rates being cut in half? Have members opposite talked to the ratepayers? I can provide 
some facts and figures about a good shire council that I was on. This council has $1 billion worth of assets. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for Warnbro will stop shouting, please. 

Mr F. ALBAN: This council has $1 billion worth of assets, and, at a very low depreciation of two per cent, it 
requires $20 million a year to maintain its assets. 

Mr P. Papalia: Will you take an interjection? 

Mr F. ALBAN: When I am ready. 

The council is replacing those assets at the rate of $9 million every year. Every year, without anyone knowing, 
the assets are deteriorating by $11 million, and one day the ratepayers will have to finance that. Most members 
opposite do not know what they are talking about; they think they are going to get some noise out of it. Most, but 
not all, shires are wasting ratepayers’ money. There is a term “efficiency of scale”; in other words, 10 people 
should not be sent to do a job that one person can do. If Western Australian ratepayers’ money can be saved in a 
global recession, would they not be grateful? Whose jobs is the opposition trying to save—the chief executive 
officers of these municipalities or the workers? The workers will still be needed when the shires are 
amalgamated. The opposition is trying to scaremonger. I applaud the minister for a very brave decision. I would 
expect most of the shires to be privately happy about this. It had to be taken to a conclusion. 

Mr P. Papalia: Do you support forcing amalgamations? 

Mr F. ALBAN: The minister has said that the amalgamations are voluntary at this stage. I hope that by August 
most of the councils will have made a decision for their own good. I am not aware of what has happened yet, but 
I would say it was a very brave decision. Let us see what the councils do. We do not need to save them at this 
stage. I have spoken to two councils, and both are working on amalgamation where it is possible. They are not 
all bankrupt and they do not all need amalgamation. It is ludicrous to think that there are 139 councils, when the 
state could possibly be run with half that number. We have to focus on what the decision is about. It is about the 
ratepayers—saving their money and getting them value for dollars—not about scoring brownie points. 

MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury — Minister for Local Government) [3.49 pm]: I have been working very 
hard on this. I was a local government practitioner for 14 years, and I know, as you would know, Mr Deputy 
Speaker, that we have been singing the same song and dancing around the same mulberry bush for the past 20 
years, to my knowledge. Members opposite all know that. I know that; we all know that. We have been talking 
about the need for reform in local government, and what are we doing? We are flopping around the edges. 
Change is hard and it is seldom welcome. It is so complex that sometimes it is easier to just sit back and do 
nothing. However, I can tell the house that if it is too hard to do, it does not mean that it is not the right thing to 
do. This is the right thing to do. 

Mr P. Papalia: What’s the right thing? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Reform in local government. The member does not agree with reform in local 
government. This government was elected to effect change, and we are not going to let the public down. 

Mr P. Papalia: Speak to the amendment. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I am speaking to the amendment.  

Mr P. Papalia: No, the amendment that is opposing your forced amalgamations. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: That is what I am speaking to. The former government watched the good times roll on 
and did nothing. It had a bloated bureaucracy and there was no planning for the future. One particular area of 
neglect is local government, and the former government neglected local government reform. It dropped the ball. 
It did not meet its obligations to make Western Australian local government the most effective and efficient in 
Australia. The Labor Party’s former Minister for Local Government — 

Mr J.N. Hyde: Which one? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Ravlich—the upper house member for the East Metropolitan Region—is on the 
record — 
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Point of Order 

Mr M. McGOWAN: The minister may not know—he is new to this place—that when a member of this house 
refers to a member of the other place, he or she should be referred to by his or her correct title, not by his or her 
last name. I ask that the minister abide by that practice in future. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have just been informed by the Clerk that there is no rule to prevent a member 
using the surname of a member of the Legislative Council in this house. Would the minister carry on, please. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: In saying that, I do apologise, because I was not quite sure of her title. I think it is upper 
house member for the East Metropolitan Region. I apologise. 

Mr M. McGowan: I accept that and I thank you. However, I think the way a member would normally say it is 
Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Okay. I thank the member. I agree with her, because she said that any reform in local 
government would avoid duplication of services and future cost savings could be directed to community 
services. Therefore, members on this side of the house, and in particular me, agree with her. A more streamlined 
and more efficient local government sector will be able to provide those services and direct money to the 
community. Although the minister’s words were noble, the political will for reform was not there. Members on 
this side of the house are not going to make the same mistake. Western Australia is over-governed. Many people 
would be amazed to know that we have 139 local governments in Western Australia. Just over half of them have 
2 000 or fewer residents. I think the statistics show that 55 local governments have a representation rate of one 
elected member to 100 or fewer electors; 17 of them have a representation rate of one to fewer than 50 electors; 
and about two of them have a representation rate of one to fewer than about 20 electors. Members opposite 
cannot tell me that that is right. We have 139 organisations out there that have about 1 250 elected members. 

Mr V. Catania: They are very important local members. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: They are. They do a very important job, member. I am the first to agree. I have been 
there and I know what it is like. 

Mr J.N. Hyde: Why don’t you just fix it? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: To put it in context, New South Wales has a population base of close to seven million 
people, and it has 152 councils. A state that is fairly comparable with Western Australia is South Australia. It has 
a population base of about 1.6 million, and it has only 68 local government areas. To point out the parlous state 
of local government in Western Australia, the Local Government Advisory Board, in its 2006 statement that was 
provided to the former government, said that there was an urgent need for structural reform of local government 
in Western Australia. It said that structural reform would make the local government system more effective and 
in the longer term facilitate community sustainability. What was the former government’s response to that? 
Absolutely nothing. What did it do in eight years? Three amalgamations happened in eight years. The opposition 
has a three-point plan to do what—amalgamate another three in the next eight years? Is that its three-point plan 
for the next eight years? 

Similarly, the Western Australian Local Government Association’s own review says that local government 
stands poised at a critical time, with structural reform providing a significant opportunity. By doing nothing, the 
best interests of local communities will not be served and the legitimacy of local government will be undermined 
as a consequence. There is no denying that local government has always had broad support for reform, but there 
has never been the stomach for reform. That has been lacking. 

Mr J.N. Hyde: What are you going to do? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: The local government area is in dire straits. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for Warnbro has been shouting now for about 20 minutes. Will he 
please stop it. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is the member for Bassendean making adverse comments? The minister. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: This government will not deny that people need communities. However, people need 
communities that are sustainable. A recent analysis shows that more than half of all local governments in this 
state are financially unviable without ongoing external support. The Western Australian Planning Commission 
has forecast that a quarter of the state’s local government areas will have a net reduction in their population size 
over the next 20 years. 

Mr T.G. Stephens: Are you trying to attack Bill Mitchell’s council? Is that what you’re trying to do? 
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Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: No, I am not attacking anything. Recently I announced that councils should consider 
voluntary amalgamations to create a more sustainable and better resourced local government sector. That is what 
I announced recently. 

Mr V. Catania: Will you reimburse local governments for the cost? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I will answer that. Last week the Department of Local Government and Regional 
Development distributed the structural reform guidelines to each and every local government to assist in the 
process. Contained in the guidelines is a reform checklist to be completed by each council executive. The 
document will act as a very important resource in allowing each council to examine its own operational 
capacities and capabilities, its strategic directions and its resource allocation procedures. 

Mr P. Papalia: But it doesn’t tell them what size you want to achieve. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Hallelujah, brother! Why should I tell them what size to achieve? I have asked local 
governments to voluntarily look at their own operations to see where their strengths and weaknesses are, where 
the gaps are and whom they can partner with so that they can fill those gaps and address those weaknesses. I 
want local government to come back by the end of August and tell me what they think the ultimate configuration 
of the local government picture in Western Australia should be. That is what I have asked them to do. 

Mr P. Papalia: What if they don’t? 

Mr T.G. Stephens: Or what? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I am very confident — 

Mr D.A. Templeman: What if they say, “Up yours, minister. We don’t want to do anything else”? Are you 
going to sit there and do nothing?  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Let me put it this way: if the local government sector does absolutely nothing and goes 
the way it is going, it will not get anywhere. 

Mr D.A. Templeman interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, member for Mandurah! 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, members! I cannot hear the minister speak. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. 

Mr D.A. Templeman: I hope that Hansard got the comment of the member for Wanneroo. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I asked the member for Mandurah to keep quiet. He should not interject again. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Western Australia is the only state not to have undertaken any meaningful reform. In 
the past century, there has been a reduction in the number of local government councils in Australia by about 55 
per cent. 

Mr J.N. Hyde interjected. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: There were 1 067 councils in Australia and now there are 556. That decrease does not 
really include Western Australia, which in 1910 had 147 councils and now has 139. In the past century, we have 
remained relatively unchanged, despite major demographic and economic and technological change. That puts 
pressure on the sustainability of communities. It is a real problem. I will share some information with members. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I have been listening to and watching the debate. All of us in Western Australia, particularly 
those in regional Western Australia, are interested in this matter. Members on both sides of the house might want 
to listen to what the minister has to say. They might not necessarily agree with him; they might have other 
propositions. I am sure that there will be other occasions in this house when they can put those propositions. I 
would like to hear what the minister has to say. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Bassendean! I just spoke to the house. I think the member was in the 
chamber at the time. In fact, I am sure that he was in the chamber. I formally call him for the first time. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I will share with members some information that has been given to me about the 2007 
local government elections. Sixty of the 139 local governments had elections at which some of the councillors in 
some of the wards were unopposed. Of these, 41 local governments conducted elections at which all vacancies 
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were uncontested. I do not believe that is a healthy situation. That is a huge disconnect with the community. 
Members opposite might have a different opinion, but that is my opinion. The Local Government Advisory 
Board, in its 2006 structural reform report, concluded that there were financial benefits in the larger local 
governments as they delivered economies of scale and they can provide facilities with funds gained from within 
their own districts. It also concluded that only one-third of Western Australian local governments could be 
considered financially sustainable and that there has been a general decline in asset values right across the 
industry. That means that the assets are getting older and have a reduced life. As I have said, the Local 
Government Advisory Board advised the previous government in 2006 that there was an urgent need for 
structural reform in Western Australia and that structural reform would make the Western Australian local 
government system more effective and would, in the long term, facilitate community sustainability. The previous 
government did nothing in eight years. I will tell members what it did in eight years. There were so many 
ministers who had responsibility for the local government portfolio in those eight years that nothing was done. 
The previous government had a three-point plan. It achieved three amalgamations in eight years. What will 
happen over the next eight years? There is an appetite within the industry for reform. There is support within the 
industry for reform. There is some financial assistance for local governments to help them with their 
submissions. 

I think the member mentioned earlier that the Western Suburbs Regional Organisation of Councils is the biggest 
stumbling block. I do not know whether he read the newspaper yesterday — 

Mr P. Papalia: What? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Someone opposite said that WESROC was the biggest stumbling block to local 
government reform. 

Mr P. Papalia: No; check Hansard. We were talking about what the Premier said two years ago. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I am sure that I heard something like that. 

Mr J.N. Hyde interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Perth. I know the member has an abiding passion for local government and 
I encourage him in that. However, at this moment I encourage him to desist from interjecting. I call him formally 
for the first time. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: The other day WESROC passed a resolution to look at local government reform. It had 
three options: firstly, to split the six councils into two; secondly, to amalgamate the six councils; and, thirdly, to 
look at a complete resource-sharing model for the six councils to form into one. Those are the three options that 
were put forward. 

Mr P. Papalia interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Warnbro! 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I know that some members opposite agree with what I am doing. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: There is support in the area. 

Mrs C.A. Martin: There are some on your side who don’t agree with what you’re doing, too. 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: That is true. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Warnbro and member for Kimberley! 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I will read out a couple of comments, because there is support for local government 
reform. Gary Gray, the federal member for Brand and Parliamentary Secretary for Regional Development and 
Northern Australia, said that the reform strategy announced by the Western Australian local government 
minister, John Castrilli, would have the potential to deliver better services and infrastructure for local 
communities. The chief executive officer of one of the shires said that the shire commended the minister on his 
proactive initiative in generating debate on issues that had largely been deferred by successive governments to 
the potential detriment of the local government industry. The shire agreed that there needed to be some 
rationalisation of local government boundaries and that amalgamations may be an appropriate mechanism to 
deliver to localities in the regions. I have another comment from the president of a shire. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Wanneroo and member for Kimberley! One of the problems that arise when 
the minister starts reading a document is that other members find other things to talk about. I call the member for 
Wanneroo formally for the first time. I call the member for Kimberley formally for the second time. I urge the 
minister to get to the core of this matter. 
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Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I could go through all the support that I am getting from local government if members 
would like me to. As I have said, with a reform process and change, there is always somebody in opposition. 

Point of Order 

Mr V. CATANIA: Can I ask the minister to table the documents that he is referring to? 

The SPEAKER: The member can ask the minister. 

Mr V. CATANIA: Can the minister table those documents? 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: I will not table those documents. They are my notes; they are not official documents. 

Mr P.B. Watson: But you said that they were letters from people. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: The Minister for Local Government just told us that he was reading from letters to 
him — 

Mr G.M. Castrilli: I was not reading from letters. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: Why did the minister tell the house that he was reading from letters? 

Mr G.M. Castrilli: I was reading from my notes. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS: The minister has misled the house. 

The SPEAKER: Members, this is not an opportunity for debate on this matter. The minister has indicated that 
they are his notes and will not table them. If they were official documents, there would be some expectation that 
they be tabled, and that would be reasonable. However, if they are his notes, there is no expectation that they be 
tabled. As I have already indicated to the house, if there are further interjections, more members will be called. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Mr Speaker, if they are not letters and the minister is in fact reading his notes, can you 
direct the minister not to read his speech? 

The SPEAKER: I can.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: Let me finish by saying — 

Several members interjected.  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: We are talking about reform of local government, which everybody knows has to 
happen —  

Mr P. Papalia: We are for reform, but we are not for forced amalgamation!  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: There is support out in the community —  

The SPEAKER: Member for Warnbro, the first four letters of the word “Warnbro” should have been what you 
accepted in the previous times I have mentioned your name. I call you to order formally for the first time.  

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI: It is very clear that the Labor Party is not interested in the reform process of local 
government, full stop. That is what it is. I can tell members that I have asked local governments to come back to 
me on a voluntary basis at the end of August. I am very confident they will do so. I look forward to receiving 
their recommendations by the end of August.  

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result — 

Ayes (26) 

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

Noes (27) 

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

Amendment thus negatived. 
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Consideration Resumed 

MR P.B. WATSON (Albany) [4.15 pm]: I will take this opportunity to reply to the Premier’s Statement. When 
I listened to the Premier’s Statement, I thought the two best things the Premier said were “Mr Speaker” and 
“thank you very much”! As a regional member, all the rest in between was very disappointing.  

I want to talk about things that are happening in my electorate. The Albany electorate has survived a long time. 
Albany Woollen Mills has closed, the whaling station has closed, and everyone has seen doom and gloom, but 
Albany has always survived. There are problems in Albany. Our harbour is full of ships. Those lucky enough to 
get up early and walk along Middleton Beach will probably see seven or eight ships in the harbour. These are 
either ships that, because of the late harvest, are waiting for grain or ships that cannot get work anywhere else so 
they just wait in the harbour. That is of concern to me, because when all these ships are waiting in the harbour, 
what do they do with their rubbish and sewage?  

Mr D.A. Templeman: What about the bombs? 

Mr P.B. WATSON: We have bombs in the harbour too! I have written to the Minister for Environment to find 
out what is happening. It is a real concern in our town.  

Woodchips are lying on the wharf because Japan and Korea are not using woodchips as much. Our woodchip 
factory was doing five 24-hour shifts a week; now it is doing only four 12-hour shifts. The Green Range mine 
has been put on hold indefinitely. Some corporate bandits came down from Singapore and told us that they were 
going to build a new hotel on the Esplanade Hotel site. They were going to knock down our beautiful hotel in 
Albany. I must congratulate the late Paul Cherry and his family, who built the Esplanade Hotel. That family 
came in, knocked down the old hotel and straightaway built a great hotel that looked as though it had been there 
for a long time. Now these corporate terrors have come in and said that they will build a new hotel, a big flash 
thing, with all the rooms overlooking the harbour. What have we got? We have the most expensive sandpit in 
Australia! I think they paid $11.5 million for the Esplanade Hotel. I said in Albany this week that we have to try 
to find some local government by-laws and state government legislation to stop these people coming in and 
developing the site. Members should not think that it will not happen in Bunbury or Geraldton or Broome—
Kalgoorlie has not got much of a beach. Wherever there is prime real estate, developers can come in and knock 
down buildings.  

Albany is crying out for a five-star hotel.  

If people come to Albany at Easter and try to book into a bed and breakfast, they will find there will be no 
accommodation at all. In Albany at the moment everything is full. We have to look at ways to fix this so that this 
cannot happen again. This group has made excuses all along: the architect was sick; they were waiting for a 
restaurant owner to come from Sydney. Just before Christmas they got us all excited that we were going to see 
some movement on the Esplanade Hotel, so they sent a grader down and a water truck. All they did was water a 
little bit and put some canvas around the outside, and they then nicked off. As I stated to the local media in 
Albany this week, they should either put up or put out! Let someone get in there who wants to do something 
about it. 

Skywest is a big issue in Albany, and I think the member for Geraldton will probably have the same issue.  

Mr I.C. Blayney: They are all right! I like Skywest! 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Obviously the member does not like being on time and likes not getting meals on planes. 
Maybe in Geraldton it is different because Skywest did have competition there.  

I am not going to knock Skywest; I am looking for a solution. Skywest’s biggest problem is with its air service. 
It cannot get any more Fokker planes. So I suggested to the former Minister for Planning and Infrastructure that 
we hold a meeting in Albany, and we invited all the major airlines from around Australia. The only ones that 
turned up were Skywest and the government one, Marumba.  

Albany Airport does not have security. It was interesting to read the story this morning about how people were 
able to take guns on a plane in their luggage. A person who gets on a plane in Albany can take a bazooka and a 
tank because there is no-one to stop passengers doing so. People can walk straight on the plane with anything 
they want. But any passengers intending to travel back to Albany from Perth who happen to have a nail file on 
them will find that the security people will make them put their hands up against the wall and will frisk them. It 
is double standards — 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan: It is just that the women in there find you so attractive! 

Mr P.B. WATSON: The member can frisk me anytime!  

We are trying to get a jet service to Albany. The big problem is that to have a jet service that carries over 50 
people we need to have full security. The member for Armadale said in her speech in Albany, “In the al-Qaeda 
handbook it says, ‘You don’t attack planes with 50 or less; you only attack planes with over that number’”, so 
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we need to have security if the service will carry more than 50 people. The ridiculous thing is that it is going to 
cost the City of Albany and Skywest over $3 million to provide full security in Albany. I think we should have 
full security there, but I think the federal government should pay for it.  

We want to increase tourism in Albany. Albany used to have three services a day; now we are down to two, and 
on some days there is only a there-and-back service. If we want to increase tourism in Western Australia—this is 
something I will be taking up with the Minister for Regional Development—we should have jet services to 
Albany. That would open up the area not only from Perth to Albany, but also over to the eastern states—I know 
Kalgoorlie has a service over east—and to Asia, as we are so close to Asia. We have the beautiful Albany links 
golf course, which the Japanese golfers love to play on. We have that opportunity to get people to come down. 
One of my bugbears is that when people come to Albany they say, “I wish I had a bit more time. I want to spend 
a bit more money”, but they have come down the other way, through Margaret River. Margaret River gets all its 
money from its caves and it gets all the tourism money, which I think is unfair. We have to put up with what we 
get from the City of Albany, which is very, very little, but I must admit that the Amazing Albany campaign has 
been very successful. I want people to fly to Albany, pick up a car and drive back, or drive down to Albany first, 
get the worst part of the trip out of way, and then sip their way through the wineries down there. Albany has such 
tremendous tourism potential.  

I know members will be disappointed if I do not mention people’s names. I want to talk about things that I have 
listed, but I will not read them all; I will just refer to them as notes. Fuel cards for seniors—where are they? I 
applaud the National Party for the idea, but where are they? Also, my constituents in Albany want to know 
whether carers will be entitled to get that card. A carer may be looking after a senior who has a car, so the carer 
drives that car. I would like to see the Minister for Regional Development ensure that carers get a card too, 
because it is very important for them. There might be two people in a family who have two licences, so they will 
get twice as much, whereas as person who has a carer will get nothing.  

The Albany Primary School year 6 students from room 11 have made three DVDs. Emily Shale wrote this letter 
to me. One of the DVDs is called Walkabout 07, and features the year 6 and year 7 students walking from 
Walpole to Denmark—we make them tough in the country! Another DVD is called The Making of Pimpernel, 
which was a musical performed by the year 6 and year 7 students at the town hall. The final DVD is Rotto Doco, 
and it covers the five days the year 5s spent on Rottnest on a school camp. There are plans for another three 
DVDs, one of which will be about the Torbay catchment, which is tremendous; the kids are getting out there and 
looking at what a great job the Torbay people are doing out there. The other DVDs will be called Walkabout 09 
and Rotto Doco 09. People knock the young people of today about drugs and so on, but these are great young 
people, and I must congratulate their teachers. These young people are getting a good look at the way thing are 
done. I am going out to the school to have a look. I do not want to get in on the documentaries—I am trying to 
get in on Lockie Leonard, but they will not let me!  

That is another thing that is happening in Albany—Lockie Leonard. Tim Winton, a local boy, wrote a book 
called Lockie Leonard, and we had a very successful television series filmed in Albany. Now, everywhere we go 
in Albany there are lights and police and we cannot get in because they are using Albany scenery for Lockie 
Leonard. That is just another thing that happens in regional areas that many people would not know about. 

Young Cody Knapp received a kidney transplant after four and a half years on dialysis. He is now living the life 
of a normal 13-year-old boy. Cody’s transplant capped the most successful year for transplants across Australia.  

I met Dene Leekong, the new police district superintendent, the other day. I would also like to say what a great 
job Ross Tomasini did. However, an article in the paper today lists all the Western Australian crime scenes. The 
great southern region recorded the lowest figures for burglary, theft and car theft statewide. Just one in 88 
residences was burgled—I suppose I will go home now and find that my house has been burgled; one in 43 
people had something stolen; and one in 719 people had their car stolen. I congratulate the Albany police for 
doing a tremendous job. I will be fully supporting them in their enterprise bargaining agreement when it is up for 
discussion. It will be nice this time not to have them outside my office.  

Peter Mueller was awarded Country Player of the Year at the 2008 WA Table Tennis Association awards. The 
Albany Table Tennis Club junior players were also recognised for their efforts over the 2008 season. Graeme 
Drew was named Australia’s Local Hero on Australia Day for his contribution to ocean safety. I will be talking 
about Graeme in my 90-second statement in Parliament next week. Our local junior players won the 
International Tennis Federation Junior Grass Court Tennis Cup in Wodonga, Victoria. From the Albany Tennis 
Academy the single players were Rob Partington—whose dad was a candidate for Albany in the last election—
and Matt Thompson, both 15 years old. The doubles players were David Lloyd and Sheldon Scott. The women’s 
doubles were Ainsley Harrison and Sally Partington—a daughter of Andrew. They all went through undefeated. 
We are breeding very good tennis players down there because we have a very good system. The WA title for 
junior sedans winner was Daniel Hade. He won at Les Gorman Park on the weekend of 24 January.  
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With a grant of nearly $10 000, Albany-based four-person band Arons Crusade will release its first 12-track 
album this month. Homebrew, another of our local groups, will also be releasing an album. The winners of the 
Men’s Resource Centre fun run over 5.2 kilometres were Callum Dowell and Katherine Hancock, who also won 
the Bay Merchants Triathlon Series. Susan Bennetts was awarded the Premier’s Australia Day Active 
Citizenship Award. She has limited vision but still continues to work across a number of organisations within the 
community. Other nominees were community volunteer Cyrill Lovitt, who does a tremendous amount in our 
community; environmental advocate Patricia Sundstrom; and sports organiser and promoter Steve Marshall. Zoe 
Southworth won the Premier’s Australia Day Active Citizenship Award for a Person under-25 for her 
contribution to the youth community even whilst completing her tertiary entrance examination.  

The Albany Regional Volunteer Service was awarded the Premier’s Australia Day Active Citizenship Award for 
a community group or event. 

It was great to see shark attack victim Jason Cull’s return to the water. I was down at the beach the morning of 
Jason’s little—or not-so-little—incident. I got there just after it happened and when I saw Jason’s leg, I thought 
that he would never walk again.” He not only went back to an event, but also went back into the water. The 
member for Willagee has also been back into the water in Albany, but I noticed that he did not go out very far at 
all. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter: I went about three kilometres this time. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Yes, right along the edge! Jason returned to the water for the 2009 Albany Open Water 
Swim around Princess Royal Harbour in February and won the 1.5 kilometre division.  

A new colony of potoroos has been placed at Manypeaks. They have been moved after success at Bald Island 
and Two Peoples Bay. I would like to congratulate the potoroo group in Albany; it does a tremendous job. I have 
been out and seen what this group of dedicated volunteers do to look after a near-extinct group of potoroos. They 
do a tremendous job and, as volunteers, I cannot say enough about them.  

The Albany Women’s Centre has had to turn away victims of domestic violence and their children as Albany’s 
housing crisis worsens. The centre is also having to turn away women who are homeless and who cannot get 
public housing because of the length of the waiting list—even the priority list is at least a five-month to six-
month wait. After being in government for a period, I understand that this is a tremendous problem. I assume it is 
the same in the city. Homelessness is a huge problem in regional areas. People are sleeping in cars and sleeping 
on the streets. Young people are sleeping at the forts in Albany. In this time and place, I would have thought that 
everyone would have a secure place to go home to at night. I know that I always kissed my children goodnight in 
the knowledge that they were secure in their beds, yet some of these people cannot even get a bed. It is a real 
concern and I am quite willing to work with the current government to see what we can do about it.  

I served on a task force in Albany—I am not on it at the moment—that was looking at getting more funding to 
support men in regional areas. I want to talk about the Men’s Resource Centre. Andrew Markovs and his group 
do a tremendous job. I have spoken to the Minister for Health today. When we were in government, we funded 
the centre for, I think, one year and then gave them another year of funding. That funding has now run out. The 
minister has intervened and given the Men’s Resource Centre another 12 months of funding; for which I applaud 
him. The centre, along with the farmers’ associations and other groups, is trying to prevent men in the regions 
from committing suicide, which is a huge issue in the farming areas between Albany and Esperance. These 
groups do a tremendous job, and are there for men 24 hours a day, seven days a week. 

[Member’s time extended.]  

Mr P.B. WATSON: Today, if there is an incidence in a home involving domestic violence, the people from the 
Men’s Resource Centre are there to help. I know from speaking to Superintendent John Watson when this 
legislation came through, that the police place a violence restraining order on a person straightaway. A guy, who 
may or may not have been violent—I do not know what has happened—is now on his own out on the street. He 
is either very angry and/or possibly wants to get back to his home. He still has the keys to the house because the 
police do not take away his keys to the house; all they do is they place the VRO on him so that he cannot visit 
the house even though his kids might be there and his food is there—everything is there. These men would be 
out on the streets but for the tremendous job that is done by the Men’s Resource Centre. 

The Minister for Corrective Services, who is just now leaving the chamber, has said that there are no issues in 
the south west with Albany Regional Prison. I suggest that if the minister visits Albany, he does not call us the 
south west, because we are very parochial and we are the great southern. However, Albany Regional Prison is 
overcrowded. The prisoners are double-bunked in a maximum security prison.  

Mr J.E. McGrath: Wouldn’t you double-bunk if you were in Albany Regional Prison? It’s cold! 

Mr P.B. Watson: I do not know the member for South Perth’s preferences at night! I have been out to look at 
the prison, and I know that the minister has been down there. 
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Mr C.C. Porter interjected. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Yes; but it is a maximum-security prison. I am just passing on the concerns of my 
constituents who work there.  

Mr C.C. Porter: My eye is well and truly upon it. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Yes. 

On Wednesday, 18 February, 300 people walked up York Street to Alison Hartman Gardens to celebrate 
National Sorry Day. I congratulate all those concerned. We have done National Sorry Day very well in Albany. 
We had a great day when the apology was made, and it was great to see recognition of the day carried on by 
people. 

I congratulate our local schools, all of which participated in fundraisers to assist the people affected by the 
Victorian bushfires—most raised close to or more than $1 000. Albany’s community has been incredibly 
generous, with businesses and locals donating money, goods and even freight costs to assist in rebuilding the 
lives of those affected by the fires. 

Dr Jim Leighton swam from Perth to Rottnest in eight hours and 20 minutes; probably about the same time as 
the wait in our doctor’s surgery! It was a tremendous effort by Jim and many of the local people who went across 
on surf skis and the like. 

Princess Royal Sailing Club is 100 years old this year. Was the member for Willagee there when it first started? 

Mr A.J. Carpenter: No, I do not think so. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: The 2008 City of Albany Sportsperson of the Year Awards were held. The winner of the 
junior award was Kathryn Slattery, a great all-round sportswoman. Steve Hurley, one of our top rifle shooters, 
won the senior award; and the winner of the veteran award was Geoff Faulkes.  

The Albany Chamber of Commerce and Industry awards for 2009 have been held. The award for best micro 
business, employing one to four persons, was won by Powell Security; the Australia Post Award for businesses 
with five to 10 employees was won by Ryan Waugh Hairdressing; the Albany Port Authority Award for 
businesses with 11 to 20 employees was won by Brooks Garden Chemmart Pharmacy; and the Lincolns Award 
for a business with more than 20 employees was won by the Dome café. The City of Albany Tourism Award 
was won by Beach House at Bayside. The Skywest Community Award went to the Police and Community 
Youth Centre, which does a tremendous job. The Best Franchise Business Award went to Dome Coffee. The 
Great Southern Development Commission Award was won by Alkoomi Wines. The Timbercorp Agribusiness 
Award went to Australian Allwood Coppicing and Pruning Services. The Small Business Development 
Corporation Home Based Business Award winner was Stirling Valuations. The Small Business Centre Business 
Achiever Award was won by Camping World Albany. The Telstra Country Wide Businessperson of the Year 
was awarded to Russell Harrison from Lincolns. Russell does a tremendous amount for our community. He is on 
the port authority board and the development commission board and he is a very astute businessman who does a 
lot for our community.  

The Business of the Year Award went to Ryan Waugh Hairdressing. Ryan and Rebecca Waugh are cousins. 
They do a tremendous job. They started their little business, and if members were to talk to most of the women 
in town, they would say that they get their hair done at Ryan Waugh—I suppose the men do too if they like to 
have hair with a bit of a tint.  

Mr A.J. Carpenter: Member for Albany, who was that—Ryan Waugh? 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Ryan and Rebecca—Becky—Waugh. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter: Whose children are they? 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Rebecca is the daughter of Robin Waugh and I am not sure whose son Ryan is. 

The career of Albany Royals football coach Darrell Panizza was recognised on 11 March when he was inducted 
into the Western Australian Football Hall of Fame. I have a list of his achievements. He has been a tremendous 
sportsperson at both the state and regional level. He played 354 football games—274 for Claremont, 74 for 
Woodville and six for Western Australia. He coached Claremont Football Club from 1995 to 1998, Western 
Australia in 1997 and the Albany Royals from 1999 to 2004. I think he won six or seven premierships with the 
Royals. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter: He won six premierships in a row. 

Mr P.B. WATSON: Six in a row says an ex Albany Royals footballer.  

My old mate Alan Watling came to Albany when he retired from footy and worked in the post office with me. 
He is a great fishing mate of mine and a great footballer. The only trouble is that when he came to Albany, 
everybody wanted to knock his head off—and a few succeeded!  
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Some of my constituents are very concerned about local dental services. When Labor was in government, I 
visited Albany with Geoff Gallop, the then Premier. We brought in people from South Africa—a husband and 
wife—who stayed in Albany. They have done their time and they now have their own business in Albany. It is 
tremendous to see them do well. However, the waiting list for dental services in Albany is atrocious. If someone 
goes in for a filling, it might be done, but if some other work has to be done, they have to come back in six 
months. The waiting list has always been an issue. We tried to fix it by bringing in people from overseas, and I 
think that is what we are going to have to do again.  

BHP Billiton, the corporate bandit, came to town, promised everything to everybody in the region and then let us 
down. I was most disappointed for the many young Nyoongah people whom we were having trouble with and 
who, when we got together with the elders, got jobs at BHP Billiton.  

The young kids were proud to show off their cars and other things that they had never had the opportunity to get 
before. They were promised that the jobs would last a long time and so the young kids invested. They did not 
splash their money around. Their main status in their community is their car. A lot of them have lost money and 
they have had to hand back their car. Many people in Albany have lost their jobs. It is a huge problem. I hope 
BHP Billiton Ltd does not knock down the plant. There are rumours around Albany that some of the shipping 
companies have been asked to give quotes. It is terrible. I was involved on a committee and we went down there 
and had a look. When BHP Billiton first came, it was going to employ 250 people and the government provided 
facilities for that. Then it was to be 500 and we looked at providing facilities such as housing and water. Then 
the estimate was 750 people. BHP later said that it did not have enough money for the police station and so the 
government put in $18 million for the school, but then BHP pulled the pin. To me that is the same as what 
happened with the Esplanade. Companies come into regional towns and promise everything but give nothing. 

I congratulate the people of Albany for filling out the Albany Police and Citizens Youth Club petition. The 
petition we submitted has changed the minister’s mind. I would like to know what is happening with the ring-
road. I will ask a question on notice about that. Before Christmas two very young Nyoongah girls hanged 
themselves in Albany. It is a huge problem. There have been others but I will not talk about them here. It seems 
to be a real problem in not only the Nyoongah community, but also other communities in regional areas. We 
have to do something about it. Andrew McGovern is very concerned about that. He is involved with the Gerard 
Neesham football academy. Every day he has parents tell him how concerned they are about what is happening 
to their children. They do not want to see their children lose their lives. That is something we must work on. It is 
not something that we can sweep under the carpet. We cannot lose nine and 10-year-old children because they 
are hanging themselves. We should not lose anyone because they are hanging themselves. Their future was 
ahead of them but they could not see a future. I wonder whether it was because of drugs, violence or whatever; I 
do not know. Whatever it is, we must look at it. 

Dianne Wolfer has a new book out called Lighthouse Girl, and Jon Doust has a book out called Boy on a Wire. 
They are two of our local authors. Albany has such a tremendous artistic community. Those two books have 
been previewed in The West Australian. All these things are happening in a small place like Albany. 

Fighting in schools is another issue that has come up in Albany. Most people would have seen on television the 
children from North Albany Senior High School getting into fights at school. There is a simple answer to that: 
get more sport back into schools. Kids are standing around at lunchtime. When we were kids, we would go out 
onto the oval with footballs, cricket bats and stumps and everything. Kids cannot use a mobile phone when they 
are trying to mark a football or trying to take a catch, although some kids will try. We must provide alternatives. 
We cannot just sit back and say that they are bad for doing it. We must provide alternatives. There should be 
more sport in schools. The Minister for Sport and Recreation and I have been mates for a long time and we both 
agree that it is very important to combine sport and health. It is no good bringing in health after everyone has 
become unfit. We must educate kids. If a young girl wants to lose weight, what does she do? She starves herself. 
She does not know that she should walk for 15 minutes in the morning. We teach kids about reading, writing and 
arithmetic but we do not teach them to exercise on two or three days a week. If they just went for a walk, they 
would be healthier. Through my own kids, I have seen their friends get anorexia because they do not know what 
to do. No-one tells them to go for a walk. They think that they will be okay if they do not eat. They want to look 
like Kylie Minogue. I want to look like Kylie Minogue too, but it will never happen! 

The Albany Surf Life Saving Club is another big issue that I must not forget. The Liberal Party candidate came 
to Albany after the Premier had been there. Rob Lucas rang his wife Jo Lucas and was on the speakerphone 
when the Liberal Party candidate said that whatever the Premier offered, he would match. Now we are having 
problems. He is now saying that he did not say it. He did not realise that he was on the speakerphone. Rob Lucas 
and his wife attended a function that the Premier was at. Rob Lucas said to the guests and the media there that it 
did not matter who got elected because the Liberal Party had promised to match the Labor Party. Now the 
Liberal Party is denying it. Rob Lucas is a very highly respected man in the community. He and a shark hero are 
both being called liars by the Liberal Party. The Minister for Sport and Recreation was down there for the Sports 
Star of the Year awards and he said that he would look into it. I do not want to get into the political side of it; I 
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just want to see a surf club in Albany. I am critical of the City of Albany for not putting money into it. Young 
people come along to surf clubs and they exercise and save people’s lives for the community. They do a great 
job. 

MR J.M. FRANCIS (Jandakot) [4.45 pm]: Mr Speaker — 

Mr T.G. Stephens: The Premier wants you. He has a promotion for you! 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I thank the member for the compliment! I thank you too, Mr Speaker, for giving me the 
opportunity to make the most of the last sitting hour this week. I should start on a light note. Some members 
might not be aware that news.com.au has started an online poll today regarding the future of the member for 
Armadale. I could not help myself and I had to vote. I got a message back thanking me for voting. The poll 
states — 

WA MP Alannah MacTiernan is thinking about a move to federal politics, should she — 

It was a multiple choice answer. Members can go online now and vote. The options are — 

Go Alannah, Canberra needs livening up 

That option is currently sitting on 45 per cent. The second choice is — 

Is she deserting a sinking ship? 

That has scored 26 per cent. The third option, which I voted for is — 

She’s an elected WA MP, do the job here 

I thought I would share that with the house. 

The reason I rose today is I have seen some things this week that have alarmed me more than anything else I 
have seen in the first six months that I have been a member of this house. I refer to the conduct of some members 
of this house on a certain issue. I was a little alarmed about the member for Willagee, who made comments 
today when he was addressing the Treasurer that clearly painted the Treasurer as being anti-bus drivers, anti-
tourism operators, anti-small business and anti-big business. It reinforced the conception that everyone else and I 
had about how much the member for Willagee hates The West Australian. He questioned the integrity and ability 
of one of Mr Stokes’s chief executive officers to remain impartial on a government board. As I said, it 
highlighted the former Premier’s hatred of our leading state newspaper. 

Moving on, the thing that most disgusted me was the sleazy politics that I heard in this house and in the 
Legislative Council, and what I read in the media this week relating mainly to the member for Rockingham. It 
started with comments the member for Rockingham made on Tuesday. I refer specifically to the appointment of 
Senator Chris Back. I would like to go on record as congratulating Senator Chris Back. He was a fine candidate 
for the Liberal Party and I wish him well in his career. Noting the comments the member for Rockingham had 
already made, I humbly suggest that he consider making an apology to everyone who is over 80 years of age. 
When he questioned the appointment of a gentleman to a government panel, he implied that people over the age 
of 80 are unable to contribute to society in any meaningful way. We are also approaching the anniversary of a 
previous apology given by the member for Rockingham. I refer to his slur against ethnics in this state. We know 
that he has it in him to apologise for his comments. I refer in particular to the Hansard from last Tuesday when 
he was talking about the joint sitting of both houses to endorse the selection of Senator-elect Chris Back. He 
made the following comment. I am not suggesting it is misleading in any way, but I think I should correct him on 
it. He said — 

In the US, someone intending to attain an office to which that person has not been elected is put through 
a process by which his or her history, rights, qualifications and the things that person has done in the 
past are examined to determine whether the person is a fit and proper person to fill that position  

Those are the member’s exact words from Hansard. If the member for Rockingham was referring to the 
appointment of a secretary of state or a secretary of defence, fair enough. However, if he was referring to the 
appointment of a senator in the United States, he got it grossly wrong. There is a situation in the US at the 
moment where the Governor of Illinois has been impeached for trying to sell the senate position that had 
formerly been filled by newly-elected President Obama. Therefore, the situation in the United States is not quite 
as the member for Rockingham has purported it to be. I am glad that we have a somewhat more transparent 
process in Australia for the filling of casual vacancies in the Senate. The member for Rockingham went on to 
say  — 

We request that the Premier provide, instead of a standard speech without much detail, a full and proper 
explanation of why Mr Chris Back is a fit and proper person to represent the state of Western 
Australia, —  

I suggest that our six senators do an excellent job. I would be amazed if any members on the other side could 
even name their six senators. 
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Mr M. McGowan: There are not six, for a start!  

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: The four Labor senators. Sorry. I stand corrected. He went on to say — 

 — and indeed that he answer some of the questions that have been posed about Mr Back’s activities in 
1987.  

That was gutter sleaze. There is no other word for it. In case the member thinks I am wrong, I also want to refer 
to the transcript of the 6PR Radio morning program on Thursday, 12 March. During that program, Simon 
Beaumont and Bob Maumill referred to the comments that had been made by the member for Rockingham. The 
member for Rockingham has raised the option of questioning Mr Back’s past. When we went into the joint 
sitting of both houses of this Parliament, I saw him sitting near the dispatch box, and he had his books open, but 
he was obviously put back in his box by the Leader of the Opposition, because, instead of doing that, he 
remained silent. I have been informed that he did not shake the new senator’s hand as he walked past him; he 
just ignored him. That is fine. There are no laws against that. However, he then peddled his sleaze and innuendo, 
like a spineless jellyback, up to the press gallery—I saw it on the ABC News last night—and for that he should 
apologise. 

Point of Order 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Mr Speaker, the member made a comment about another member that is clearly 
unparliamentary, and I ask him to withdraw. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I did not know that the term “spineless jellyback” was unparliamentary, Mr Speaker.  

The SPEAKER: To that point of order, member for Bassendean, I would be unfamiliar totally with whomever 
the member for Jandakot may or may not be referring to. It is not a point of order. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: I am referring to the member for Rockingham, Mr Speaker. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Mr Speaker, your ruling was made on the basis that you were unaware of whom the 
member for Jandakot was referring to. He has just flouted your ruling by saying he was clearly referring to the 
member for Rockingham. I ask him to withdraw. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Well, in the circumstances—I appreciate what the member for Bassendean has said—I 
have heard the member for Jandakot, and if indeed the reference was to the member for Rockingham, I have 
heard other things in this place that have been equal to, or more derogatory than, shall I say, the words that the 
member has attributed to perhaps the member for Rockingham. I would just urge the member to continue with 
his speech. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 

The member for Rockingham’s behaviour this week was wrong, and he should apologise.    

Mrs C.A. Martin interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Kimberley! I appreciate what the member is saying. If the member does 
have some points to make, she will have an opportunity to do that. I call the member to order formally for the 
second time. I suggest to the member for Jandakot that he choose his words carefully in this place if he wants to 
participate in intelligent conversation and rigorous discussion. While I am on my feet, might I also inform 
members in this place that if they are going to quote from Hansard, it has to be a corrected copy of Hansard. I 
do not know. Perhaps the member for Jandakot was paraphrasing what he heard or allegedly heard the member 
for Rockingham say in this place. I am not sure on that. The member is unable to quote from Hansard until it is a 
corrected copy. If it is the copy from Tuesday, at this point I do not think anyone in this place has a corrected 
copy. I provide that to the member in terms of advice. I now ask the member to continue, and to use language in 
this place that is going to be understood by everybody so that we do not have continual points of order about 
what the interpretation might be. 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Thank you, Mr Speaker.  

I return to the 6PR transcript. I will not reiterate the whole history of the event in 1987, because clearly Dr Chris 
Back at the time—now Senator Back—did nothing wrong at all to deserve the treatment that he has received this 
week. I am happy to table this transcript. In that transcript, Bob Maumill says that Dr Back did not swab the 
horse because his prime duty was to save its life. He goes on to say — 

Now the reason they didn’t swab him is … cause the … swab boxes are intensely hot and they’re 
usually in there for 15 minutes and maybe 30 minutes — 

That is the horses — 
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— to get urine out of them. Dr Chris Back and the other two vets were there and the stewards had to 
make a decision, what do we do here, if we don’t treat him and we put him in the swab box and he dies 
the public tear us to pieces, if we get the swab we’ve got a dead horse. 

Therefore, the comments made by the member for Rockingham about that matter are absolutely wrong. Bob 
Maumill goes on to say — 

Now think about this, people forget about it, the two that finished behind him never earned stake money 
again. 

Simon Beaumont then said to Bob Maumill — 

You need to ring Mark McGowan and tell him all this Bob?  

Bob Maumill responded to that by saying — 

He is an idiot …  

Simon Beaumont then said — 

He’s the member for Rockingham. 

To which Bob Maumill said — 

He is an idiot …  

Simon Beaumont then said — 

He’s your bloke …  

To which Bob Maumill said — 

And behaves like one … they should know this, and those people who are trying to blaggard Dr Chris 
Back for doing his job, and that goes for Ripper and it goes for … Mark McGowan.  

They are trying to blaggard Chris Back for saving the horse’s life. Bob Maumill goes on to say that when the 
member for Rockingham was the Minister for Racing and Gaming, he was an absolute embarrassment for his 
lack of knowledge of the industry and of his own portfolio. 

Mr M. McGowan: You’re good at quoting quality sources, aren’t you? 

Mr J.M. FRANCIS: Indeed. I will quote another source, member for Rockingham, because this is not the first 
time the member for Rockingham has peddled this kind of stuff. This goes back to about a year ago, when an 
email was released. The email is between the member for Rockingham and the former Premier, Brian Burke. In 
this email, the member for Rockingham intentionally disobeyed the orders of the Premier at the time, the 
member for Willagee, in relation to dealing with Mr Burke. This all comes down to what I would refer to as the 
integrity of the member for Rockingham. I would like to question that on the record. I have another document, 
which I am happy to table. It is an advertisement that appeared in my local paper in 2005. It states that tougher 
streets and penalties are a top priority for Mark Norman Francis. The member for Rockingham describes himself 
as determined, active and well qualified. I suggest that the only thing he is determined, active and well qualified 
for is discrimination and sleaze. I have one message for the member for Rockingham: in what he has done this 
week, he has reached the ceiling of his political career. He has reached a new ceiling and new heights. The 
member for Rockingham needs to come to terms with the fact that he is never going to become deputy leader of 
the Labor Party. He is an embarrassment on his side. The member for Rockingham should do the right thing and 
fall on his sword and apologise or resign. 

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

PROCEDURE AND PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE 

Third Report — “Report on a Person Adversely Referred to in the Legislative Assembly —  
Mr David Caporn” — Tabling 

MR M.W. SUTHERLAND (Mount Lawley — Deputy Speaker) [4.59 pm]: I present for tabling the third 
report of the Procedure and Privileges Committee, entitled “Report on a Person Adversely Referred to in the 
Legislative Assembly — Mr David Caporn”. 

[See paper 719.]  

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: The Speaker, the Chair of the Procedure and Privileges Committee, received a 
letter from Mr David Caporn, seeking to respond to comments made by the member for Mindarie. The 
committee has agreed to the response and it is in the report appended. I advise that, in accordance with standing 
order 114, the committee has not considered or judged the truth of any statements made in the Legislative 
Assembly or in the submission. The committee recommends that the response by David Caporn, in the terms 
specified in the appendix, be incorporated into Hansard.  
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Adoption of Report — Motion 

Mr M.W. SUTHERLAND: I move — 

That the report be adopted. 

Question put and passed. 

The following response was incorporated, pursuant to standing order 114 — 
 

Response by Mr David Caporn, APM 

Agreed to by Mr Caporn and the Procedure and Privileges Committee 

pursuant to Standing Order 114 

Name of Member of Parliament who made the adverse reference: 

Member for Mindarie: Mr John Quigley, MLA 

Date on which the adverse reference occurred: 

27 November 2008 (commencing at 11.44 a.m.) 

Person adversely referred: 

Mr David Caporn 

Summary response for publication: 
Some statements made by the Member for Mindarie, Mr John Quigley MLA in his speech to the Legislative Assembly on 27 November 
2008 contained misleading, highly defamatory untruths and other serious inaccuracies in regards to Mr David Caporn. 

These statements were the subject of intensive media reporting and adversely affected Mr Caporn both personally and professionally.  

Mr Caporn has provided the following references to Mr Quigley’s address followed by his response pertaining to the subject matter.  

• Mr Quigley said that (in the Mallard investigation) that I, 

“Went to the forensic laboratories of Western Australia and had them alter a forensic report and had what is described in this document 
as “a few facts firmed up”.” 
I did no such thing. This matter (Mallard) was investigated by the Corruption and Crime Commission (CCC). I was not accused of any 
involvement in any alternations to any forensic report. There was neither evidence nor any finding or adverse opinion to that effect led, or 
made against me, in the CCC’s report tabled on 7 October 2008. 

• Mr Quigley said that (in the Claremont serial murder investigation) that I named a suspect to the media.  

“In 1998-99 that peanut Falconer, that little turnip from Victoria, who had been given the job as Commissioner of Police, together with 
Caporn said, “He’s the man.” 
I have never publicly named any suspect of the Claremont serial murders in the media. The man referred to identified himself and some 
sections of the media chose to report his details. Despite this occurring, I still refused to name this person publicly.  

• Mr Quigley went on to say,  

“We have a corrupt police officer running his own agenda, convicting people in the media and destroying families, and because of his 
success in doing this, he is promoted!” 
and further  

“When an officer – as lowly as he was; a detective sergeant– starts rocketing up through the police force on the basis of dud 
investigations, he does not do it by himself. He has to have a team around him and, as he goes forward, that team gets promoted as well. 
So it is unsurprising that they end up with a little cluster or a reef of corrupt officers around them who knew if they followed and 
supported Caporn, their careers would elevate and they too would go up in the vortex.” 
and further 

“Because of his capacity to solve difficult murder cases, he rocketed up through the police force to the rank of assistant commissioner 
and was eventually in charge of terrorism laws. God help us all that a person such as that could be put in charge.” 
I have never been involved in any corrupt or criminal conduct. There have never been any findings of corruption, criminal conduct or serious 
misconduct against me, and to the best of my knowledge, against any of my colleagues.  

I have served the community of Western Australia as a police officer for over 31 years. I have been promoted numerous times in both 
operational and non operational positions. Those promotions were entirely merit based and in recognition of my experience, capabilities and 
integrity as a police officer.  

After my promotion to the rank of Superintendent I was transferred to head up the West Metropolitan district. In my role as District 
Superintendent I was responsible for managing all aspects of policing. After working for 2 years as a District Superintendent I was asked to 
head up Strategic Information Management. In that role I oversaw the maintenance and development of the agency’s entire IT assets, 
programs and major projects at a time when the area was in need of a significant overhaul. As a result of the work I did in this area and my 
27 years of experience as a serving police officer, I was promoted to the rank of Assistant Commissioner.  

In 2001 I was honoured following a national leadership program (involving my peers from throughout the country) by receiving the “Retired 
Commissioner’s Award” for “outstanding contribution to professionalism in policing”; and none of this relied on my success as an 
investigator.  

Yours faithfully 

David Caporn APM 

18 December 2008 
 

House adjourned at 5.00 pm 

__________ 
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