
 

 

Legislative Council 

Tuesday, 6 May 2008 

                 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Nick Griffiths) took the chair at 3.30 pm, and read prayers. 

BILLS 
Assent 

Messages from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the following bills — 

1. Treasurer’s Advance Authorisation Bill 2008. 

2. Duties Bill 2007. 

3. Duties Legislation Amendment Bill 2007. 

4. Prostitution Amendment Bill 2007. 

5. State Supply Commission Amendment Bill 2007. 

6. Parental Support and Responsibility Bill 2005. 

7. Mines Safety and Inspection Amendment Bill 2007. 

8. Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement Amendment Bill 2007. 

ASSAULTS AGAINST PUBLIC OFFICERS — MANDATORY IMPRISONMENT 
Petition 

Hon Donna Faragher presented a petition, by delivery to the Clerk, from 72 persons requesting that the 
Legislative Council support the introduction of mandatory jail terms for people who use violence against public 
officers. 

[See paper 3910.] 

PAPERS TABLED 

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

CITY OF FREMANTLE LOCAL LAW RELATING TO OUTDOOR EATING AREAS  
AMENDMENT LOCAL LAW 2007 — DISALLOWANCE 

Notice of Motion 

Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

That the City of Fremantle Local Law Relating to Outdoor Eating Areas Amendment Local Law 2007, 
published in the Government Gazette on 1 February 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 
27 February 2008 under the Local Government Act 1995, be and is hereby disallowed. 

CITY OF JOONDALUP LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND PUBLIC PROPERTY  
AMENDMENT LOCAL LAW (NO. 2) 2007 — DISALLOWANCE 

Notice of Motion 

Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

 That the City of Joondalup Local Government and Public Property Amendment Local Law 
(No. 2) 2007, published in the Government Gazette on 11 January 2008 and tabled in the Legislative 
Council on 27 February 2008 under the Local Government Act 1995, be and is hereby disallowed. 

CITY OF COCKBURN PARKING AND PARKING FACILITIES  
LOCAL LAW 2007 — DISALLOWANCE 

Notice of Motion 

Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

 That the City of Cockburn Parking and Parking Facilities Local Law 2007, published in the 
Government Gazette on 11 January 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 27 February 2008 
under the Local Government Act 1995, be and is hereby disallowed. 
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CITY OF NEDLANDS FENCING LOCAL LAWS 2007 — DISALLOWANCE 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 
 That the City of Nedlands Fencing Local Laws 2007, published in the Government Gazette on 
13 February 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 27 February 2008 under the Local 
Government Act 1995, be and are hereby disallowed. 

CITY OF NEDLANDS SIGNS LOCAL LAW 2007 — DISALLOWANCE 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 
 That the City of Nedlands Signs Local Law 2007, published in the Government Gazette on 13 
February 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 27 February 2008 under the Local Government 
Act 1995, be and is hereby disallowed. 

STATE SUPERANNUATION AMENDMENT REGULATIONS 2008 — DISALLOWANCE 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 
 That the State Superannuation Amendment Regulations 2008, published in the Government 
Gazette on 18 January 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 27 February 2008 under the State 
Superannuation Act 2000, be and are hereby disallowed. 

ARMADALE KELMSCOTT DISTRICT MEMORIAL HOSPITAL  
AMENDMENT BY-LAWS 2008 — DISALLOWANCE 

Notice of Motion 
Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

 That the Armadale Kelmscott District Memorial Hospital Amendment By-Laws 2008, 
published in the Government Gazette on 12 February 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 27 
February 2008 under the Hospitals and Health Services Act 1927, be and are hereby disallowed. 

BENTLEY HOSPITAL AMENDMENT BY-LAWS 2008 — DISALLOWANCE 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 
 That the Bentley Hospital Amendment By-Laws 2008, published in the Government Gazette 
on 12 February 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 27 February 2008 under the Hospitals and 
Health Services Act 1927, be and are hereby disallowed. 

FREMANTLE HOSPITAL AMENDMENT BY-LAWS 2008 — DISALLOWANCE 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 
 That the Fremantle Hospital Amendment By-Laws 2008, published in the Government Gazette 
on 12 February 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 27 February 2008 under the Hospitals and 
Health Services Act 1927, be and are hereby disallowed. 

METROPOLITAN HEALTH SERVICE BY-LAWS 2008 — DISALLOWANCE 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 
 That the Metropolitan Health Service By-Laws 2008, published in the Government Gazette on 
12 February 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 27 February 2008 under the Hospitals and 
Health Services Act 1927, be and are hereby disallowed. 

PEEL HEALTH SERVICES BY-LAWS 2008 — DISALLOWANCE 
Notice of Motion 

Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 
 That the Peel Health Services By-Laws 2008, published in the Government Gazette on 12 
February 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 27 February 2008 under the Hospitals and 
Health Services Act 1927, be and are hereby disallowed. 
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SWAN DISTRICT HOSPITAL (EVELINE ROAD SITE) AMENDMENT  
BY-LAWS 2008 — DISALLOWANCE 

Notice of Motion 

Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

 That the Swan District Hospital (Eveline Road Site) Amendment By-Laws 2008, published in 
the Government Gazette on 12 February 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 27 February 
2008 under the Hospitals and Health Services Act 1927, be and are hereby disallowed. 

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT AMENDMENT REGULATIONS  
(NO. 2) 2007 — DISALLOWANCE 

Notice of Motion 

Hon Ray Halligan gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move — 

 That the Conservation and Land Management Amendment Regulations (No. 2) 2007, 
published in the Government Gazette on 29 January 2008 and tabled in the Legislative Council on 27 
February 2008 under the Conservation and Land Management Act 1984, be and are hereby disallowed.  

WESTERN POWER DISAGGREGATION — GOVERNMENT COMMITMENTS 
Urgency Motion 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Nick Griffiths): I have received a letter in these terms —  

Dear Mr President 

I hereby give notice that, pursuant to Standing Order 72, I intend to move today: 

“That this House condemns the Carpenter Government for failing to honour its commitments regarding 
the implementation of the break-up of Western Power.” 

Yours sincerely 

Brian Ellis MLC 
Member for Agricultural Region 

The member will require the support of four members in order to move the motion.  

[At least four members rose in their places.] 

HON BRIAN ELLIS (Agricultural) [3.42 pm]: I move the motion. 

Labor’s electricity reform website brags — 

The State Government understands that a safe, reliable, efficient and affordable electricity supply is an 
essential part of life for regional Western Australia. 

It also says — 

Electricity consumers in the regions . . . are set to benefit from better service. 

Then it goes on to say — 

. . . regional consumers will pay no more than the maximum price paid by those in the metropolitan 
area.  

In speaking to this motion, my Liberal colleagues and I intend to show that the Labor government in Western 
Australia has made a mockery of these promises. One of the most onerous cost burdens in regional areas and a 
major impediment to development is headworks charges. Fees are paid in addition to normal connection fees. If 
a business is located more than 25 kilometres from the substation, the fees are horrendous. I understand that 
costs in Denmark range from $14 000 to $585 000. The ABC’s Stateline program reported one regional business 
operator had to pay $34 000 just to have the power connected from across the road. I was amazed at the time to 
hear the Minister for Energy dismiss these costs by saying that country areas would have to accept the new 
charges and that some of the country development was speculative anyway. That is an amazing attitude for a 
minister to have about country development.  

In December last year, The Central Midlands and Coastal Advocate ran a front-page headline that screamed, 
“Power policy disadvantages region’s towns”. The paper warned that — 

Jurien Bay, Dalwallinu and Wongan Hills are virtually in no-man’s land from any integrated grid 
system . . .  
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The cost “effectively disadvantages the town’s opportunities of regional development” and “is a social injustice”.  

The same week the Western Australian Local Government Association told The Geraldton Guardian that rural 
towns had been victimised by Western Power and that the headworks fees should be abolished. 

A spokesman for Northern Country Zone asked — 

“How is it fair when you have a town like Three Springs with a substation on their doorstep, in 
comparison with a town like Mullewa where they are completely in excess of the 25 kilometre mark?  

What did Western Power say in reply? Their spokeswoman reportedly said — 

“Western Power’s role is to facilitate, not subsidise regional development.” 

Given that the Carpenter government is heavily propping up the true electricity costs in the city—until after the 
election—we can only assume that the government has one rule for the country and one rule for the city. Country 
residents are not only hit with huge headworks costs and charges on top of connection fees, but also they are 
penalised by the headworks quoting system. Residents are given a preliminary estimate for the cost of the 
headworks and are required to pay 15 per cent of that amount to obtain a firm quote. The 15 per cent deposit is 
only refundable if the final quote exceeds the estimate by more than 30 per cent. Would home buyers be faced 
with this in the Carpenter metro world instead of the bush? I think not. 

In August last year, the Minister for Energy stated in a press release that, under the distribution headworks 
subsidy scheme, the government would reduce headworks charges for residential and commercial blocks. 
According to the minister’s press release, a new business such as a small supermarket would have its headworks 
charge reduced to $50 000 in Ravensthorpe, reduced to $41 000 in Bremer Bay, and reduced to $44 000 in 
Walpole, and normal connection fees still apply. 

If retired people were thinking of starting a small business in a country town, they would think again before 
committing over $40 000 of their superannuation money to the government just to get the power switched on. 
Under this optimistically titled “subsidy scheme” the headworks charge for a standard residential subdivision in 
the bush will be capped at $11 000 per block, with a subsidy applying above $5 500. If consumers fall below the 
subsidy level and have to fork out $5 500, they can kiss goodbye to part of their first homeowners grant. It would 
be too bad if a young couple in the country were hoping to stay in the district to be closer to the grandparents, or 
future grandparents maybe.  

It gets worse. Consumers need to use the whole of the first homeowners grant of $11 000 if they want to start 
their new life in a residential block in Ravensthorpe; $7 500 in Bremer Bay; and $8 200 in Walpole. In other 
words, the costs are still high. Country people are expected to be grateful because they are not as high as in the 
past.  

Government members sitting opposite might think they have heard all this before, but I can assure them that 
nothing has changed. I wrote to all the shires in the mid-west and wheatbelt this year asking for a list of their 
concerns, and this, according to my notes, is what some of them had to say about headworks costs. “Costs are 
too high and an impediment to development”, was the response from the Shire of Merredin. “Need to reduce 
headworks charges for subdivision development in rural areas”, was the response from the Shire of Yilgarn. 
“Need more light industrial land but hampered by infrastructure costs”, was the response from the Shire of 
Moora. “Headworks charges make it extremely difficult for local government—the only likely land developers 
in the Wheatbelt—to provide sufficient residential land”, was the reply from the Shire of Kulin. “Current 
headwork charges become unaffordable for new land releases and the land is unable to be developed”, was the 
reply from the Shire of Morawa.  

I turn now to some recent examples from Geraldton. I follow issues in Geraldton with great interest, because my 
electorate office is in Geraldton. On 28 March this year, the Geraldton Guardian reported that the power supply 
to Geraldton’s industrial area had been slammed as “third world”. The article goes on to say that the owner of an 
engineering business, Sonic Cut, had said that he had to wait six months for Western Power to upgrade his power 
supply, and during that time he had lost thousands of dollars and a significant number of customers. He said also 
that he had been told by a Western Power spokesperson that he would have to wait for a new feeder to be 
installed by early 2009. A mid-west land developer, Barry Humfrey, told the Geraldton Guardian in March that 
his Jandanol Estate site would have to be closed because of Western Power delays. He said that Western Power 
had also taken months to approve plans to supply energy to his Flour Mill Estate subdivision, and that, because 
of this delay, costs had jumped from around $4 500 a lot to $10 000 a lot. He said that at one stage he had even 
had to take the Flour Mill Estate off the market, because Western Power had left a power pole lying across the 
driveway to the estate and it was blocking the entrance. That certainly does not stack up against the statement on 
the government’s energy reform website that electricity consumers in the regions are set to benefit from better 
service. 
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I turn now to the statement on the government’s energy reform website that the state government understands 
that a safe, reliable, efficient and affordable electricity supply is an essential part of life for regional Western 
Australia. I have already talked about efficiency and affordability. Those members who represent regional areas 
will be very familiar with pole-top fires and blackouts and will be waiting for me to focus on Labor’s promise to 
provide a safe and reliable electricity supply. During 2006, more than 10 000 Western Power customers 
experienced power outages on more than nine occasions each, with 34 rural customers experiencing power 
outages more than 16 times in one year. The situation does not seem to have improved much in 2007. On 3 April 
1997, my colleague Gary Snook, MLA put out a press release headed “Wheatbelt power outages abound”. He 
said in that press release that homes and businesses in the Moora, Dandaragan and Badgingarra areas had 
experienced power outages totalling more than 50 hours in the four months since the end of November. Outages 
of up to 24 hours are not uncommon in this region. They are also not uncommon in areas such as Carnamah, 
Eneabba, Chittering and Bindoon. I would like to point out to the metropolitan members in this chamber that 
people in the bush are not able to pop out to the shops each day for their meat and veg. They often have to drive 
many miles to the nearest town and take home enough food to fill their freezer for many weeks. A power outage 
for 24 hours is a disaster for them, because they lose internet access and access to market and weather forecasts. 
They cannot operate the equipment in their shed. They also lose their air conditioning and have no option but to 
cope with the bush heat, because, unlike people in the metropolitan area , they cannot just pop out to the beach to 
refresh themselves. Even worse than that, at a time when many farmers are struggling to put food on the table, 
they have to find the money to replace a freezer full of food. When Gary Snook raised this matter with Western 
Power, Western Power’s answer was, “They know what it is like. They should go out and buy, or hire, a 
generator”! Imagine what the response would be if that is what Western Power told customers in the city!  

There are numerous headlines and articles about the problems caused by power failures. Two examples are the 
Countryman of 12 March 2007, “Wheatbelt dark over outage”, and The West Australian of 5 March 2007, 
“Blackouts roll on as coffers spill over”. Everyone is waiting for the drought to break. Let us hope it is a heavy 
rain and not just a light shower. In December last year, light rain caused nine pole-top fires in the Perenjori-
Morawa district. Earlier that month, the Countryman reported that pole-top fires had blacked out thousands of 
wheatbelt homes during the week, with almost 30 000 residents being affected over one weekend, and a further 
800 homes being affected earlier in the week. Some homes were without power for up to 24 hours. In April 
2007, the Countryman reported that 21 pole-top fires over Easter had left Wyalkatchem, York, Tammin, 
Meckering and Wongan Hills without electricity. Some homes were without power for over 36 hours.  

It was no surprise to find a headline in The West Australian in January this year stating “Break up of Western 
Power has failed to deliver on promises”. I believe the Carpenter Labor government is doing its best under its so-
called one vote, one value plan to sacrifice the country to prop up its city voter base. This government has been 
subsidising the true cost of energy in the city by propping up Verve—the power generation entity that it created 
under its energy reform package—while at the same time expecting electricity users in the bush to pay their own 
way. What about the promises that the government has made on its energy reform website? So far, the Carpenter 
Labor government has kept its energy reform commitment that people in the bush will not pay more for their 
power usage than the maximum paid by their counterparts in the city. However, this maximum is anticipated to 
rise by 40 per cent after the election. I submit that this is neither fair nor equitable. When the government states 
on its website that regional consumers will pay no more than the maximum price paid by those in the 
metropolitan area, I believe it is telling only half the story—and the other half certainly does not have a happy 
ending. 

HON BARRY HOUSE (South West) [3.57 pm]: I applaud Hon Brian Ellis for bringing this motion to the 
attention of the house. When we are dealing with a motion such as this, it is always illustrative to look at a case 
study of a particular area. Hon Brian Ellis ranged over a broad area and referred to many individual shires that 
have been adversely affected by power outages. In the past couple of years I have started to take a particular 
interest in this matter in the area in which I am based—Augusta-Margaret River. The record in this matter and 
the data that backs that up is alarming to say the least. It also reflects very poorly on this government’s delivery 
of power services to that area. In a nutshell, the power supply in the Augusta-Margaret River area is totally 
unreliable. This is a very important issue, because the ongoing success of the hospitality industry and the growth 
of this region are reliant upon the provision of efficient and reliable energy infrastructure. This has been an 
important issue in this region for some time. The issue peaked in 2006 when several businesses were affected by 
a string of blackouts during peak periods. In one stretch, 58 power interruptions were recorded. Over the past 
four or five years, I have asked a number of questions in this house about this matter. I have a copy of many of 
those questions. From the answers to my questions I have established a pattern of poor delivery, mismanagement 
and inefficiency. As I have said, this matter came to a head in 2006, when people were contacting my electorate 
office on a consistent basis about blackouts that were affecting their businesses. This particularly became an 
issue on the long weekend in June when there was a blackout on a Saturday evening from about six o’clock until 
after seven o’clock. In that major long weekend period, the whole town of Margaret River was blacked out. 
Restaurants lost all their business and lost a large degree of their food supplies, customers walked out and the 
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costs were very serious. A lot of money and reputations were lost in an area that is a major tourist destination. 
Therefore, business owners were understandably pretty furious about that particular instance and coming on top 
of an established pattern it did not bode well.  

As I have mentioned, in answer to a question I asked in Parliament on 13 June 2006, it was established that there 
were 58 sustained outages affecting the customers of Cowaramup and Margaret River during the previous 
12 months. On average, each outage lasted approximately 50 minutes and affected approximately 700 customers. 
As part of the answer to that question, I got a rundown of the fault cause and the exact timing of those outages. 
Reading through that list it is significant to note that a lot of them relate to trees in the main. There was one 
unknown cause, windborne debris, windborne vegetation, fallen trees, one planned disconnect, several unknowns 
and extreme nature conditions. Equipment failure crops up frequently, and so on. Lightning, planned outages and 
birds appear occasionally on this list of causes and pole-top fire conditions also appear. The list has lots of 
equipment failures and transmission generation failures. Although no one reason was responsible for those 
outages, a number of them can be attributed directly to the supplier of the power. Thirty-nine of those blackouts 
were as a result of something other than the impact of the natural environment. In response the government—I 
put out media releases and the whole bit about this—provided an assurance that network upgrades would address 
the quality of the power supply. 

In 2007 the saga went on. Further questions were asked in September 2007 and it was established that there were 
64 unplanned and 34 planned power interruptions in the localities of Cowaramup and Margaret River that 
included Augusta, Beenup, Vasse and Wonnerup. The number of people affected by each interruption, including 
planned and unplanned interruptions, ranged from one to 1 800 out of a total of 3 600 customers in the two 
localities. There were 18 equipment failures and 10 unknown interruptions. Although the government figures 
estimated that the number of customers who experienced disruptions was down slightly from 2006, with 3.34 
interruptions based on the system average interruption frequency index in 2007 compared with 4.48 interruptions 
in 2006, it is significant that the number of equipment failures had actually increased. It is still far too high either 
way. 

I also asked questions about another small community, East Augusta, and this revealed that there were 18 
sustained—that is, longer than one hour—interruptions over the 12-month period to March 2008. Nine of those 
interruptions were due to equipment failures or unknown causes. That is an extremely significant concern for a 
small community such as East Augusta, which does not have ready access to any other options. The whole issue 
of power supply in the country is vitally important. It is a most important service that should be provided by the 
government because the organisations that provide power are government owned and the government simply 
does not seem to be responding in a very efficient or effective manner.  

Of course, lots of other matters are associated with energy supply. One matter is the reliability of supply and I 
have touched on a couple of anecdotal situations, which will explain some of the background. The reliability of 
supply to a town such as Margaret River is in itself extremely suspect because I am reliably told that the entire 
Margaret River townsite is dependent on one underground cable that goes underneath the Margaret River. That 
cable is quite susceptible to problems, such as a white ant attack or interruption by a contractor or something. If a 
problem affected that cable, the whole townsite of Margaret River would be put out of action for two to three 
days at least. I know that the response we get to an issue like that is that it will be sorted out when the upgrade on 
the line from Vasse through to the new substation in Margaret River townsite is completed, and that may well be 
true. However, that upgrade is still some time away. Many people are very nervous about the cable’s 
susceptibility. Headworks costs have been mentioned and I am sure all members of this place who consult with 
organisations and individuals in their constituencies will have many stories to tell about the delays in connection 
times and the costs that are quoted by Western Power, which amount to, in many people’s eyes, extortion. I think 
I have previously mentioned in this place some of the issues associated with underground power and the quotes 
given to individuals for underground power as opposed to overhead power. Of course, there are other issues that 
we all know about, such as the sensitivity and the disruption to people’s lives that sometimes happen with the 
routes that major transmission lines take. In my electorate, two of those routes have caused some disruption, for 
example, between Picton and Busselton and the most recent route from Kojonup to Albany and to Ravensthorpe. 

HON PAUL LLEWELLYN (South West) [4.07 pm]: I rise to speak to this motion about the condition of the 
power services in Western Australia. I need to make a number of observations about the commitment under 
Western Australia’s disaggregation and modernisation of its power arrangements to provide safe, reliable, 
efficient and affordable power to regional consumers as well as to urban consumers and the commitment, in fact, 
to have some uniform tariff between city and country people. That, in itself, is not a bad principle if we were to 
believe that there should be a cross-subsidy across all consumers in the network and, effectively, that is the way 
we have run the business.  

The facts are that it actually costs a great deal more to deliver power to the far-flung corners of regional Western 
Australia and we have not dealt adequately with the way in which we deliver those power services to our 
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regional areas. I want to make a number of points, one of which is that there are three components to our 
electricity power prices. However, first of all let us observe that the unit price of electricity, which is one of the 
components of our power bills, has not risen since 1992. In 1992 the electricity unit price was about 12.65 cents 
a unit and in 2008 it is 12.75 cents a unit or thereabouts. That is a real drop in the price of electricity to all 
consumers but particularly to consumers in regional areas because, obviously, as the price of delivering their 
service has increased, their prices have stayed the same. Therefore, I want to make the observation that right 
across the board we have ignored the real cost rises and have not increased electricity prices. 

It is worth noting that the real price of electricity is embedded in three sections. The first section is the fixed cost 
of the service; that is, the fixed charge that consumers pay on their bill each month. The second section is the 
unit price of electricity. The third section is the total cost of consumption; that is, how many units that are used 
multiplied by the unit price. Consumers have an opportunity to reduce their electricity bill if they are more 
efficient with their use of power consumption. However, there is no opportunity to reduce the fixed cost and the 
unit price of electricity, because these charges are government driven and are fixed by government.  

I make that observation because we need to move towards a better delivery system for electrical services in 
Western Australia. The networks are distributed to such an extent that the further away that consumers are 
located from the central power station, the more tenuous is the delivery and cost of their service. It results in 
instability at each end of the grid, and power supply is also impacted upon by overloading and the power being 
out of phase along the three lines of power delivery. The number of falling trees, pole fires and dust problems 
increase exponentially the further customers live away from the power station source. Therefore, it is a great deal 
more expensive to deliver an electricity service to areas great distances from the power station.  

Members must realise that people have become dependent on a reliable and high-quality power supply to operate 
their computers to access internet banking and sophisticated financial services. How do we achieve the delivery 
of high-quality power to meet these needs? How do we resolve the problem that the further away from the power 
supply that consumers live, the more expensive the power becomes? To achieve that end we must re-localise 
power generation by putting generation assets into the grid where the consumers are located; in other words, the 
distance between the service and the power generation unit must be reduced. That would result in a decrease in 
the number of faults, because it becomes a smaller, localised grid and the network becomes less isolated. This is 
where renewable energy and decentralised power generation has a major role to play in resolving the issue of 
power reliability. In addition, the regional transmission and distribution services must be upgraded by allowing 
the facilities to become the power generators and that can be achieved by using solar, wind, hydro, biomass, hot 
rocks or whatever other technology. This would push the power currently generated towards the centre, which in 
this case is Perth, where the power is mostly needed.  

The Greens (WA) believe that the power supply and quality issues would be resolved if, instead of the current 
system in which power is pumped by, effectively, a one-way road system, we had a modern decentralised power 
system that operated along the line of a two-way system; this would turn power generation on its head by co-
locating generation and sophisticated electronic control at the edge of the grid. We would then need to embark 
upon a massive program to increase energy efficiency at the end of the grid, so that the load can be taken off the 
grid at the point at which it is weakest, and match the power generation that is being distributed, which is 
generally more expensive, with a more efficient load service and more efficient consumers—end of story! This is 
doable. It is something that can be done with $3 billion or $4 billion worth of investment. However, if we 
proceed as we are currently, we will continue to have the debate on this state’s electrical system failing Western 
Australians.  

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan) [4.14 pm]: This government brought a bill into this house in 
2003 to cause a disaggregation of Western Power, as it was then, and to create separate and distinct organisations 
to run the generation, distribution and supply of electricity in Western Australia. That bill failed, and in 2005 the 
government brought in another bill, the Electricity Corporations Bill, and subsidiary legislation to again attempt 
to disaggregate electricity supply in Western Australia, in particular in the south west interconnected grid. One 
of the promises that the government made at the time to the opposition was that if it agreed to this proposal, the 
government would guarantee that it would provide a safe, reliable and efficient system of generation, distribution 
and retailing of electricity, not only in the south west interconnected area, but also by way of a fourth entity in 
the country areas of Western Australia.  

Members know that originally Western Power comprised three areas—generation, networks and retail. There is 
no doubt that because of the inefficient way in which Western Power had been run for a considerable number of 
years, and given the fact that there has never been adequate competition in the generation and supply of 
electricity, Western Power was able to significantly cross-subsidise its various enterprises within the overall 
Western Power organisation. We were advised that that cross-subsidisation would clearly stop once the 
disaggregation occurred; that is, each separate entity would stand on its own two feet, so to speak, and would be 
responsible for its area of responsibility. We ended up with Western Power, which handles the network system; 
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Verve, which is the generating arm of the system; Synergy, which is the retail side of the south west 
interconnected grid area; and the country entity that trades under the name Horizon. That has occurred, and 
obviously the opposition, in return for its support for the legislation, expected that Western Australia would have 
a safe, reliable and efficient electricity system.  

If we look at the current situation with networks, for example, and ask the question, “Do we have a safe 
distribution of electricity?”—I will concentrate on the south west interconnected grid area for the time being—
the answer is, “No, we do not have a safe system.” A considerable number of pole fires are reported from time to 
time. Since disaggregation, there has been the destruction of property and loss of life that can be directly related 
to a failing network system. In respect to Verve, the generation side, we know that in the past couple of months 
the government has guaranteed to pump in another $780 million over the next three years or so just to keep that 
organisation afloat. We also know that Verve is borrowing $1 million a week to keep it out of bankruptcy.  

I ask the question: what has the government done in respect of its promise for a safe, reliable and efficient 
system? I presume that the Leader of the House, as the minister handling this matter, will stand up and tell the 
house that the government has committed about $3.5 billion for future upgrading of the network.  

Hon Paul Llewellyn: That is mostly in the city.  

Hon GEORGE CASH: Yes, it is mostly in the city.  

We have heard that story before, and nobody has knocked the fact that that expenditure is being made. Members 
will recall that when this house debated the 2005 bill, and the Leader of the House was the minister in charge of 
the bill, I raised on a number of occasions that the network was severely under-resourced and had not had much 
money spent on it over a long time. It was longer than the period the Australian Labor Party has been in 
government; it did not all happen overnight. This government and previous governments have been bleeding the 
old Western Power over a period of years. In fact, $1.25 billion was bled off Western Power over a period of 
time, instead of doing what the directors had recommended on an annual basis; that is, that more money be 
pumped into the system. It did not happen, and when this government came to power it continued that practice 
and failed to read the writing on the wall about the way the electricity system—in particular in the south west 
grid—was going downhill fast.  

I used the words “writing on the wall”. I say that it was not a case of reading the writing on the wall, which was 
not difficult, because the then Minister for Energy, Alan Carpenter, some years ago was provided with written 
advice from Western Power that indicated that unless action was taken to support the price level of electricity 
Verve would find itself in financial difficulties soon after disaggregation took place. We are advised that in fact 
the then Minister for Energy wrote back to Western Power and asked it to reconsider its figures and advice and 
come back with more palatable advice. I do not know whether the directors did or did not rewrite their advice, 
but I do know that the directors were right. Taxpayers will now have to put up the $780 million—it will be in 
this year’s budget—which will probably turn out to be in excess of $1 billion, to keep Verve Energy alive; that 
is, out of bankruptcy. 

I ask the Leader of the House not to tell us what he is thinking of doing; tell us what he has done. Tell us where 
the state government has gone wrong in the past three years that has caused Western Australia’s electricity 
system to not be a safe, reliable and efficient system. Tell us why the state government did not understand, at the 
time of disaggregation, that there would need to be massive increases in the cost of power; namely, 72 per cent 
for residential power, and up to 118 per cent for some business tariffs, to try to rectify the situation. 

I have talked at a very broad level. On a very local level—and Hon Paul Llewellyn is a member of the South 
Coast Power Working Group—only a few days ago, on Anzac Day, Denmark was hit by blackouts again — 

Hon Paul Llewellyn: Two days in a row. 

Hon GEORGE CASH: Yes. On two days in a row thousands of Denmark and Walpole homes were out of 
electricity. On Anzac Day 3 000 homes were affected, all because Western Australia has a network that is failing 
and continuing to fail. Earlier in April an article in a local paper reported that a motorist driving down 
Greenmount Hill at night described it as an “eerie experience” because half the streetlights were not working. 
Western Power then stated that it had actually stopped its streetlight patrols and now relied on the community to 
report streetlights that were no longer working.  

In Northam the other day a business owner reported that in June last year he had paid Western Power $23 763 
for a power upgrade, including the installation of a three-phase supply; almost 12 months later he is still waiting 
for a connection. Excuses, excuses, excuses are not acceptable; Western Australia is looking for action and this 
government has failed badly.  

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural — Leader of the House) [4.24 pm]: The wording of the motion states 
that — 
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This House condemns the Carpenter Government for failing to honour its commitments regarding the 
implementation of the break-up of Western Power. 

I thank Hon George Cash for addressing some elements of that motion. 

Other speakers raised other matters concerning the power supply in Western Australia; and there is nothing 
wrong with that, of course. However, had those matters been raised in the wording of the motion, I would have 
prepared some information for members. The issues around headworks and outages have been dealt with on a 
number of occasions in this house, but I regret that I have not been supplied with information to directly address 
those issues because neither headworks nor outages are, in any sense, connected with the break-up of Western 
Power, although they do have something to do, obviously, with power supply. To the extent that the issue of 
headworks in regional areas was raised, I have done a lot of work with the three development commissions—
most particularly the Great Southern Development Commission—on the effect of the new headworks procedures 
in regional areas.  

Hon Brian Ellis acknowledged that as a result of those changes power costs are lower than in the past, so the 
situation has advanced. Essentially, the changes have enabled the new headworks protocols to come into place. 
Previously, if there was surplus capacity in the power system available in a regional town, then a person could 
effectively connect in and use that surplus capacity at a relatively low cost. The problem was that when the 
town’s growth had exceeded the capacity of the infrastructure supply into that town, then the next party who 
wished to connect—be it a service station, a house or a housing development—had to pay the whole cost of the 
next standard stage of upgrade. If the connection required a new transformer, then the next person—although 
only wanting one-fiftieth of the output of that transformer—had to pay the whole cost of that transformer. The 
new system allows a levelling out of that cost; a cost-sharing arrangement.  

I thank Hon Brian Ellis for also mentioning the headworks subsidy scheme. Analysis was principally carried out 
by the Great Southern Development Commission in some towns where this issue was at its most acute. Although 
Ravensthorpe is not strictly within the boundaries of the Great Southern Development Commission, it did do 
quite a lot of work in Ravensthorpe because it was an area where this issue became most pointed. The outcome 
of the new regime seems to be pretty much cost neutral, but costs are better spread across consumers. However, I 
concede that when considering a town like Ravensthorpe, the logistics of supplying power are immense, which 
brings me to the issues raised by Hon Paul Llewellyn. Whilst it is fair to say that the issues raised were not 
classically within the issue of the break-up of Western Power, I think Hon Paul Llewellyn was arguing that if it 
was not, it should have been. I am inclined to agree with him. 

Hon Paul Llewellyn interjected.  

Hon KIM CHANCE: I am as enthusiastic as Hon Paul Llewellyn is about the concept of regional power 
generation.  

However, the great weakness of regional power schemes—and particularly the south west interconnected 
system—is, as a number of speakers have quite correctly said, poorer quality and less reliable power than people 
now need because of their greater reliance on that system. The system is barely able—and in many cases 
unable—to provide power in the quantity and quality that is required. 

Some dynamics of the system—and I am speaking from recall, so please do not hold me to it—but my 
understanding is that the south west interconnected system contains some 70 000 kilometres of open aerial wire. 
Hon George Cash was quite right when he said that our ambition was to create a safe and reliable system. That is 
what we said we wanted to do. One cannot wave a magic wand over 70 000 kilometres of open aerial wire and 
immediately convert that to a safe system. I thank Hon George Cash for making the point that the rundown of 
capital expenditure on our power system took place over some years. I thank him for acknowledging that, 
because that is the truth. There has been an immense increase in that spending in recent years. I know from the 
area with which I am most closely associated—the eastern and north eastern wheatbelt—just how much things 
have improved, particularly as a result of the Minnivale feeder. The Minnivale feeder covers an area in which 
there have been Western Power failures, and the member for Avon has quite properly made major mileage from 
those failures.  

Those issues have largely been corrected. The expenditure, of course, is well known, so much so that all the 
assets that have been put in place are now creating a problem because people do not like them running over their 
paddocks. It is a very hard game to win! This is where Hon Paul Llewellyn is right. We have created an 
imbalance in the way we deliver power. I have been told that the power loss between Muja and Kalbarri in terms 
of transmission losses is in the order of 25 per cent, which is enormous. Our average losses—again, do not hold 
me to ransom if I am wrong about this—are in the order of 11 per cent. On this point, Hon Paul Llewellyn would 
have greater knowledge than I would.  

Hon George Cash interjected. 
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Hon KIM CHANCE: Yes, I refer to transportation losses.  

All of that points to the kinds of things to which Hon Paul Llewellyn has been pointing. As a state we are making 
a degree of progress. We do have power generation in Albany. Yes, it is small, but we have to start somewhere. 
We have wind power generation in Esperance and at Emu Downs and near Geraldton. Hopefully, we will soon 
have a biomass generator in Manjimup, although I note that that project does not have everyone’s support. We 
are making ground on that issue. We face an issue. Nobody can wave a magic wand over a system that was built 
for a purpose—and that fits that purpose. I am not being critical of those who constructed our power distribution 
system. We are now demanding far more from that system, and the situation in regional areas is no different 
from the one in urban areas. I am sure that Hon Donna Faragher could tell members how many outages there 
have been in her area. As a resident in her electorate I, too, have counted them. I regret that those outages will 
probably continue for some time. In the remote areas in which wires are strung for thousands upon thousands of 
kilometres, it is inevitable that outages will continue. The question we must address is: what can we do to reduce 
those outages? In all fairness it must be conceded that the capital expenditure to which Hon George Cash 
referred has been massively ramped up over recent years with considerable effect. That is the only way we can 
tackle the issues that confront us.  

I believe that the government is meeting the commitments it made when it disaggregated Western Power. We 
committed to freeze electricity prices for residential and small business customers until June 2009, and we will 
honour that commitment as residential and small business customers will not face an increase in the next 
financial year. We will continue to honour that commitment despite very substantial cost increases.  

HON WENDY DUNCAN (Agricultural) [4.35 pm]: I also support this motion. The house will recall that the 
Nationals were the only political party to oppose the break-up of Western Power in 2005. In the main we 
opposed the break-up because we were seeking an assurance from the government that it would continue to 
provide funding to address the worst electricity infrastructure issues in the country and that at least 50 per cent of 
network expenditure would be directed to the south west interconnected system to make good the neglect of that 
system, which occurred over many years. Both major political parties supported the concept of a price cap, 
which I believe placed the process under unreasonable strain. The Leader of the House mentioned Ravensthorpe. 
The issue with Ravensthorpe is that the developments in that town were not speculative and unexpected, yet the 
community has been totally hogtied by the fact that it cannot obtain good quality electricity at a reasonable price. 
In an attempt to meet the needs of the thriving Ravensthorpe community, the local IGA sought to upgrade the 
power supply to its 100-year-old building. In doing so it was confronted with a $380 000 bill. Indeed, the new 
pharmacy and cafe in Ravensthorpe had to pay $20 000 before they could open their doors. The issue is that 
often the first developer in a new area bears the costs from which future users benefit. That is unreasonable. 
When I was in Dongara last week, I met with a developer who told me that he has paid for absolutely all the 
design and installation costs in order to get power to his development. Bolting the power cables onto the pole is 
all that remains to be done. He has been waiting for that to happen since last September. It is not a good enough 
service when one considers that regional power consumers have to pay so much.  

I live 20 kilometres out of Esperance. It is a delightful place to live. Esperance has a new power station. We 
bought a generator. At night we do not bother to set our clocks because we know that they will not show the 
correct time the next morning. That is not because of our whiz-bang, state-of-the-art power station, which the 
Leader of the House mentioned, which is a combination of renewable and gas energy; rather, it is because the 
infrastructure that delivers power into the regions sorely needs an upgrade.  

Another issue that was referred to is what some would call the price gouging of the regions. Some of the charges 
faced by regional consumers are unreasonable. Indeed, Western Power charges those who seek quotes for 
connection to the network an upfront 10 per cent fee—a fee that they may not get back if they decide not to 
proceed.  

I support the motion. I believe that greater attention must be given to the delivery of power in the regions of 
Western Australia. A lot of the development in the regions has been predictable, not speculative. That 
development underpins the wealth and prosperity of this state. It is incumbent on the government and its 
agencies to ensure that the necessary infrastructure is put in place in a timely manner.  

HON RAY HALLIGAN (North Metropolitan) [4.39 pm]: I support the motion moved by Hon Brian Ellis. 
Electricity is a major service to any state, and probably more particularly Western Australia and its regional 
areas. I found it interesting that the Leader of the House, in concluding his contribution, spoke about having 
made a commitment not to increase prices, and said that the government would honour that commitment. That is 
a simple thing to do even when an entity is running at a loss. Debt and losses are accumulated, and that is exactly 
what has been happening in this case, but eventually somebody has to pay. It is no good the government patting 
itself on the back and saying that it did not increase prices, because someone is going to pay, whether it be 
individual consumers or all taxpayers of Western Australia collectively.  

Hon Kim Chance: I won’t take up your time, but I ran out of time before I had a chance to say that. 
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Hon RAY HALLIGAN: I thank the Leader of the House for mentioning that. I am sure he would have gone 
down that path and explained it. It is not an election issue, and neither should it be. Electricity supply is an 
essential service that needs to be provided with continuity and consistency. We have heard about outages, which 
can occur for a variety of reasons—some due to the mismanagement of the institution supplying the electricity 
and others outside of its control. We are more concerned about things that are under the control of the different 
entities created by the government. Probably more important from my point of view is the question of whether 
the government is managing. It has created the separate legal entities that have the responsibility to undertake 
these services. 

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 

ALUMINA REFINERY (WAGERUP) AGREEMENT AND ACTS AMENDMENT ACT 1978 
VARIATION AGREEMENT — DISALLOWANCE 

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

HON PAUL LLEWELLYN (South West) [4.42 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That so much of standing orders be suspended as would enable motion 79, “Alumina Refinery 
(Wagerup) Agreement and Acts Amendment Act 1978 Variation Agreement — Disallowance”, to be 
debated until 6.00 pm at today’s sitting, and that the question be put and determined at that time, if not 
sooner. 

This disallowance motion relates to a variation agreement dated 25 February 2008, tabled in the Parliament on 
11 March 2008. The agreement is signed by the Premier, Hon Alan Carpenter, and Alcoa Australia. The Greens 
(WA) want to have this motion debated outside the normal procedures for debating disallowable instruments 
because we believe that it is important that this matter at least be given some parliamentary scrutiny. At least the 
issues should be debated and brought into the open. The practical effect of the change to the state agreement act 
is that, if it is not debated, the changes will take effect at 10.00 pm tonight. We believe that it is important that 
the issues at least be heard, because they have not been heard elsewhere. 

Point of Order 

Hon NORMAN MOORE: I do not have a copy of the motion, but I presume that question time will still occupy 
half an hour of the period outlined in the motion. 

The PRESIDENT: If this motion continues to be debated, the debate will be interrupted at 5.00 pm for the 
purpose of taking questions without notice. 

Debate Resumed 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the Opposition) [4.45 pm]: The opposition 
will support the motion to suspend standing orders to allow this matter to be debated. I am just a little concerned 
that 45 minutes might be a bit short a time to consider the matter. I do not propose to move an amendment, but I 
simply say that the Greens are being too generous in offering time to the government.  

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural — Leader of the House) [4.46 pm]: I understand why Hon Paul 
Llewellyn is moving for the suspension of standing orders, and I also understand why the suspension motion 
contains a guillotine. I am interested to note the Greens’ support of a guillotine motion. I have discussed the 
matter with Hon Paul Llewellyn. Since the government does not intend to support the disallowance motion, the 
debate of which would be facilitated by this motion to suspend standing orders, it will not support the motion to 
suspend standing orders or the guillotine inherent in that motion. 

Point of Order 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: I refer to the comments made by the Leader of the Opposition, and seek a clarification 
from the Chair. I do not want to cause trouble, but I want it made very clear. I am reading a motion that states 
that we are seeking to suspend standing orders to allow debate on this motion until 6.00 pm this evening. I would 
have thought that if we were to suspend standing orders, we would suspend all standing orders, which would 
include the standing orders about question time.  

The PRESIDENT: I note Hon Ken Travers’ point. Unless he is arguing to get rid of question time, which I do 
not think he is, perhaps he should just accept the ruling I have given. That is how I read the motion. If we 
continue to debate this motion, we still adjourn debate on the motion at 5.00 pm for the purpose of taking 
questions without notice.  

Debate Resumed 

Question put and a division taken with the following result — 
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Ayes (15) 

Hon George Cash Hon Donna Faragher Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Barbara Scott 
Hon Peter Collier Hon Ray Halligan Hon Norman Moore Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Wendy Duncan Hon Barry House Hon Helen Morton Hon Bruce Donaldson (Teller) 
Hon Brian Ellis Hon Paul Llewellyn Hon Simon O’Brien  

Noes (11) 

Hon Vincent Catania Hon Sue Ellery Hon Graham Giffard Hon Sally Talbot 
Hon Kim Chance Hon Adele Farina Hon Batong Pham Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 
Hon Kate Doust Hon Jon Ford Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich  

            

Pairs 

 Hon Nigel Hallett Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm 
 Hon Ken Baston Hon Ken Travers 
 Hon Anthony Fels Hon Sheila Mills 

Absolute majority not achieved; question thus negatived.  

HUMAN REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY AMENDMENT BILL 2007 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 10 April. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [4.52 pm]: I want to make a few comments about the Human 
Reproductive Technology Amendment Bill 2007. The bill, as members are aware, amends the Human 
Reproductive Technology Act 1991 to maintain consistency with changes to the federal legislation in 2006. The 
federal Parliament voted in 2002 to ban human cloning and allow only embryos that are excess to in-vitro 
fertilisation procedures to be used for stem cell research. The Prohibition of Human Cloning for Reproduction 
and the Regulation of Human Embryo Research Amendment Bill 2006 was a private member’s bill introduced 
by Liberal Party Senator Kay Patterson. The bill passed through the Senate with a narrow majority of 34 to 32. It 
is interesting to note that quite a few senators abstained from the vote, or were not present in the chamber when 
the vote was taken. The commonwealth act gave legislative effect to the recommendations of the Lockhart 
review, which in early 2006 found that the law should be changed to allow therapeutic cloning for stem cell 
research. The commonwealth act developed nationally consistent legislation to regulate human embryo research 
and to ban human cloning. The Minister for Child Protection has informed us during the second reading debate 
that similar legislation to that with which we are dealing has already been passed in Victoria and New South 
Wales.  

I refer briefly to debate on the commonwealth bill in the Senate. A useful article dealing with the passage of the 
bill through the Senate appeared in The Age on 8 November 2006. The article states — 

AUSTRALIAN scientists are set to create cloned embryos for stem cell research after the Senate last 
night passed a bill legalising the controversial practice.  

Defying predictions of a clear majority, the bill scraped through by just 34 votes to 32, with several 
senators absent for the historic conscience vote.  

The narrow win came after substantial amendments were made to Liberal senator Kay Patterson’s bill 
to legalise therapeutic cloning.  

The changes included a ban on the use of animal eggs to create human-animal hybrids and an increase 
in jail terms for illegal practices such as implanting a cloned embryo in a woman.  

The legislation still has to be passed by the House of Representatives to become law, but the margin in 
favour there is expected to be wider.  

Therapeutic cloning advocates last night hailed the victory as a victory for science and hope, while 
opponents warned it was the first step towards a brave new world in which life is created for functional 
purposes and then destroyed.  

Senator Patterson said last night that the vote was a tribute to people with debilitating diseases who had 
fought for the research that could produce treatments, not for them, but for future generations.  

Democrats senator Natasha Stott Despoja, who had earlier proposed her own private member’s bill 
together with Labor senator Ruth Webber, also hailed the vote. “(Therapeutic cloning) provides an 
important tool for our scientists in researching possible cures for some seemingly intractable 
conditions.”  
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But Liberal Gary Humphries, who chaired a parliamentary inquiry into the bill, said the Senate had 
accepted the principle that “one human being . . . (could) be used and destroyed for the therapeutic 
benefit of another”.  

The Nationals’ Ron Boswell, whose wife Leita and grandchildren Tom and Sophie watched the vote 
from the gallery, said the Senate had given “sanction to distinguishing between two kinds of embryo — 
one born to live, the other created to die”.  

Senators on both sides of the debate had been unsure of whether the bill would be passed. A definitive 
call on numbers was made difficult by the absence of several senators on leave and the failure of 11 to 
turn up for the first important vote on the bill.  

And some — including Greens leader Bob Brown and Labor’s Nick Sherry — were still undecided 
hours before voting in favour.  

Senator Brown said there was “a huge responsibility to keep a very close watch on what happens with 
stem cell research and make sure it stays within the bounds and spirit of the legislation”.  

Senator Sherry said he voted in favour “without a great deal of confidence and with a great deal of 
worry”.  

Family First’s Steve Fielding said the narrow win reflected community uncertainty about therapeutic 
cloning and urged the lower house to take note of that and vote against the bill. 

I read the article because it seems to me that the debate in the Senate was a very close and well-argued debate. I 
have read the Hansard of the debate extensively. As we are dealing with state legislation that mirrors the 
legislation that has passed through federal Parliament, I have largely leant on that information to form my own 
opinion. The debate is, of course, not without controversy. My colleague in New South Wales Lee Rhiannon 
made a particular comment about Catholic intervention in this debate. She states in a blog that appears on her 
website — 

Cardinal George Pell was not the only leading Australian Catholic who threatened “consequences” for 
Catholic MPs who voted for stem cell legislation. Perth Archbishop Barry Hickey went further than 
Cardinal Pell. He not only asserted that Catholic politicians supporting stem cell research should be 
excluded from holy communion — he added the threat of excommunication. 

. . .  

In NSW we saw a number of MPs on both sides of the debate strongly disagree with Cardinal Pell’s 
attempts to boost the number of No votes by speaking of “consequences” for any Catholic MP who 
backed the stem cell legislation. 

One’s opinion about this bill depends on one’s views about when life begins. I understand that the vote on this 
bill is a conscience vote. I would like to draw on the arguments made during the debate in the Senate by my 
colleague Senator Kerry Nettle. On 6 November 2006, she stated — 

I do not share the view of many who oppose this legislation that every egg, every sperm and every 
embryo is a human being. I think that everyone who is involved in this debate, as well as the legislation 
and the Lockhart review, recognises that human embryos have special status. Indeed, the whole basis 
behind this legislation is that it sets up a special regulatory regime which has a ban on using egg-sperm 
embryos for research. It has limits on how long research on embryos can proceed for. It has got bans on 
the implantation of research embryos into women and it has a continued prohibition on therapeutic 
cloning. All of those are measures that recognise that human embryos have a form of special status.  

Central to the view of people who support the legislation is that embryonic stem cell research has the potential to 
offer possibilities for treatment of diseases that are currently incurable. The need to provide the best outcome for 
the sick and the vulnerable and the wishes of individuals — 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 2337.] 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND TRAINING — BRIAN BURKE 

376. Hon NORMAN MOORE to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 
(1) Did the minister fully disclose to the Western Australian Electoral Commission the financial and other 

assistance he received for the 2005 election campaign through activities involving Mr Brian Burke? 

(2) Does the minister have an explanation for using his wife’s email address to communicate with 
Mr Burke, other than his desire to conceal his involvement with Mr Burke? 



2328 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 6 May 2008] 

 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. On behalf of the Minister for Education and Training I 
provide the following response. 

(1)-(2) These questions do not relate to the minister’s portfolio responsibilities. 
Hon Norman Moore: That is one way of saying “I’m not going to tell you!” 

SUNDAY TIMES — POLICE RAID 

377. Hon NORMAN MOORE to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 
I refer the Premier to the police raid on the Sunday Times offices on 30 April 2008. 

(1) Will the Premier table copies of the initial complaints made to the police and the Corruption and Crime 
Commission by the Department of the Premier and Cabinet in February; and, if not, why not? 

(2) Will the Premier table any subsequent correspondence between the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet and those organisations concerning the same matter? 

(3) How many other complaints concerning unauthorised public sector disclosures has the Department of 
the Premier and Cabinet made to the police or the CCC during the current financial year? 

(4) Why did Mr Wauchope make the complaint rather than a Treasury official, since the matter concerns 
Treasury documents? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 
I thank the honourable Leader of the Opposition for providing some notice of the question. 

(1)-(3) Any matter dealing with possible misconduct is kept confidential so as not to undermine any 
investigation into the matter; and I am sure the honourable member would not want to do that. 

(4) Section 28 of the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003 requires the principal officer of a 
notifying authority to notify the Corruption and Crime Commission of a matter that may concern 
misconduct as soon as reasonably practicable. Section 3.4 of the public sector disciplinary procedures 
guide recommends that all agencies refer alleged criminal acts to police. Consequently, the Director 
General of the Department of the Premier and Cabinet notified the relevant authorities as soon as he 
became aware of the matter. 

VERVE ENERGY — SOLVENCY 

378. on SIMON O’BRIEN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Energy: 
I gave notice of this two-part question on 10 April 2008. 
(1) Is Verve Energy insolvent? 
(2) If so, are the directors of Verve allowing the company to trade whilst insolvent?  

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 
I thank Hon Simon O’Brien for providing advance notice of this question. 

(1) No. 

(2) The directors have been and are continuing to carry out their duties according to the Electricity 
Corporations Act 2005, including sections 61, 118 and 119.  

CHILDREN — SEXUALLY TRANSMITTED INFECTIONS 

379. Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for 
Health: 

I refer to children aged 14 and under with sexually transmitted infections and ask — 

(1) How many children aged 14 and under have presented with sexually transmitted diseases since 
1 January 2008? 

(2) Will the minister give a breakdown of how old the children were and what the infections were? 

(3) Will the minister also give a breakdown of the regions the infections came from? 

(4) How many are Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal? 

(5) How many are girls and how many are boys?  
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Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. There is a note attached to the answer indicating 
that all data is preliminary and subject to review.  

(1) During the period 1 January 2008 to 6 May 2008, there were 66 children—nine with dual infections—
notified with sexually transmitted infections. Fifty-three of these children were Aboriginal, nine were 
non-Aboriginal and four had an unknown ethnicity. Thirteen were males and 53 were females.  

(2)-(3) The answer is in tabular form. I table the response and seek leave to have it incorporated in Hansard. 

(4)-(5) See (1) above.  

Leave granted. 

[See paper 3926.] 

The following material was incorporated — 

(2 — 3) Tabled paper 

Number of children notified with chlamydia in WA from 01-01-08 to 06-05-08 by age group 

Age Group (Years) Region 

0-11 12-13 14 Total 
Goldfields 0 0 2 2 
Great Southern 0 0 3 3 
Kimberley 2 0 10 12 
Midwest 0 1 2 3 
North Metropolitan 0 0 4 4 
Pilbara 0 2 0 2 
South Metropolitan 0 3 9 12 
South West 0 0 2 2 
Wheatbelt 0 0 1 1 
Other 0 0 0 0 
Unknown 0 0 0 0 

WA (Total) 2 6 33 41 

Notes: Data extracted from WANIDD by ODOO 06-05-08 

          All data are provisional and subject to future revision 

Number of children notified with gonorrhoea in WA from 01-01-08 to 06-05-08 by age group 

Age Group (Years) Region 

0-11 12-13 14 Total 
Goldfields 0 2 1 3 
Great Southern 0 0 0 0 
Kimberley 0 1 10 11 
Midwest 0 3 2 5 
North Metropolitan 0 0 0 0 
Pilbara 0 5 2 7 
South Metropolitan 0 0 8 8 
South West 0 0 0 0 
Wheatbelt 0 0 0 0 
Other 0 0 0 0 

Unknown 0 0 0 0 

WA (Total) 0 11 23 34 

Notes: Data extracted from WANIDD by ODOO 06-05-08 

          All data are provisional and subject to future revision 

Total number of children notified with any STI in WA from 01-01-08 to 06-05-08 by age group 

Age Group (Years) Region 

0-11 12-13 14 Total 
Goldfields 0 2 2 4 
Great Southern 0 0 3 3 
Kimberley 2 1 15 18 
Midwest 0 4 4 8 
North Metropolitan 0 0 4 4 
Pilbara 0 6 2 8 
South Metropolitan 0 3 15 18 
South West 0 0 2 2 
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Wheatbelt 0 0 1 1 
Other 0 0 0 0 

Unknown 0 0 0 0 

WA (Total) 2 16 48 66 

Notes: Data extracted from WANIDD by ODOO 06-05-08 

          All data are provisional and subject to future revision 
 

HOMELESSNESS 

380. Hon GIZ WATSON to the minister representing the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: 
I refer to the issue of homelessness in Western Australia. 

(1) Pending the success of various strategies currently being implemented to increase public housing 
availability, will the interim situation of homelessness be characterised as an emergency so that it can 
be managed as an emergency? 

(2) If no to (1), what level of homelessness is required for the interim situation to be treated as an 
emergency? 

(3) To what extent and in what manner are police officers currently taking homelessness into account when 
they exercise their discretion about how to respond to a person’s behaviour when homelessness is a 
possible contributor to that behaviour? 

Hon JON FORD replied: 
I thank Hon Giz Watson for some notice of this question. The Minister for Police and Emergency Services has 
supplied the following answer — 

(1)-(2) Homelessness is not defined as an emergency in either the Fire and Emergency Services Authority of 
Western Australia Act 1998 or the Emergency Management Act 2005. Please refer to the Minister for 
Housing and Works. 

(3) As part of their duties, police officers are expected to make discretionary decisions and be accountable 
for their actions. The Commissioner of Police issues directives that educate and guide members in the 
exercise of their discretion. A police officer considers issues such as the nature and seriousness of the 
offence, fairness, consistency, justice, accountability and the wider community interests and 
expectations when considering whether to prefer or not to prefer a charge.  

WILD DOG CONTROL 

381. Hon WENDY DUNCAN to the Minister for Agriculture and Food: 
I refer the minister to a motion passed unanimously at the recent Agriculture Protection Board of Western 
Australia pastoral conference regarding the inadequacy of current wild dog controls in the rangelands and the 
increased predation of wild dogs on sheep, cattle, goats and native mammals. 

(1) Has the minister received advice on this matter from the APB? 

(2) If so, what does the minister intend doing to address the wild dog problem?  

(3) If not, will the minister request such advice and report back to this house on both the extent of the wild 
dog problem and the reasons that the APB has not provided advice on this matter previously? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 
I thank Hon Wendy Duncan for her questions. I have not seen the questions, but I think they are questions that I 
can reasonably be expected to give answers to. If the answers are not adequate, please ask them again.  

(1)-(3) The matter from the Pastoralists and Graziers Association of Western Australia has not been brought to 
my attention. Either the PGA has not written to me yet or the letter has gone straight through to the 
department for advice. This is a matter that I have discussed with the PGA and other bodies on a 
number of occasions over a number of years. It is also a matter that has been reviewed by the 
Agriculture Protection Board. Most recently, a major review of that activity was conducted by a 
committee headed by a member of the APB, Michelle Allen, and subsequent to that a range of changes 
have been put in place as to the way we achieve integrated dog management, in particular between 
sheep stations, adjoining cattle stations and adjoining unallocated crown land, and land that is managed 
by mining companies and Aboriginal corporations.  

Without going into too much detail, the essence of the strategy is to enforce the requirement for a higher 
level of dog control, consistent with the existence of a sheep station, on a cattle station adjoining, and 
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on land of other descriptions. This is where we have experienced some of our major difficulties, 
because a dog problem on a cattle station is quite different from a dog problem on a sheep station. A 
dog problem on a sheep station simply cannot be tolerated in the way it can on a cattle station, on 
Aboriginal land that has no livestock on it, or on mining land. This is a profoundly difficult question. I 
am the first to concede that there is a serious dog problem, in particular in the eastern goldfields region, 
although it is more widespread than that. I look forward to receiving and considering the PGA’s advice, 
and most certainly discussing that with the APB. At this stage I am not quite ready to deal with that 
question, because we have not reached that point; however, I thank the member for raising it.  

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION AND TRAINING —  
TRANSFER OF CURRICULUM SUPPORT STAFF TO TEACHING POSITIONS 

382. Hon PETER COLLIER to the minister representing the Minister for Education and Training: 
I refer the minister to the decision to transfer a number of curriculum support staff from district offices to 
teaching positions in schools in 2008.  

(1) Did any of these officers resign from the Department of Education and Training rather than accept a 
teaching position at a school? 

(2) If yes to (1), how many?  

(3) Have any of these officers subsequently been employed by DET as curriculum consultants? 

(4) If yes to (3), how many?  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question.  

(1) Yes. 

(2) Seven district office curriculum support officers from district offices resigned rather than accept 
teaching positions in schools. One of these officers subsequently withdrew her resignation, and her 
permanency was reinstated. 

(3) None has subsequently been employed by DET as a curriculum consultant. 

(4) Not applicable. 

MENTAL HEALTH — BED NUMBERS ON 8 AND 9 APRIL 2008 

383. Hon HELEN MORTON to the minister representing the Minister for Health: 
(1) How many metropolitan mental health beds, by location and identified by secure bed or non-secure bed, 

were closed on 8 and 9 April 2008? 

(2) How many secure mental health beds in the metropolitan region that were open on 8 and 9 April 2008 
were vacant, and where were they located? 

(3) When did Royal Perth Hospital implement the clinical risk assessment and management program for 
mental health patients? 

(4) Which staff positions within the Royal Perth Hospital mental health unit were vacant on 8 and 9 April 
2008?  

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. Some of this information is provided in tabular 
form, so I will read the text, and at the end I will seek leave to have the tabular information incorporated into 
Hansard. 

(1) Ten open and 16 secure public mental health beds, out of a total of 696 public metropolitan mental 
health beds, were closed in the metropolitan area on 8 and 9 April 2008 due to staff shortages. The 
answer then includes a table 1 that outlines the details. 

(2) Of the 277 secure public mental health beds in the metropolitan area that were open on 8 and 9 April 
2008, nine were vacant. Table 2 outlines their location. 

(3) The clinical risk assessment and management program for mental health patients has not been 
implemented at Royal Perth Hospital or at other mental health sites. The mental health division of the 
Department of Health is undertaking the implementation of this program throughout Western Australia. 
A tender for a firm to undertake the implementation is being prepared. Notwithstanding this, the mental 
health clinicians at Royal Perth Hospital conduct thorough risk assessments as part of comprehensive 
history taking and mental state examination of all patients referred to them for review.  
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(4) The staff positions vacant within the department of psychiatry at Royal Perth Hospital for the specified 
time period include: one full-time equivalent nurse manager, one FTE consultation liaison clinical nurse 
specialist and 0.8 FTE clinical psychologist. These positions are part of a new service to older age 
patients with mental health issues in the general hospital and are in the process of being filled. The staff 
positions vacant also include one FTE staff development nurse, a 0.5 FTE consultation liaison nurse for 
Shenton Park campus and one FTE psychiatric registrar. The psychiatric ward at Royal Perth Hospital 
was staffed adequately during the specified time period, with all shifts filled as follows: one clinical 
nurse, one registered nurse, one advanced enrolled nurse, a psychiatric registrar on call based in the 
emergency department and available to the ward, and a general duty nurse manager available if needed. 

With respect to parts (1) and (2) of the answer, I table the document and seek leave to have the material 
incorporated into Hansard. 

Leave granted. 

[See paper 3927.] 

The following material was incorporated — 
Table 1: Public mental health beds closed on 8 and 9 April 2008. 
 

Site/Hospital Program Open beds Secure beds 

Selby Older Adult 0 12 

Swan Adult 7 0 

 Older Adult 0 4 

Armadale Adult 3 0 

 

Table 2: Vacant secure metropolitan public mental health beds 
 

Vacant Secure Beds Site/Hospital 

8 April 2008 9 April 2008 

Armadale 0 1 

Bentley 0 1 

Graylands 2 5 

 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION — FACILITIES LEASED BY SPORTING 
AND COMMUNITY GROUPS 

384. Hon BARRY HOUSE to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for the 
Environment: 

(1) Which 12 Western Australian sporting and community groups lease facilities from the Department of 
Environment and Conservation? 

(2) By how much were the annual rental fees for these organisations increased recently? 
(3) What is the justification for these rental increases? 
(4) Why are these groups not classified as charitable organisations and provided with either rent-free or 

peppercorn leases?  

Hon SALLY TALBOT replied: 
I thank Hon Barry House for some notice of this question, to which the Minister for the Environment has 
provided an answer in the following terms — 
(1) There are more than 12 Western Australian sporting and community groups that lease facilities from the 

Department of Environment and Conservation. If the honourable member is referring to the newspaper 
article of 28 April 2008, which stated that 12 community groups would be affected by changes in rental 
fees this year, the minister advises that the leases are to the following organisations: Sporting Shooters 
Association of Western Australia; Pickering Brook Sports Club; City of Wanneroo, two leases, with 
subleases to the Aeromodellers Club and the Shooting Club; West Australian Rifle Association, two 
leases; Denmark Clay Target Club; Shire of Mundaring, Marksmen Association; Yanchep Golf Club; 
Walpole Yacht Club; and Shire of West Arthur, Lake Towerrinning aquatic sports and recreation 
purposes.  
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(2) The rents have increased from $150 a year to between $500 and $1 500 a year.  

(3) The previous nominal rental fees of $150 a year were regarded by the Valuer General’s Office and the 
department as being inadequate for the clubs and associations that lease large areas of conservation 
estate for the exclusive use of members. 

(4) These are sporting and recreational user groups that are not regarded as charitable organisations. 

INDIGENOUS HEALTH AND WELLBEING — HOPE REPORT RESPONSE 

385. Hon SHELLEY ARCHER to the minister representing the Minister for Indigenous Affairs: 
I refer to the report tabled by the Minister for Indigenous Affairs, Hon Michelle Roberts, in the Legislative 
Assembly titled “The Western Australian Government’s Response to the Hope Report”.  

(1) What decision-making powers will representatives on the government’s Indigenous Affairs Advisory 
Committee be given to ensure that Aboriginal people can effectively influence policies relating to their 
health and wellbeing?  

(2) Has any additional funding been allocated to address the findings contained in the coroner’s report into 
the 22 alcohol and drug-related deaths of Indigenous people in the Kimberley?  

(3) If yes, will the minister please provide details of the programs to be funded and the amounts involved 
over the next three years?  

(4) If no additional funding has been allocated, why not?  

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of the question. The Department of Indigenous Affairs 
advises — 

(1) In accordance with its draft terms of reference, the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander advisory 
committee will: provide strategic advice to the Department of Indigenous Affairs on Indigenous 
aspirations, issues and interests across all priority sectors; offer guidance for practical implementation 
of policy and programs; provide a solid foundation for the Department of Indigenous Affairs to 
advocate for improved outcomes for Indigenous people across a range of priority issues; and provide 
insight on improved ways of doing business with Indigenous people and effectively investing in 
Indigenous Western Australia. The council’s terms of reference are the subject of ongoing consultation 
with relevant stakeholders and will be approved at the council’s first meeting scheduled for mid-July 
2008. The Directors General Group on Indigenous Affairs will be apprised of all advice received from 
the council through its convener, the Director General of the Department of Indigenous Affairs, who 
also chairs the DGGIA. The DGGIA will, in turn, communicate the council’s advice to the cabinet 
standing committee on Indigenous affairs. 

(2)-(4) The coroner raised complex issues that are the subject of ongoing government attention. Sustainable 
solutions to close the gap between Indigenous and non-Indigenous Western Australians demand long-
term strategies for change. An overview of the programs that the state government is funding in Fitzroy 
Valley is provided in the state government’s response to the Hope report, which was tabled in 
Parliament on 8 April 2008. This includes key initiatives such as the development of an alcohol 
management plan for the Kimberley region as a whole; the establishment of a $9.4 million acute 
psychiatric unit in Broome; the completion of a new $34 million district high school, due to be 
completed in 2009, and upgrades to more than 45 houses in Fitzroy Crossing; and the appointment of a 
government services coordinator. The Premier also announced on 14 April 2008 the allocation of up to 
$5.4 million to build and operate a new aquatic facility in Fitzroy Crossing in recognition of the positive 
impact that swimming pools can have on the health of Indigenous children. The Directors General 
Group on Indigenous Affairs is continuing to progress work in response to the issues raised by Coroner 
Hope. Its recommendations will be presented to the cabinet standing committee on Indigenous affairs 
by mid-September 2008.  

LOTS 597, 756 AND 782 JARVIS ROAD, BALDIVIS 

386. Hon BARBARA SCOTT to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure: 

I refer to lots 597, 756 and 782 Jarvis Road, Baldivis, owned by Mr and Mrs J. Higginson. 

(1) Further to my parliamentary question 1160 dated 27 November 2007, can the minister advise whether 
the negotiations have now been completed? 

(2) If yes to (1), will the minister table the valuation; and, if not, why not? 
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Hon ADELE FARINA replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. The minister provides the following answer — 

(1)-(2) Negotiations with Mr and Mrs Higginson have not yet concluded. The Western Australian Planning 
Commission has, however, provided Mr and Mrs Higginson with full or edited copies of valuations as 
part of the negotiations to assist them to consider the land exchange and lease package offered by the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. 

GREENWOOD PRIMARY SCHOOL — CROSSWALK ATTENDANT 

387. Hon RAY HALLIGAN to the minister representing the Minister for Community Safety: 
I refer to the answer given to question without notice 303 on Thursday, 3 April 2008. 

(1) Was the application for a children’s crossing at Cockman Road for the Greenwood Primary School 
considered at the applications meeting of the children’s crossing and road safety committee on Tuesday, 
8 April 2008? 

(2) If yes to (1), what was the outcome? 

(3) If no to (1), why not and when will the application be considered? 

Hon JON FORD replied: 
I thank Hon Ray Halligan for some notice of the question. The Minister for Community Safety has offered the 
following answer — 

(1) Yes. 

(2) The children’s crossing and road safety committee decided to offer a type B children’s crossing. This 
information was emailed and posted to the principal of Greenwood Primary School on 16 April 2008. 

(3) Not applicable. 

ALCOA — WAGERUP COGENERATION PLANT 

388. Hon PAUL LLEWELLYN to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for State 
Development: 

I refer to the Alumina Refinery (Wagerup) Agreement and Acts Amendment Act variation agreement tabled in 
Parliament on 11 March 2008. 

(1) Why is Alcoa being permitted under the terms of this agreement to sell the land described in clause 4(b) 
of the agreement, being the land comprising a total area of approximately 128 800 square metres? 

(2) To whom is Alcoa intending to sell the land described in (1)? 

(3) Who owns the Wagerup cogeneration plant? 

(4) Who will be responsible for the pollution, diesel particulates, water use, noise and other impacts on the 
community generated by the cogeneration plant? 

(5) Who will own and operate the cogeneration plant? 

(6) Who is responsible for supplying the south west grid from the cogeneration plant? 

(7) Who will get the profit from supplying the south west grid? 

Hon KATE DOUST replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 

(1) This is freehold land owned by Alcoa. Alcoa is required to remove from its state agreement the land at 
its refinery that it has sold to Alinta for construction of its power generating plant. This is on the basis 
that Alinta should not get an unfair advantage over other independent power producers in Western 
Australia by virtue of the rights and privileges conferred by Alcoa’s state agreement. 

(2) Alcoa is selling the land to Alinta Cogeneration (Wagerup) Pty Ltd—Alinta. 
(3) Alinta. 

(4) Alinta is the proponent of the Wagerup cogeneration project and is liable to comply with the 
implementation conditions under part IV of the Environmental Protection Act. Alinta is also the named 
party on the works approval for the cogeneration plant and is liable to ensure that the plant is designed 
and constructed so as to meet the conditions of the works approval and, during construction of the plant, 
comply with the general requirements of part V of the Environmental Protection Act. Alcoa, as the 
operator and licensee under part V of the Environmental Protection Act, is responsible for operating the 



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 6 May 2008] 2335 

 

Wagerup cogeneration plant in a manner that meets the conditions in the operating licence and, more 
generally, the requirements of part V of the act. 

(5) Alinta owns the facility; Alcoa operates the facility. 

(6) Alinta is responsible for ensuring supply of electricity from the facilities into the south west grid. 

(7) The commercial arrangements between Alcoa and Alinta are confidential. 

SUNDAY TIMES — POLICE RAID 

389. Hon NORMAN MOORE to the minister representing the Minister for Police and Emergency 
Services: 

I refer the minister to the police raid on the Sunday Times’ offices on 30 April 2008 and a raid conducted earlier 
in the month in response to the published story about hospital computers. 

(1) Will the minister table copies of the search warrants issued for each of these raids; and, if not, why not? 

(2) Will the minister table copies of documents presented by the police in support of requests for the search 
warrants for each of the two raids; and, if not, why not? 

(3) Who made the decision to conduct the raids? 

(4) Why was the police commissioner not informed about the proposed raid on 30 April? 

(5) Was the police commissioner informed of the previous raid prior to it taking place; and, if not, why not? 

Hon JON FORD replied: 
I thank the honourable Leader of the Opposition for some notice of the question. The Minister for Police and 
Emergency Services has supplied the following answer — 

(1)-(2) There is a separation of powers between the legislature and the executive. The Minister for Police and 
Emergency Services does not have possession of any search warrants or related documents and does not 
intend tabling documents that relate to a current investigation into alleged breaches of criminal law. 

(3) The police officer in charge of the investigation. 

(4) The police commissioner is not informed about general investigations on a day-to-day basis. 

(5) No. The police commissioner is not informed about general investigations on a day-to-day basis. 

WATTLE DOWNS PASTORAL LEASE 

390. Hon KEN BASTON to the parliamentary secretary representing the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure: 

I refer to question 84 asked on 7 April 2005 about the Wattle Downs pastoral lease—special lease 3116-11748. 
Has the application for a perpetual lease to the Yawuru Aboriginal Corporation now been approved; and, if not, 
why not? 

Hon ADELE FARINA replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. The minister has provided the following 
answer — 

The application for the perpetual lease to the Yawuru Aboriginal Corporation over Wattle Downs is now 
pending as a result of agreement between the state and the Rubibi global native title negotiators to include Wattle 
Downs in the Rubibi global native title negotiations. The land tenure of Wattle Downs will be resolved as part of 
the global settlement package between the state and Yawuru people. 

MAKU STADIUM 

391. Hon NIGEL HALLETT to the minister representing the Minister for Indigenous Affairs: 
(1) What is the total cost borne by the state government in maintaining, repairing and securing the dormant 

Maku Stadium since its closure in 2005? 

(2) Why was a stadium management proposal facilitated by the Department of Indigenous Affairs’ 
goldfields regional office not further developed or presented to the Kalgoorlie-Boulder Basketball 
Association in early 2007? 

(3) When will the department present such a proposal? 

(4) Can the minister explain why a much-needed community resource has remained dormant for nearly 
three years with no reopening date in sight? 
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(5) How many more years will it take before the state government will appoint stadium managers to enable 
the Maku Stadium to reopen again? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question.  

(1) Since 2005 the state government has spent approximately $88 000 on repairing damage and securing 
the stadium.  

(2) Representatives from the goldfields regional office of the Department of Indigenous Affairs presented a 
management proposal to Maku Stadium at the 158th meeting of the Aboriginal Lands Trust on 27 June 
2007. Following consideration of the proposal, the ALT did not support or endorse it. On the basis of 
the ALT’s decision, the DIA proposal was not developed any further by the department, nor was it 
presented to the Kalgoorlie-Boulder Basketball Association. At the same ALT meeting, an alternative 
stadium management proposal for Maku was also presented to the Goldfields Land and Sea Council. 
Following consideration of both proposals, the ALT supported and endorsed the GLSC proposal.  

(3) At this stage, the DIA has no intention of presenting a management proposal for Maku Stadium to the 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder Basketball Association.  

(4) The stadium has not been operational due to damage primarily caused by vandalism and the time taken 
to engage contractors to repair the facility.  

(5) A reopening date is yet to be determined as options for the future use and management of the stadium 
have to be finalised. The GLSC has been working to implement its ALT-endorsed management 
proposal for Maku Stadium. Following resolution of a number of operational matters to ensure that 
Maku Stadium becomes a viable commercial entity, the stadium will reopen.  

SUNDAY TIMES — POLICE RAID 

392. Hon NORMAN MOORE to the parliamentary secretary representing the Treasurer:  
I refer the Treasurer to the police raid on the Sunday Times’ offices last week.  

(1) Will the Treasurer table a copy of the initial complaint made by him or Treasury to the Department of 
the Premier and Cabinet concerning unauthorised disclosure of information that led to the raid; and, if 
not, why not?  

(2) As the suspected disclosure involved Treasury documents, why did Treasury or the Treasurer not make 
the complaint to the Corruption and Crime Commission or police?  

Hon KATE DOUST replied: 
I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 

(1) Neither the Treasurer nor the Department of Treasury and Finance made any such complaint. 

(2) The Department of the Premier and Cabinet is responsible for the management of the cabinet process.  

LOW-COST HOUSING — RURAL AREAS 

393. Hon BRIAN ELLIS to the minister representing the Minister for Housing and Works:  

I refer to the fact that the mid-west was not included in the $60 million project to roll out 200 prefabricated 
houses in rural areas.  

(1) Is the minister aware that the manager of Cameliers Guest House, an organisation that provides low-
cost accommodation, has reportedly described the housing crisis in Geraldton as desperate? 

(2) Is the minister aware that there is a serious lack of teacher accommodation in the wheatbelt town of 
Tammin and, according to the principal — 

(a) the Government Regional Officers’ Housing has repeatedly brushed aside requests for a four-
bedroom house and two two-bedroom units; 

(b) the shire wishes to resume the house it provided to the principal; and 

(c) maintenance issues with the departmental house provided for the principal, but occupied by a 
teacher, are endless and when a recent storm flooded the house, all the occupants had to sleep 
in one room? 

(3) Will the Carpenter government allocate funding for prefabricated housing in the mid-west and in 
Tammin; and, if not, why not? 
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Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 
I thank Hon Brian Ellis for the question. On behalf of the Minister for Housing and Works, I advise the house 
that the response to the question is lengthy. I seek to table the response and seek leave to have it incorporated 
into Hansard.  

Leave granted.  

[See paper 3928.] 

The following material was incorporated — 
I thank the Hon. Member for some notice of this question. 

The Department of Housing and Works advises 

1 The State Government is committed to providing more affordable, low-cost housing options including more social housing, 
assistance for private renters and affordable home ownership opportunities. At least 1,124 extra social housing properties are 
being delivered; bond assistance has been increased and the innovative shared equity scheme First Start introduced. The State 
Government is also working with the new Federal Labor Government on a range of initiatives many of which seek to boost low 
cost housing supply to enhance the State’s initiatives and improve housing affordability. 

 An Expression of Interest was advertised in January 2008, seeking submissions from providers of transportable or prefabricated 
housing to construct, deliver and install on site a substantial volume of housing in regional and remote areas of the State. This 
housing will be used to meet the needs of government regional officers, people in remote Aboriginal communities and public 
rental applicants throughout the State, including the Mid West. 

2 a) Government Regional Officers’ Housing’s (GROH) capital works program is at record levels and the State 
Government has provided $150 million of funding over the past eighteen months to assist in delivering new and 
replacement housing. GROH works with client agencies to prioritise its capital works program with DET being 
responsible for the allocating the housing to its employees. 

  In August 2007 GROH relocated a four bedroom transportable property to Tammin for the Department of Education 
and Training (DET). GROH has scheduled the construction of another transportable unit in 2008/09. GROH is also 
actively seeking additional land to satisfy DET’s requirements. 

 b) GROH understands the Principal has a private lease arrangement with the Shire. GROH will assist in efforts to extend 
this lease until alternative accommodation can be provided. 

 c) GROH is working to address the maintenance needs of the four-bedroom property including the water damage 
incurred after a heavy downpour in early April. 

3 GROH is providing two prefabricated houses to a remote community in the Mid West region. As advised above GROH is 
arranging the construction of another transportable in Tammin in 2008/09. 

 

QUESTION ON NOTICE 6080 
Paper Tabled 

A paper relating to an answer to question on notice 6080 was tabled by Hon Sue Ellery (Minister for Child 
Protection). 

HUMAN REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY AMENDMENT BILL 2007 
Second Reading 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [5.34 pm]: Prior to questions without notice I was referring to the 
need to provide the best outcomes for the sick and vulnerable and the wishes of individuals, all of which are 
important considerations in relation to this bill.  

I understand from the information that is available from the Australian Stem Cell Centre that four different forms 
of stem cells are used for research purposes—embryonic stem cells, adult stem cells, core blood stem cells and 
embryonic germ stem cells. Another recently developed method—I know members have already raised it in this 
debate—to make re-programmable cells from adult cells is termed the induced pluripotent stem cell method. The 
research landscape is changing quickly in this area, and, according to the Australian Stem Cell Centre, new 
breakthroughs are being reported almost daily. Although research advances are relatively rapid, we must be 
realistic that the possible success of stem cell research is nowhere near delivering benefits to patients at this 
stage. We need to keep in mind that scientific discovery is a continuous process.  

I am also aware of the recent progress in growing stem cells generated from adult cells, such as nasal cells or 
umbilical cord cells. I am aware of the claimed need to terminate any embryonic stem cell research because of 
these rapid advances in adult stem cell research. However, from the reading that I have done to date, I would 
qualify my comments by saying that all of these things are being explored. The question before members is: do 
we halt this capacity to work with embryonic stem cell material on the assumption that similar and thorough 
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research can be done by using adult stem cell research? To date I have not seen anything to convince me that 
halting this capacity would be a wise course of action.  

The Federation of Australian Scientific and Technological Societies, in its submission to the Senate inquiry, 
noted — 

. . . the high level of research activity and publication in stem cell and related sciences and believes it is 
premature to close off research options or make determinations on what approaches—eg adult and 
embryonic stem cell research—will be the most useful . . .  

I refer to an article in the San Francisco Business Times of 20 November 2007 titled “Gladstone scientist’s Japan 
lab reprograms human adult stem cells”. The American situation is different from that found in Australia. For 
example, in 2004 Californians voted to pass legislation that supported the sale of $US3 billion in state bonds to 
finance stem cell research. California has put an enormous amount of public money into this area of research, 
which is mainly embryonic stem cell work that had been slowed by federal restrictions imposed in 2001 by 
President George Bush. However, Yamanaka, the lead researcher at the J. David Gladstone Institutes, said in a 
recent press release — 

“We are still a long way from finding cures or therapies from stem cells and we don’t know what 
processes will be effective, . . .  

The Gladstone Institutes are affiliated with the University of California in San Francisco.  

I support stem cell research, including embryonic stem cell research. I am pleased with the regulatory 
requirements that this bill imposes on the way in which stem cells can be created. However, I have some 
concerns that I will raise. My major concern relates to the issues of privatisation and commercialisation of 
research. Again, I refer to arguments that were raised by Senator Kerry Nettle, my colleague in the Senate. In her 
contribution to the debate on stem cells in the Senate, she said —  

Much of the stem cell research that is being done around the world is in private hands, and it is 
currently generating massive profits for the biotech industry. Part of the reason why this has occurred is 
that stem cell lines are patentable entities. That brings with it the controversy regarding the 
commercialisation of human reproductive material; some people interpret that as the commodification 
of human life. Because stem cell lines are patentable, they create an opportunity for the biotech industry 
to increase their profits. That is central to the concerns that the Greens and I have in relation to this 
legislation.  

I ask the minister to inform the house of the amount of funding that is provided in WA to private organisations 
and institutes for stem cell research. I do not know whether it is any at all, but I am interested to know. 

Is the government ensuring that the research outcomes remain in the public domain; and, if so, what strategies 
are being used to do that? 

This concern was shared by the Lockhart review, which stated on page 140 of its report — 

People are concerned that these benefits and profits remain in the public domain, through public 
ownership, and that therapies remain available within the public health system. 

People are concerned that there is a system of public licensing set up in Australia around stem cell 
research—and that is what we are dealing with in this legislation—but there is no system of public 
ownership, which is essential for the directions of this research in Australia. 

In the UK, the Stem Cell Bank is the central mechanism for ensuring that embryonic stem cell research 
stays as much as possible in the public domain, and it maintains public control over . . .  

I guess, the intellectual material — 

All the laboratories licensed for embryonic stem cell research in the UK must deposit a viable stem cell 
line with the bank. 

It would be easy, in my opinion, to uphold the same requirements in Australia, so that anyone who gets a licence 
must deposit a viable stem cell line with a public bank. The idea behind this concept is that researchers gain 
access to the stem cell material through a bank, and in return they contribute their innovations back into the 
public domain. This also helps to lower the barriers between commercial and public sector research in a variety 
of ways. The stem cell bank ensures accessibility to stem cells at a marginal cost, rather than at full market price. 
It keeps stem cell research in public or national ownership, and will ensure that the research is unified by 
bioethical checks.  

I ask the minister to comment on how the licensing in the proposed legislation will ensure that these 
requirements are met, and whether the Western Australian government has considered something such as a stem 
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cell bank to ensure that this information remains in the public domain and is not used purely for the profit of 
individual biotech companies. 
I understand that the Australian Stem Cell Centre was established in 2003 as a private organisation, in 
partnership with nine leading Australian research institutes and universities. Is the minister satisfied with the set-
up and objectives of this centre, and how will the views of the states and territories be considered in the centre’s 
policies and practices, especially considering the fact that the centre is, as I understand, not a public 
organisation? However, as I have said before, the centre is still publicly funded and provides excellent up-to-date 
information on the issue of stem cell research to the public. I have read its material extensively. 
The Australian Stem Cell Centre’s fact sheet 7 on induced pluripotent stem cells states — 

Position of the Australian Stem Cell Centre  
The successful generation of human iPS cells has led some to call for a ban on human ES cell research 
and SCNT. Although the generation of iPS cells avoid some of the ethics issues associated with the use 
of human oocytes and embryos, issues associated with obtaining informed consent and safety for 
therapeutic applications remain. The Australian Stem Cell Centre believes it is too early to draw 
conclusions about which types of cells—ES, SCNT, iPS or adult stem cells—will prove most useful for 
researchers and in the clinic.  

It further states — 
It is also too early to know which approaches will work in which conditions and would be extremely 
premature and a serious mistake for any government or regulatory authority to conclude that recent 
developments in iPS cell research averts the need for ongoing human ES cell research. There remains 
overwhelming scientific justifications for proceeding with all forms of stem cell research into the future. 
Cell types made from human embryonic stem cells have been shown to be genetically stable in many 
laboratories around the world and are about to be used in human clinical trials to treat spinal cord injury 
in California. Stability of human iPS cells and full ES cell equivalence is yet to be demonstrated.  

I seek to ensure that the public interest is central to stem cell research. Research needs to occur in the public 
domain and the public should have a degree of control and influence on decisions about stem cell research. I 
guess that is part of what we are doing by dealing with these matters in a legislative framework as well.  
Finally, in regard to the administration of this bill, especially the policing of any breaches of the act by people 
carrying out practices prohibited under part 4A of the Human Reproductive Technology Act, or policing any 
unauthorised use of the embryos prescribed in part 4B of the act—in particular I refer to clause 36 of the bill—I 
ask how many staff currently monitor the Human Reproductive Technology Act and, with the passage of this 
bill, will there be a need to increase the number of staff? 
I am pleased that the framework for research is to be tightened with this bill; definitions will be clarified and 
licensing conditions will be clearly set out. The short review period of three years will help acknowledge that 
this is an area of rapid development. Research could, and is likely to, change quite dramatically and we will have 
more information in the next three years. The short review period will allow Parliament to again consider the 
appropriate level of regulation in this area.  
In conclusion, the overriding factor for the Greens (WA) decision to support this bill was the evidence that I 
could glean by reading quite widely about the debate around advances in this research area. The main objective 
is that we do not close off options that have a very good chance of providing some significant breakthroughs to 
provide cures and therapeutic benefit in some very difficult areas that are currently leaving people often severely 
debilitated and with little prospect of recovery. It is a very tricky area and not one which is easy to legislate, but 
legislation is needed, and this bill is an improvement and reflects the consideration given by the commonwealth 
Parliament to this matter. On behalf of the Greens, I support this bill.  
HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Minister for Child Protection) [5.46 pm] — in reply: I thank 
members for their contribution to the debate. This is a matter that is the subject of a conscience vote and I 
understand that some people have deeply held religious convictions and some other deeply held points of view 
about the matters that are contained in the legislation. Again, I commend members for the respectful way they 
have canvassed their views, knowing that there may be people who are in very strong disagreement. I will 
canvass the key issues that members have raised in their contributions.  
I remind members that the legislation arose from a comprehensive review of legislation prohibiting human 
cloning and regulating research involving embryos that was developed in 2002. Members have referred to the 
review being conducted by the late Justice John Lockhart, and members have referred to the considerable 
consultation of the community, and technical experts in the field of embryo and stem cell research that occurred 
as part of that process.  
The review—as has this debate—identified that there are a divergence of views about issues surrounding the use 
of embryos for research and therapeutic application. Having considered the material put before it and other 
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research set out in the report, the review considered that the licensing framework established under the original 
legislation was working well and did not recommend any changes to the licensing scheme. Recommendations 
that were made related mainly to an expansion of the types of activities that could be licensed. 

The review recommendations were given effect at the commonwealth level by the Prohibition of Cloning for 
Reproduction and Regulation of Human Embryo Research Amendment Act 2006. Since then, all states and 
territories, except the Northern Territory and South Australia, have now passed legislation in the same terms at 
the commonwealth act.  

The Uniform Legislation Committee examined the bill and found that it corresponds to, and is consistent with, 
the commonwealth act and that the bill gives effect to the intergovernmental agreement under which the national 
scheme was established. It is worth noting that the Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Statutes 
Review did not recommend any amendments to the bill. Western Australia can continue to be a part of the 
national licensing scheme on embryo research only if the bill is passed, because the licensing scheme relies on 
the commonwealth agreeing to undertake licensing under Western Australian legislation, which it does through a 
declaration of the legislation as corresponding state law. The declaration of the Human Reproductive 
Technology Act 1991 as corresponding state law was withdrawn when the commonwealth legislation was 
changed. Therefore, a licence cannot be granted under Western Australian legislation. During his contribution to 
the second reading debate, Hon Ed Dermer said that if the bill was not carried, it would not stop research on 
human embryos as the amendments made in 2004 permitted research on excess assisted reproductive technology 
embryos. I will point out why that is not correct. The Human Reproductive Technology Act, as amended in 
2004, permits embryo research on excess ART embryos subject to the licensing of research by the National 
Health and Medical Research Council Embryo Research Licensing Committee. The licensing committee was 
established under commonwealth legislation. It can license activities under state and territory legislation if the 
commonwealth minister responsible for that legislation declares the state or territory legislation to be 
corresponding state law. Following the passage of the 2004 legislation, the commonwealth minister declared that 
the relevant parts of the HRT act to be corresponding state law. However, that declaration was revoked on 12 
June 2007 following amendments to the commonwealth legislation, which were passed in 2006 and which came 
into effect on that date. That means that no embryo research can be licensed under the HRT act as the licensing 
committee cannot grant a licence for such research. There is no other mechanism for licensing such research. 
The bill contains amendments that are the same as the amendments made to the commonwealth legislation in 
2006. If the bill is passed in its current form, it is anticipated that a new declaration that the relevant part of the 
HRT act is corresponding state law will be made by the commonwealth minister and the licensing committee 
will be able to license activities under the HRT act. If the bill is not passed, the parts of the HRT act that deal 
with embryo research will not be corresponding state law and the licensing committee will not be able to grant 
any licences under the HRT act. In effect, there can be no embryo research licensed under the Human 
Reproductive Technology Act 1991 if this bill is not passed in its current form, which may well be the objective 
of some members. I needed to put that on the record because Hon Ed Dermer was not correct when he 
suggested—I am sure he did so in good faith—that we do not need to pass the bill for the licensing regime to 
continue to allow research in Western Australia. That is incorrect.  
Hon Barbara Scott interjected. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I will be happy to answer questions during the committee stage. The proper time to answer 
questions is during the committee stage, not during my response to the second reading debate.  
Many members referred to advances in technology and questioned whether we need embryonic cell research in 
light of recent scientific developments. Stem cell research is a rapidly evolving area. However, as Hon Giz 
Watson stated, it is not universally accepted that adult stem cells have the same capacity to provide therapeutic 
benefits as embryonic stem cells. As Hon Giz Watson pointed out, it would be premature to halt the research 
involving embryonic stem cells in the hope that adult stem cells can do the same kind of thing.  

The bill sets out licensing requirements to take into account advances in science that were not possible or 
available when the legislation was passed. Under the bill’s licensing provisions, the committee is required to 
consider whether the outcomes proposed to be achieved by the research could reasonably be achieved by other 
means. That is a very important qualification. If science develops to a point at which there are reasonable 
alternatives, the licensing committee will not be able to grant a licence to undertake research. I think Hon Barry 
House asked a question about the creation and use of excess embryos. Currently, embryos can be created only 
when a human egg is fertilised by a human sperm, and they can be created only for the purpose of reproduction. 
Embryos that are excess to the reproductive needs of the people for whom they are created can be donated for 
research purposes. That will continue to be the case for embryos created by fertilisation. The bill will allow for 
the creation of embryos by means other than fertilisation for the purposes of research subject to the strict 
licensing provisions; they cannot be used for reproduction. That reflects what the Lockhart committee saw as a 
moral, social and relational distinction between embryos that are created by fertilisation and embryos created by 
other means.  
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Some members were concerned that women could be exploited because they are the only source of human eggs. 
It is clear that any eggs used in connection with therapeutic cloning will come from women. It is not the case that 
women who agree to participate in such research will be exploited. All aspects of any research proposal will 
require the full approval of the Australian Health Ethics Committee and full informed consent of all the 
participants in accordance with the National Health and Medical Research ethical guidelines. Any discussion 
about payment for eggs, for example, is misleading, because payment for the provision of eggs is prohibited. 
Hon Giz Watson asked questions about funding and staffing matters relating to monitoring. I am not in a position 
to answer those questions now. However, I undertake to provide that information as soon as possible.  

I appreciate the contributions that members have made to the debate. I understand the strength of feeling on this 
matter. I thank members for making their contributions in a respectful manner. I commend the bill to the house.  

Question put and a division taken with the following result —  
Ayes (15) 

Hon Kim Chance Hon Jon Ford Hon Sheila Mills Hon Ken Travers 
Hon Sue Ellery Hon Barry House Hon Norman Moore Hon Giz Watson 
Hon Brian Ellis Hon Paul Llewellyn Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich Hon Matt Benson-Lidholm (Teller) 
Hon Adele Farina Hon Robyn McSweeney Hon Sally Talbot  

Noes (18) 

Hon Shelley Archer Hon Bruce Donaldson Hon Graham Giffard Hon Batong Pham 
Hon Ken Baston Hon Kate Doust Hon Nigel Hallett Hon Barbara Scott 
Hon George Cash Hon Wendy Duncan Hon Ray Halligan Hon Ed Dermer (Teller) 
Hon Vincent Catania Hon Donna Faragher Hon Helen Morton  
Hon Peter Collier Hon Anthony Fels Hon Simon O’Brien  

Question thus negatived. 
Bill defeated.  

Sitting suspended from 6.03 to 7.30 pm 

MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS BILL 2006 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 10 April. 

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [7.30 pm]: I thank my colleague Hon Paul Llewellyn for 
suspending the debate on the Medical Practitioners Bill as I was not in the chamber the last time this was 
debated. I wish to make a few comments about this bill on behalf of the Greens (WA). By and large, the Greens 
are supportive of this bill. The bill repeals the Medical Act 1894, which I think Hon Helen Morton said was one 
of the oldest acts on the statute book in Western Australia.  
Hon Barry House interjected.  
Hon GIZ WATSON: I thought someone might have said something. Just keep it down to a dull roar over there 
and I will be all right!  
This bill is certainly welcome. I understand that it has been in development for a long time and that it has a lot of 
support. I am aware that the Health Consumers’ Council WA has advocated strongly for a major shake-up of the 
law in this area. Therefore, we welcome this bill and in large part support it. We note that the bill has an objects 
clause, which provides — 

The objects of this Act are — 
(a) to ensure that only properly qualified and competent persons practise medicine and to 

regulate the practice of medicine by those persons; and 
(b) to establish, maintain and promote suitable standards of knowledge and skills among 

medical practitioners,  
for the purpose of protecting consumers of medical services provided by medical practitioners in 
Western Australia.  

By and large, the bill contains appropriate mechanisms to ensure that those objectives are achieved. These 
mechanisms include a system for the registration of medical practitioners; a system to deal with complaints 
concerning disciplinary, competency and impairment matters; offence provisions, including a new offence that 
will apply when a medical practitioner receives a payment or other benefit in return for referring a patient to 
another health service provider; and provision for a code of practice for medical practitioners. The bill is 
certainly an improvement on the Medical Act 1894 in a number of respects. The bill will increase consumer 
representation on the Medical Board of WA from one member to two members and will put in place separate 
processes for dealing with disciplinary, competence and impairment matters. Instead of the current vague 
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reference in the act to “infamous or improper conduct”, the bill spells out the grounds for complaints against 
medical practitioners more fully and in much more contemporary language. The bill will also put in place new 
offence provisions aimed at preventing the pressures and incentives of corporate medicine from interfering with 
good medical practice. All these changes are welcome.  

The Greens have some issues with this bill, which I will outline. The first is whether there will be any 
implications for this legislation of a proposed national registration scheme. I seek clarification from the minister 
representing the Minister for Health on the implications of the agreement reached at the Council of Australian 
Governments meeting on 26 March 2008 to establish a national registration and accreditation scheme for health 
practitioners. I note again that Hon Helen Morton mentioned this matter in her contribution to the debate. There 
is a real danger that the bill is about to be overtaken by a national initiative and I am not sure what the impact of 
that will be. I ask the minister: what will be the impact on this bill, assuming it becomes law, if the COAG 
agreement to establish a national registration and accreditation scheme comes into force? I understand that the 
Minister for Health has given his support to the national scheme. In particular, is it correct that a national 
registration scheme for health practitioners is to be established on 1 July 2010 and that, as a result, the act 
created by this bill will be repealed some two years after it has been enacted? It seems to be a helluva lot of work 
to undertake if the legislation will be in operation for only a couple of years. A lot of work has gone into forming 
this new piece of legislation. I am sure the minister will respond to that question, because it is a fundamental 
issue in determining why we should bother having this debate if another process will possibly override what we 
are doing.  

My second point concerns the registration requirements for overseas-trained doctors in remote and rural 
Australia. Clause 33 provides for conditional registration for general practice in remote and rural Western 
Australia. Under this clause, some of the normal requirements for the registration of medical practitioners will 
not apply, including the requirement to have a recognised medical qualification and to have successfully 
completed a period of internship or supervised clinical practice approved by the Medical Board. Instead, there is 
a general requirement that the applicant be competent, having regard to the person’s qualifications and 
experience, to practise as a general practitioner in this state. Clearly, there is a problem with attracting doctors to 
remote and regional areas—I am not denying that for a moment—but should we address this problem by 
lowering standards for medical practitioners who work in these areas, particularly given the lack of supervision 
likely to be available in remote areas? Surely it would be possible, with appropriate incentives, to attract doctors 
who have recognised medical qualifications and who have successfully completed a period of supervised 
practice. According to an article published in 2004, overseas-trained doctors who wish to practise in Canada and 
the United States must first undertake a period of supervised hospital practice. I will refer to the article, because 
this is a fairly fundamental question. The article, written by Bob Birrell, is entitled “The regulation of medical 
practice in Australia, Canada, United States and Britain” and was published in People and Place, volume 12, 
number 3, 2004, Centre for Population and Urban Research, Monash University. The précis to the article 
states — 

Overseas trained doctors (OTDs) are playing an important role as medical officers and specialists in 
the Australian public hospital system and as general practitioners in ‘area of need’ locations. This role 
is increasing as a result of the recruiting initiatives flowing from the Commonwealth Government’s 
Strengthening Medicare program. Yet there are no requirements in Australia that these OTDs be first 
subject to a formal assessment of their medical knowledge, clinical skills and practice performance in a 
supervised hospital setting. A review of the situation in Canada, the United States and Britain shows 
that OTDs wishing to practise in these countries first have to undergo such an assessment. The reasons 
why Australia is different are explored. It is concluded that State and Commonwealth Government 
concerns about the supply of doctors have overridden worries within the medical profession about the 
readiness of OTDs to practice in Australia without formal assessment and further training. 

It is quite likely that the worries of the general community have been overridden as well as those specific to the 
medical profession. The article continues — 

. . . there are currently several thousand doctors working in the front line of Australia’s public hospital 
system as junior doctors or specialists, or in general practice, who have been trained overseas and 
whose medical knowledge and clinical skills have not been formally assessed in Australia. Nor have 
they had to undergo a period of supervised hospital practice in Australia before practising as medical 
officers or specialists in the hospital system or as General Practitioners. Most are in Australia on 
temporary visas. 

I might seek to table the article in a minute, but I will continue to quote from it at this point. As I understand it, 
overseas-trained doctors by and large historically came from the United Kingdom, so there was at least some 
assurance that their training was comparable, if not better, whereas the trend now is that overseas doctors come 
from a range of countries. The bulk of them, according to the statistics I have seen, still come from the United 
Kingdom, Ireland and Canada—English-speaking countries—but a significant number now come from a range 
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of other countries. The question of competency in English is another component, especially in psychiatry I am 
told. The article concludes with the following comments, which I think are worth noting — 

All the medical authorities with whom this issue was discussed agree that the present situation 
regarding the assessment of OTDs is unsatisfactory. All agreed, that as a minimum, there should be a 
formal assessment of the English language and the medical and clinical knowledge of OTDs before they 
are allowed to practise in Australia. The existing arrangements arose out of a longstanding practice of 
drawing on British-trained doctors to fill temporary gaps in the Australian medical workforce. But as all 
the major players with a role in the regulatory system know, this comfortable arrangement no longer 
works. This is because of the recruitment of OTDs trained in non-western medical schools, where the 
standards of the training and their relevance to clinical practice in Australia are highly variable. That is 
why there is universal agreement that a formal assessment system should be introduced.  

Bob Birrell goes on to write — 

It is not as though there are not firm precedents in place, as the commentary on the situation in Canada, 
the United States and the United Kingdom cited above show. Australia needs a similar national scheme 
of assessment. It should be a national system because current experience shows that the states will not 
act unilaterally as long as they fear that other states are likely to drag their feet. A national system 
would also remove the present anomaly that an OTD assessed as inadequate in one state can simply 
apply in another. This assessment system should include a period of supervised hospital practice (as in 
Canada, and the United States). All informants agree that the reviews of OTD CVs, along with 
computer based medical and clinical knowledge tests, are an unreliable guide to a doctor’s ability to 
deal successfully with Australian patients. A supervised period of hospital practice as an intern is 
required of Australian-trained graduates. This is also required of OTDs who complete the AMC 
examinations. The case for including such an assessment period for other OTDs is even stronger given 
the uncertainties about their medical knowledge and experience. 

In summary on this aspect of the bill, it is of concern to me, the Greens and those I have consulted that we are 
enshrining in legislation a dual system of standards for medical practitioners in Western Australia. I reiterate that 
I am not without enormous sympathy for the difficulties of attracting suitably trained and qualified doctors into 
remote and rural areas. I might add at this point that my father spent much of his medical career working on 
exactly this issue of getting doctors into remote and rural areas all around Australia. From the discussions I have 
had on the bill with the advisers, I am yet to be convinced that any of the supervisory provisions for remote and 
rural doctors are at all adequate. Unless the minister can indicate otherwise, I do not think there is any regular, 
systematic process of assessing the practise, competency and skill levels of remote and rural practitioners 
operating in Western Australia at this time. If there is, I would love to hear about it because everything that I 
have tried to research on this does not seem to satisfy those questions.  
Hon Helen Morton: Are you talking about general practitioners in private practice? 
Hon GIZ WATSON: I am talking about general practitioners in particular in practice in remote and rural areas. 
I am aware that in some regions there is a process of accreditation of practices.  
Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 
Hon GIZ WATSON: Yes, there is a system of accreditation there. I have taken some advice on what questions 
those doctors get asked. My impression is that by and large the line of questioning is about business competence 
rather than practise competence, and whether they have viable practices rather than their medical practice. It is 
interesting because the people who are asking the questions are other doctors. Doctors are very reluctant to 
challenge directly the medical competence of other doctors. It is almost a taboo area. Perhaps the minister can 
offer some assurance in this area, but at the moment I am concerned. I am not suggesting that we will vote 
against this clause or anything like that, but it adds weight to the argument of those rural and regional Western 
Australians who say that they are getting a second rate service because with this two-tier system we will be 
enshrining that in law.  
The next issue I want to talk about is gifts and other benefits given to doctors by pharmaceutical companies. 
Under the current system there are two sources of control on the interaction between pharmaceutical companies 
and doctors. First, a voluntary code has been adopted by Medicines Australia, which is the national association 
representing the pharmaceutical industry. This code places some restrictions on gifts and other benefits to health 
care professionals but still allows brand-name reminders of token value, prizes in competitions that are of low 
monetary value or an item of educational material, and meals at educational events that are not extravagant or 
exceed standards that would meet professional and community scrutiny. Perhaps what a medico might think was 
an extravagant meal might be a lot more extravagant than the average person might think, I am sure; it is a fairly 
relative concept. It includes the payment of travelling expenses to Australian and overseas educational symposia. 
Second, disciplinary controls are applied to doctors under the current Medical Act 1894. Disciplinary action can 
be taken by the Medical Board if a practitioner has engaged in infamous or improper conduct. We know that this 
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bill is about to deal with this matter of conduct in a more contemporary way; nevertheless, that is the current 
situation. The Medical Board policy entitled “The Duties of a Medical Practitioner Registered with the Medical 
Board of Western Australia” provides some guidance as to what is and is not acceptable conduct. The policy on 
gifts and inducements is that practitioners should exercise caution in accepting gifts of any substance, including 
travel, accommodation and gifts where it might be perceived in the future as a conflict of interest. Practitioners 
must not ask for or accept any material gifts or loans from companies that sell or market drugs or appliances. 
Practitioners must not ask for or accept fees for agreeing to meet sales representatives. 
The next bit of research I did was to look at some of the hospitality that has been provided recently by 
pharmaceutical companies for GPs in Western Australia. I have a table and will seek leave to table it. I will give 
members some idea of it. It is a list of the free hospitality provided in WA between July and December last year 
as part of the educational events organised by just one of Medicines Australia’s 41 members. It is a list of dinner 
and beverage accounts that have been declared. A dinner presentation for 20 respiratory physicians cost $246 per 
head, which seems to me a fairly plush affair. A cervical cancer vaccination launch for 73 GPs cost $109 per 
head and another presentation on diabetes treatment for 72 GPs cost $107 per head for food and beverages. 
Hon Sue Ellery: I hope it was low GI. 
Hon GIZ WATSON: I imagine they were fairly high calorie meals. I seek leave to table the document and have 
it incorporated into Hansard. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Has the member identified the document? 
Hon GIZ WATSON: It is a table listing the free hospitality provided in WA as part of the educational events by 
one of Medicines Australia’s 41 members between July and December 2007, and the source is a report by 
GlaxoSmithKline Australia Pty Ltd. It is required to provide six-monthly reports on expenditure on educational 
events and this was included in Medicines Australia’s code of conduct at the insistence of the Australian 
Competition and Consumer Commission. 
Leave granted. [See paper 3930.] 
The following material was incorporated — 
 
Examples of ‘hospitality’ from pharmaceutical companies 

The following table lists the free hospitality provided in WA as part of ‘education’ events by just one of Medicine’s Australia’s 41 members 
between July and December 2007.7 

Description Venue Cost Cost per head 

Dinner and beverages, with presentation on cervical 
cancer vaccinations (15 GPs) 

VAT 2 Restaurant, 
Bunbury  

$1252 $83 

Dinner and beverages, with presentation on diabetes 
treatment (72 GPs) 

Bluewater Grill, 

Perth 

$7709 $107 

Dinner and beverages for Oncology Advanced Trainee 
Journal Club (10 Oncologists) 

Kailis Brothers Fish Market and Café, 
Leederville 

$739 $74 

Food, beverages and parking for cervical cancer 
vaccination launch (73 GPs) 

Parmelia Hilton $7,957 $109 

Food and beverages for Australian Society of Clinical 
Immunologists and Allergists (WA Branch) monthly 
meeting with external speaker (25 people) 

Acqua Viva on the Swan, 
Nedlands, WA 

$1,887 $75 

Dinner and drinks for 2 hour presentation/meeting on 
respiratory health (22 GPs) 

Krishna Palace Indian Restaurant, 
Joondalup 

$949 $43 

Food, beverages and travel for one person for diabetes 
presentation 

Fraser’s Restaurant, 
Kings Park, WA 

$2830 $118 

Dinner and drinks for a meeting for 17 GPs relating to 
respiratory health 

Conversation Indigo Restaurant, 
Geraldton, WA 

$1484 $87 

Dinner presentation with international speaker to promote 
new product (20 respiratory physicians) — includes 3 
course dinner with alcohol, and travel and 
accommodation for regional delegates 

Bluewater Function Centre, 
Perth, WA 

$4913 $246 

7Source: GlaxoSmithKline Australia report at http://www.medicinesaustralia.com.au/page155.asp. A requirement for 6 monthly reports on 
education event expenditure was included in the Medicine’s Australia Code of Conduct, at the insistence of the ACCC. 
 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I will now elaborate on the problems with the current system. The problem is that the 
current system allows pharmaceutical companies to provide, and doctors to accept, some gifts, albeit of low 
dollar value, and substantial hospitality at educational events. I note also that they fund educational events for 
information about new pharmaceuticals or recent changes in pharmaceuticals. Studies in peer-reviewed medical 



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 6 May 2008] 2345 

 

journals support the contention that gifts of this kind result in non-rational prescriber behaviour that favours the 
drugs sold by the pharmaceutical companies. I refer to one of those studies. Unfortunately, because I ran out of 
time, most of the literature I have refers to the US, but I am reliably assured that it is relevant to the Australian 
situation because it refers to the behavioural response of receiving gifts. This article was published in the 
American Medical Association publication in 2000 and is titled “Physicians and the pharmaceutical industry: is a 
gift ever just a gift?” by Ashley Wazana, MD. He states — 

There are few issues in medicine that bring clinicians into heated discussion as rapidly as the interaction 
between the pharmaceutical industry and the medical profession. More than $11 billion — 

That is US dollars — 

is spent each year by pharmaceutical companies in promotion and marketing, $5 billion of which goes 
to sales representatives. It has been estimated that $8000 to $13,000 is spent per year on each physician. 
The attitudes about this expensive interaction are divided and contradictory. One study found that 85% 
of medical students believe it is improper for politicians to accept a gift, whereas only 46% found it 

improper for themselves to accept a gift of similar value from a pharmaceutical company.  
That rather amused me. The article goes on to say in reference to the results of the study that this paper reports 
on — 

A total of 29 studies were identified . . . Of these, 16 addressed the extent of the physician-industry 
interaction, 16 identified the attitudes of physicians toward the interaction, and 16 evaluated the effect of 
the interaction on the practitioner.  

The article continues — 
Interactions with the industry were found to start as early as medical school and to continue well into 
practice. Most physicians met with pharmaceutical representatives about 4 times a month . . .  
One study found that residents receive 6 gifts a year, with no comparable data for physicians. 
Residents and physicians have similar attitudes about pharmaceutical representatives. They believe that 
representatives provide accurate information about their drugs . . . Most believe that representatives 

prioritize product promotion above patients’ welfare and are likely to use unethical practices. 
Most deny that gifts could influence their behavior and are equivocal about the ethics of such a practice, 
with residents more likely to admit that without gifts, their interactions with pharmaceutical 
representatives would be reduced. 
. . .  
Interactions with pharmaceutical representatives were also found to impact the prescribing practice of 
residents and physicians in terms of prescribing cost, nonrational prescribing, awareness, preference and 
rapid prescribing of new drugs, and decreased prescribing of generic drugs. 
. . .  
Exposure to pharmaceutical representatives was highly associated with a perception of the benefits of 
such an interaction and the appropriateness of other interactions.  
. . .  
Receiving a gift and the number of gifts received correlated with the belief that pharmaceutical 
representatives have no impact on prescribing behavior; receiving gifts of high relevance to practice was 
also associated with a positive attitude. 
. . .  
There was an independent association between benefiting from sponsored meals and formulary addition 
requests for any drug that was clearly dose-related. 

All admitted that contact with representatives and attendance at educational events would decline were 
it not for gifts and meals.  

. . . most studies found negative outcomes associated with the interaction. These included an impact on 
knowledge (inability to identify wrong claims about medication), attitude (positive attitude toward 

pharmaceutical representatives; awareness, preference, and rapid prescription of a new drug), and 
behavior (making formulary requests for medications that rarely held important advantages over 
existing ones; nonrational prescribing behavior; increasing prescription rate; prescribing fewer generic 
but more expensive, newer medications at no demonstrated advantage.) 

That is not new information for those who have looked at this area before. However, it is something that this bill 
does not deal with adequately. A specific quote says that the size of the gift did not make any impact on the 



2346 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 6 May 2008] 

 

behavioural change. Another paper dated January 2006 by Brennan et al titled “Health Industry Practices That 
Create Conflicts of Interest: A Policy Proposal for Academic Medical Centres” states — 

The current influence of market incentives in the United States is posing extraordinary challenges to the 
principles of medical professionalism. Physicians’ commitment to altruism, putting the interests of the 
patient first, scientific integrity, and an absence of bias in medical decision making now regularly come 
up against financial conflicts of interest. Arguably, the most challenging and extensive of these conflicts 
emanates from relationships between physicians and pharmaceutical companies and medical device 
manufacturers. 

I want to highlight the point made under the heading “Myths of the Small Gifts and Full Disclosures”, which 
states — 

Most of the recommendations from medical and industry groups share 2 key assumptions. The first is 
that small gifts do not significantly influence physicians’ behaviour. The second is that disclosure of 
financial conflicts is sufficient to satisfy the need to protect patients’ interests. Although these 2 
assumptions are widely accepted among physicians, compelling research findings using a variety of 
methods have called their validity into question. 
. . .  
Social science research demonstrates that the impulse to reciprocate for even small gifts is a powerful 
influence on people’s behaviour. Individuals receiving gifts are often unable to remain objective; they 
reweigh information and choices in light of the gift. So too, those people who give or accept gifts with 
no explicit “strings attached” still carry an expectation of some kind of reciprocity. Indeed, researchers 
suggest that the expectation of reciprocity may be the primary motive for gift-giving. 
Researchers have specifically studied industry gifts to physicians. Receiving gifts is associated with 
positive physician attitudes toward pharmaceutical representatives. Physicians who request additions to 
hospital drug formularies are far more likely to have accepted free meals or travel funds from drug 
manufacturers . . .  
The assumption that disclosure to patients is sufficient to resolve problems created by physicians’ 
conflicts of interest is also unfounded. First, physicians differ in what they consider to be a conflict, 
which makes the disclosure of conflicts incomplete . . . Second, recipients of information who are not 
experts in a particular field often find it impossible to identify a biased opinion that they read or hear 
about that subject. Third, disclosure may be used to “sanitize” a problematic situation, suggesting that 
no ill effects will follow from the disclosed relationship. 

The article goes on to state that more stringent regulation is required. The author argues that all gifts, free meals, 
payments for time for travel to or time at meetings, and payments for participation should be prohibited. 
I foreshadow an amendment to the bill that would achieve that effect; that is, to move beyond a requirement for a 
code of practice. Of course, this bill does not deal with the pharmaceutical companies’ code of disclosure. 
Because the bill is primarily concerned with establishing, maintaining and promoting suitable standards of 
knowledge and skills among medical practitioners for the purpose of protecting consumers of medical services 
provided by medical practitioners in Western Australia, it is time that Parliament tackled the issue of the 
relationship between pharmaceutical companies and medical practitioners. The amendment that I will move 
seeks to prohibit the provision of gifts of any kind. That is the only clear way to draw a line in the sand in this 
regard. The bill does not solve the problem of gift giving by pharmaceutical companies to doctors. It is true that 
a provision in clause 140 will prohibit medical practitioners from accepting payments or another benefit in return 
for referring a patient to someone else who provides health services. However, even if prescription of a particular 
drug could be said to amount to a referral in the necessary sense, it could not be proved that a gift or free meal 
was provided in return for that referral. The problem we are trying to address is one of subtle bias rather than an 
explicit arrangement. No pharmaceutical company would explicitly say, “I’ll pay for this meal at Fraser’s 
Restaurant if you prescribe my drugs.” It does not have to. I will deal with the detail of the amendment during 
the committee stage. However, we feel very strongly that this is an opportunity to deal with the matter. We are 
not raising a novel concern. While we are dealing with this comprehensive legislation that provides for the 
regulation of medical practitioners, we have a great opportunity to address the overservicing and directing of 
medical practitioners’ prescribing habits by the subtle or not so subtle influences of various pharmaceutical 
companies. 
I have a couple of questions with which to complete my comments on the bill. I ask the minister whether all the 
recommendations have been taken up in this bill or whether issues have not been picked up on. I will also make 
some comments about professional indemnity insurance under clause 40, which contains a discretion for 
providing indemnity insurance. I cannot understand why it will not be mandatory for all medical practitioners to 
have indemnity insurance. I also have some comments about clause 45, which deals with the duration of 
registration. Why is the period for registration not prescribed by regulation? If there are any other matters, I will 
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deal with them during the committee stage. I encourage members to look very closely at the proposed 
amendment on the provision of gifts and benefits by pharmaceutical companies. It is an issue that Parliament 
could take a very clear stance on. I hope that members will consider the amendment that I will move. 
HON SHELLEY ARCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [8.06 pm]: I will not take up much time of the house 
tonight. I understand that the Medical Practitioners Bill 2006 seeks to provide a framework for the registration 
and regulation of medical practitioners. Essentially, the bill will repeal the Medical Act 1894 and replace it with 
a modernised version. The bill incorporates the recommendations of the review of the Medical Act 1894, which 
was chaired by Professor Bryant Stokes. The bill will also enable Western Australia to implement a scheme of 
portable registration for medical practitioners between Australian jurisdictions. The inclusion of this scheme will 
give effect to an agreement by the Australian Health Ministers’ Conference held in April 2006. 
In terms of the nine parts of the bill, parts 1 and 2 appear to be rather straightforward; however, I have some 
concerns with other parts of the bill. Part 3 describes what constitutes the funds of the board and how they may 
be applied, and sets out the reporting requirements of the board. The source of funds for the board comprises 
registration fees, state government grants, penalties, costs incurred and expenses received in relation to 
disciplinary matters, and other money or property lawfully received. I have had representations from the 
Australian Medical Association that indicate that the bill will impose far more work on the board and may 
increase the costs of its operations and, consequently, registration fees. For example, the registration process has 
been expanded and compliance costs are associated with the introduction of a renewed complaints procedure. I 
would like to receive, as would the AMA, some assurance from the government that the cost imposition of 
meeting the increased requirements of the new act will be reflected in any future funding agreement between the 
parties. 
Part 4 of the bill specifies registration requirements of medical practitioners and the keeping of a register. I have 
some grave concerns with this part, in particular the category of registration that gives effect to conditional 
registration for general practice in remote and rural Western Australia. This category of registration will enable a 
person who has overseas qualifications to apply to work in areas determined by the minister to be rural and 
remote areas of Western Australia. I suggest that this would include areas within my electorate—for example, 
the Kimberley and Pilbara areas. I am concerned about this category of registration because it may lead to a 
standard of care that is less than equal to that delivered to metropolitan patients. As many of us in this place are 
aware, working in the Kimberley and the Pilbara can be extremely challenging, given the high level of social 
disadvantage experienced by many communities. Medical practitioners must also be conscious of cultural 
considerations when practising in and around Indigenous communities. I would like the government to guarantee 
that medical practitioners with overseas qualifications will be provided with appropriate cultural training 
delivered by an appropriate Indigenous organisation from the region that they are employed to work in and that 
they will be closely monitored to ensure that patient care in rural and remote locations is not compromised by 
this category of registration. 
I am also perplexed by the number of conditional registrations granted in WA that allow a person with suitable 
qualifications, but not Australian medical qualifications, to practise in areas that have been determined by the 
minister as “unmet areas of need”. It was reported in the review of the Medical Act that 266 conditional 
registrations were granted in 1998, of which 198, or approximately 74 per cent, were for unmet need. This 
category of registration was the highest of all conditional registrations granted in 1998, and the numbers are said 
to have been steadily increasing over time. It would be helpful for all of us who live in the remote areas of 
Western Australia if the government could explain what constitutes unmet need and, given the increasing 
number of registrations granted in this category, advise whether other strategies could be implemented to meet 
this unmet need with fully registered medical practitioners. 

I also have some concerns about the practical application of clause 40, which relates to professional indemnity 
insurance. I understand that doctors in private practice currently take out their own insurance to protect against 
claims of negligence, and this is not mandatory. Doctors in the public hospital system are covered by RiskCover. 
The explanatory memorandum states that the board can impose a condition on registration that the registrant is 
covered by professional indemnity insurance that meets minimum terms and conditions approved by the board. I 
ask the minister how the board will determine the minimum terms and conditions given the balance that will 
need to be struck between what is in the best interests of the public—for argument’s sake, that all doctors have 
the highest cover possible—what is in the best interests of the doctor in terms of cost of that insurance and what 
insurance companies are prepared to offer. I also ask the minister whether this is an appropriate role for the 
board to undertake given its traditional focus on medical conduct issues rather than insurance arrangements.  

Part 5 of the bill provides for a scheme of portable registration for medical practitioners between Australian 
jurisdictions. I understand the government’s reasons for enacting this part, given the additional expense and the 
red tape that doctors encounter when practising in different states. However, I also share Hon Helen Morton’s 
concerns about the national registrar and how each state board will interact to ensure an up-to-date system is in 
place. I also note that the scheme will become effective only when corresponding law is enacted in other states 
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where the medical practitioners will be registered. It is important that the government explain where each state is 
in enacting such corresponding law and whether the reciprocal arrangements and the register operate when only 
two or three states enact such laws.  

Part 6 of the bill sets out the procedures for dealing with complaints about the professional conduct of medical 
practitioners. It specifies what constitutes disciplinary, competency and impairment matters. I note that there is 
an express definition of sexual exploitation as a disciplinary matter. I have some concerns with this category 
given the tendency of the media to sensationalise such allegations and therefore draw strong public attention 
towards the accused, as we have seen just lately. This reaction is quite warranted in the case of a person who is 
found guilty. However, I share the concerns of a number of organisations whereby the reputation of a medical 
practitioner can be damaged as a result of a complainant found to be mistaken, vexatious or mentally disturbed. 
It is therefore important that the presumption of innocence prevail and that the names of medical practitioners 
under investigation be suppressed. It would be helpful if the government could give an assurance that the 
reputation of a medical practitioner accused of an offence will be protected until he or she is found guilty. 

Part 7 of the bill specifies conduct that constitutes an offence under the act. Offences dealt with under this part 
include such things as practising medicine without registration, employing someone who is not registered, 
obstructing assessors or investigators, providing false or misleading advertising and overservicing or receiving 
benefits in connection with referrals. The act provides for substantial penalties ranging from $1 000 for minor 
offences to $50 000 for more significant offences.  

Part 8 of the bill provides for the development of codes of practice, rules, regulations and forms that are 
necessary to give effect to the act. This part provides that the Medical Board of WA may issue codes of practice 
that contribute to the protection of the public. Codes of practice must be approved by the minister. In doing so, 
the minister must be satisfied that there has been appropriate public consultation and an impact assessment 
conducted. In considering this part, I am confident that the Medical Board of WA, when undertaking public 
consultation, will ensure that the views of all Western Australians are canvassed, including the Indigenous 
population, which is very important. I hope that the minister will closely monitor this process to ensure that the 
views of the wider community are recognised and incorporated into the codes. 

Apart from seeking responses to the above questions, I support the Medical Practitioners Bill and will not be 
proposing any specific amendments at this time.  

HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Minister for Child Protection) [8.17 pm] — in reply: I thank 
members for their contributions to the debate. I will address the key issues that members raised and then we will 
obviously have the opportunity in the committee stage to explore some of the issues. Firstly, I turn to how this 
bill sits with respect to the national registration situation. In March this year the Western Australian government 
signed up to the Council of Australian Governments’ plan for the establishment of a national registration and 
accreditation scheme for nine health professions, including medical practitioners, by 1 July 2010. That scheme 
will supersede the existing legislation. 

Hon Giz Watson asked why we would want to proceed with this piece of legislation when it might have a life of 
only two years. Other states have taken steps to modernise their medical practitioners oversight bill way before 
us. Western Australia is significantly behind the eight ball in that respect. Queensland has been given the task of 
preparing the substantive legislation for the scheme and then Western Australia will look at that legislation and 
draft its own. From the Western Australian government’s point of view, it is some way off. The steps that we are 
taking in the bill before the house now are important ones that are long overdue in Western Australia. It is 
important that we proceed to update and reform the Medical Act 1894. This bill provides us with an opportunity 
to update the legislation, which the stakeholders have waited a very long time for.  

I will work my way through the other matters. Some questions have been raised relating to portable registration 
and corresponding laws. The provisions of part 5 of the bill are intended to facilitate the movement between 
jurisdictions of practitioners with Australian-recognised qualifications; that is, such practitioners will be taken to 
be registered in WA without needing to make a separate application. Any condition on registration imposed by 
another jurisdiction will apply in WA, and the Medical Board of Western Australia must be informed of such 
conditions. Implementation of the portability of registration will be dependent on the availability of a national 
database, which will include details of all medical practitioners registered in Australia. Regulations will then 
prescribe the corresponding law of another state or territory; for example the New South Wales Medical Practice 
Act 1992 could be prescribed as a corresponding law under WA regulations. An interstate practitioner, therefore, 
would be given an automatic right to practise only if the legislation under which the practitioner was registered 
was prescribed under the Western Australian regulations. 
A question was asked about whether a person who is registered under another jurisdiction and chooses to work 
in WA is required to notify the Medical Board of WA when he or she commences practising in WA. The 
nationally agreed drafting instructions considered this issue particularly and took the view that medical 
practitioners would not be required to notify medical boards in jurisdictions other than their home jurisdiction 
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before starting to practise in those jurisdictions except when the registration had been made subject to a 
condition, a limitation or a restriction. There were two reasons for adopting that policy position. Firstly, I guess, 
the general intent of the scheme is that practitioners with portable registration should be able to move freely 
between states. That was the whole intention of the exercise. Secondly, nothing turns on the local registration 
board being notified of an interstate registrant practising in WA. That person is still required to meet the relevant 
registration obligations under the relevant registration act, which is likely to include, for example, a requirement 
that if the registrant changes his or her address, the registrant is required to notify the board. If a disciplinary, 
impairment or competence matter is likely to arise, the local registration board will be able to access the national 
database. Members will recall that I have said that this scheme cannot work until we have a national database for 
the registration details of practitioners.  

Other questions were raised about complaints, I think by Hon Helen Morton. In general, if conduct occurs in WA 
that could be described as a disciplinary matter or an impairment matter, it will be investigated in WA. However, 
in circumstances in which the board takes the view that it is appropriate to do so, it can, under clause 72 of the 
bill, refer a complaint to another regulatory authority. For example, someone registered in New South Wales 
practises in Western Australia for a short period and has been noticed to be affected by drugs or alcohol. That 
person returns to New South Wales and does not intend to come back to WA. No patient has been affected by 
the impairment but the matter is of concern and is the subject of a complaint to the WA board. In those 
circumstances the matter could properly be referred to the New South Wales board. The bill provides the WA 
board with the discretion to do so. The board might decide to deal with the matter in WA, but it will have the 
discretion to refer it elsewhere. It is the case now that the majority of board members are appointed by the 
Minister for Health, and the situation will remain the same if the bill proceeds through the house. 

It is important to note—I know members have noted this themselves—that the drafting of this bill occurred after 
extensive consultation with the stakeholders, and the report that was prepared by Professor Bryant Stokes really 
did canvass all the issues that go to the heart of the bill before us. 

Some questions have been raised about issues to do with overseas-trained doctors, particularly rural and remote 
issues. I will make a couple of points in my response. Firstly, an issue was raised around the requirement for 
English language competency. Under clause 33 of the bill, applicants must have a sound knowledge of English. 
Clause 33(3)(a) refers to the requirements of clause 30(2)(d). 

The level of competence for a rural GP was raised and whether this bill did anything to diminish the opportunity 
for them ascertaining their levels of competence. In fact the regulatory framework for checking their competence 
will remain unchanged if this legislation is passed. It is not true—if there is some kind of suggestion—that the 
words in the bill about having regard to the person’s qualification and experience somehow detract from the 
level of competence. In relation to the current scheme, I refer members to section 11AG of the Medical Act 
headed “Conditional registration for general practice in remote and rural WA”. A medical practitioner who has 
the qualifications and experience obtained overseas but is otherwise competent to practise as a general 
practitioner and undertakes to abide by the conditions that are set out may be eligible for registration in this 
category. Those conditions are that they can practise only as a GP; they must practise in rural and remote WA for 
five years after registration; and they must become a fellow of the Royal Australian College of General 
Practitioners within two years of registration.  

People who apply under that scheme are required to lodge an application with the Western Australian Centre for 
Remote and Rural Medicine, which will determine whether those practitioners meet the standards set by 
WACRRM. That is a scheme that is very well regarded. Western Australia is in fact at the forefront of practising 
medicine in rural and remote areas. There is nothing in the bill before the house now that in any way diminishes 
that existing scheme. It is certainly not intended, as suggested by Hon Giz Watson, that somehow a lower 
standard would apply for overseas-trained doctors who practise in rural and remote areas. It is certainly not 
intended that a lesser standard will apply. The threshold that must be met is whether they are competent to 
practise in Western Australia as practitioners, which is a fairly high standard in any event. It is not intended to 
lower the standard of competence that would be expected of any general practitioner working anywhere in 
Western Australia. 
Another matter that was canvassed, I think by Hon Giz Watson, was the report prepared by Professor Stokes and 
whether any of the recommendations in the report had not been included in the bill. There are some, and the vast 
majority are about references to the medical tribunal, which of course has been replaced by the State 
Administrative Tribunal. There were also recommendations related to corporate providers. The policy position 
the government has taken in respect of that was to focus on the activities of corporate providers that may 
interfere with the clinical practice of medical practitioners. The clause that has been included in the bill in 
relation to corporate providers, therefore, reflects the position in the majority of other jurisdictions around 
Australia. There are some other recommendations of a minor nature that have not been implemented. They refer, 
for example, to appeal rights to the Supreme Court when the medical tribunal, as opposed to SAT, was the body 
to which disputes were referred.  
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The issue of whether professional indemnity insurance should be mandatory was raised by all three members. 
Firstly, I will say that mandatory insurance is not now the case in Western Australia, nor is it the case, as I 
understand it, in a majority of the other jurisdictions. During the working party’s consultations and discussions, 
the Australian Medical Association indicated its opposition to a compulsory professional indemnity insurance 
arrangement being written into the act. The review, conducted by Professor Stokes, canvasses all those issues in 
a report that—I do not need to remind members—has been publicly available for some time. The Stokes report 
supported in principle the Medical Board’s role to ensure the adequacy of the professional indemnity cover 
under which medicine is practised; noted that legislative changes had been made or were planned to be made in 
Victoria and New South Wales that would have the effect of empowering those states’ respective medical boards 
to enforce compliance with appropriate standards of professional indemnity; and noted that the Australian Health 
Ministers’ Advisory Council had commissioned some work on medical indemnity arrangements in Australia. 
The working party in fact referred to the need for further consultation and consideration to be given to the 
question of indemnity insurance, but did not take a position different from that of the AMA. However, the 
working party flagged the need for further consultation with a view to reaching an agreed position. Clearly, 
stakeholders in the industry do not have an agreed position on the question of indemnity insurance. 

Another matter raised by members was the reason the period of registration is not prescribed in the legislation. 
The duration of registration will be up to three years in accordance with the recommendations of the review. The 
registration period may be as low as one year, depending on the class of registration—that is, whether it is 
conditional, provisional or general. The duration of registration for a general practitioner will probably be three 
years. Clause 45 provides that the term of registration will be prescribed by the regulations and not the act, and 
that is because the term of registration may well be different for the different classes of registration. Therefore, 
rather than now say that the duration of registration will be one year for conditional, two years for provisional 
and three years for general registration, the legislation sets out that registration will be between one and three 
years. The review recommended that registration be for a period of up to three years except when the board 
grants specific purpose conditional registration or decides in any individual case, having regard to public 
protection purposes, that it is important to grant an issue of registration or renew it for a period that is less than 
the prescribed upper limit.  

Hon Giz Watson referred to an amendment about gifts that she put on the supplementary notice paper. The 
government will not support that amendment. Essentially, the position taken by the government is that all the 
matters within this legislation have been subject to wide and extensive consultation to ensure outcomes that the 
stakeholders could work with. The matter raised by Hon Giz Watson has not been subject to that degree of 
consultation, and the government would be reluctant, at this late point, to pursue a position that had not been 
canvassed with the relevant stakeholders. The two big jurisdictions in Australia, Victoria and New South Wales, 
have not gone down this path. However, it is an issue worthy of debate. Hon Giz Watson referred to existing 
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission provisions that require the publication of certain information 
about gifts from pharmaceutical companies. I think there is a view in Western Australia that another body, the 
Western Australian Council for Safety and Quality in Health Care, sets the standards for quality issues and that 
the issue of gifts would be more appropriately reflected in the work of that body. Of course, clause 139 already 
provides for an offence of undue influence to deter people from exerting influence over the clinical judgement of 
a practitioner. Clause 140, to which I think the honourable member referred, deals with payment or acceptance 
of payment for referrals; however, clause 139 deals with the matter of exerting undue influence. 

Hon Shelley Archer asked about funds of the Medical Board. I do not have advice on that but perhaps the 
member could ask me a question in committee. However, if I cannot take a question in committee, I am certainly 
happy to provide the member with the government’s response on that matter. 

I have already canvassed the issue of conditional registration in my comments, and I urge Hon Shelley Archer to 
make contact with WACRRM, if she has not done so already. Some fantastic overseas-trained doctors provide 
health services to people in the Kimberley; including two doctors who do an absolutely fantastic job in Halls 
Creek and who, amongst other things, have set up a scholarship incentive arrangement with the local kids to 
encourage school attendance. For example, these doctors have agreed to fund an overseas trip to Disneyland. 
They are doing a fantastic job. I know of other overseas-trained doctors in the Kimberley and elsewhere in 
Western Australia who are engaged in absolutely culturally appropriate ways with their communities and who 
are doing a fantastic job. It would be unfortunate if legitimate questions asked to ensure the observance of high 
standards were to cast aspersions on the work of some of these doctors, many of whom are doing a fantastic job. 

With those comments I have broadly canvassed the issues raised by the members. No doubt we will have further 
conversations as we go through the bill in committee. It remains for me to again thank members for their 
contributions and to commend the bill to the house. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time.  
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Committee 

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Ray Halligan) in the chair; Hon Sue Ellery (Minister for Child 
Protection) in charge of the bill. 

Clauses 1 to 32 put and passed. 
Clause 33: Conditional registration for general practice in remote and rural WA — 

Hon GIZ WATSON: This clause deals with registration in remote and rural Western Australia. I understand the 
minister to have said that there will be no change to the checking and supervision of rural and remote 
practitioners. I realise the minister made some comments in response to the second reading debate. However, I 
would like to know exactly what is currently involved in the monitoring and supervision of remote and rural 
practitioners. If there are to be any changes, what will they be? 
Hon SUE ELLERY: I understand that it is a combination of two elements. Monitoring and supervision are 
provided mainly by the WA Centre for Remote and Rural Medicine. There is an initial interview process through 
WACRRM, which then informs the board of the outcome of the assessment. If the member recalls, the terms 
under which they receive that conditional registration include two specific time related aspects that need to be 
monitored and overseen during that time. Firstly, they must practise in remote and rural WA for five years after 
registration. At the conclusion of that five-year period, and subject to satisfactory performance, their registration 
will then be transferred into the recognised specialist qualifications and experience, with the speciality being 
“fellow in general practice”. Their performance is measured throughout that five years. Failure to meet 
satisfactory performance during that five years means that they will not achieve a capacity to practise as a fellow 
in general practice. I understand that is the WACRRM provision. The Fellowship of Royal Australian College of 
General Practitioners also plays a role because doctors must meet the requirements of registration with the 
Fellowship of the Royal Australian College of GPs within two years of entering the scheme. According to the 
advice available to me, that monitoring and supervision involves a combination of demonstrating that they have 
met the requirements to become members of the Royal Australian College of GPs and of demonstrating 
satisfactory performance at the end of the five-year period, during which they are obligated to practise in rural 
and remote areas to have their registration transferred to the general practice qualification.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: That is useful. WACRRM involves an initial interview, and at the end of the five-year 
period another assessment is done to determine whether the doctor’s qualifications can be transferred. Between 
that five years, what checking is done?  
Hon SUE ELLERY: The doctors must demonstrate satisfactory performance. I cannot tell the member what 
tools the assessors use to determine whether they have met satisfactory performance. No-one here is able to tell 
me what those tools are, but the doctors must demonstrate satisfactory performance, so there is some kind of 
measurement of that.  
Hon Peter Collier: I hope so.  
Hon SUE ELLERY: It is a requirement that they must demonstrate that satisfactory performance. If the member 
is asking me whether they are tested every three months or every six months and what they need to demonstrate, 
I am unable to provide that detail. However, I am happy to give an undertaking that I will provide that 
information. Nonetheless, there are two key points: they must meet the qualifications to join the royal college 
within two years and, at the end of five years, if they want to move into the general practice area, they must have 
demonstrated satisfactory performance during that five years. I am unable to spell out what actual tool is used to 
measure that.  
Hon GIZ WATSON: I understand that it is not necessarily a requirement for other doctors to undergo a regular 
assessment process. I understand the royal college has various requirements depending on whether it is a GP, an 
obstetrician or whatever. I am not sure that they are similarly prescriptive with the regularity of those 
assessments. I think there is a requirement for them to indicate that they have undertaken additional training in 
particular areas. My concern relates to that intervening five years. I would appreciate it if the minister could 
provide me with more detailed information on what that actually entails. It is quite a significant question. Health 
consumers in remote and regional areas would probably like to know what that process will be to ensure that the 
assessment is sufficient.  
Hon Sue Ellery: Of course, that is not the first assessment. The first assessment happens at the end of two years.  
Hon GIZ WATSON: Yes. It is a little disappointing that the information is not readily available, given that the 
bill has taken a very long time to get to this point. It would not have been unreasonable to expect an answer to 
that question, given that members foreshadowed that this is an area of concern. In fact, I think all members who 
contributed to the debate in this place indicated that this is a particular area of scrutiny on which they want more 
information, so it is a little disappointing that the information is not available this evening when we might well 
complete our debate on the bill tonight. If the minister could undertake to provide that information as soon as it 
is made available, that would be useful to me.  
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Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 34 to 39 put and passed. 

Clause 40: Professional indemnity insurance — 
Hon GIZ WATSON: I raised this issue in my contribution to the second reading debate. Professional indemnity 
insurance is an important area. The term is defined in clause 40(1) as — 

. . . professional indemnity insurance that meets the minimum terms and conditions approved by the 
Board.  

That is all well and good. Subclause (2) states — 

Without limiting the Board’s powers under section 30, 32, 33, 34 or 38, the Board may by written 
notice impose both of the following conditions as a conditions of registration . . .  

Professional indemnity insurance will obviously be discretionary and not mandatory. I realise that the minister 
has responded to this point but I have to say that it seems that the government has caved in to medical 
practitioners in this regard. Medical practitioners have some of the most significant powers that anyone can have 
in that they have power over people’s lives. As such, why would professional indemnity insurance not be 
mandatory? Perhaps the minister can respond. Does this mean that once this legislation is enacted, medical 
practitioners will be able to practise in this state without first obtaining professional indemnity insurance?  

Hon SUE ELLERY: In response to the first part of the question on the discretion to obtain professional 
indemnity insurance, the provisions in this bill are the same as those in other health practitioner legislation that 
we have dealt with. There is no difference. This is also the case in the majority of the other jurisdictions around 
Australia. In response to the last part of the question on whether medical practitioners could practise without 
professional indemnity insurance, that decision would be made by the board. A logical extension is that they 
could. I do not know whether that is the case. That will be at the discretion of the board.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: By logical extension, if the board has the capacity to not impose that as a requirement, 
doctors could operate without professional indemnity insurance. What would be the consequences of that? I am 
just trying to follow this through. I think the general public would be disturbed if the medical practitioners they 
saw did not have professional indemnity insurance. If that were the case, what would happen with a claim of 
negligence?  

Hon Helen Morton: They would lose their house.  

Hon GIZ WATSON: They would lose their house. They might have to declare themselves bankrupt and then 
there would be further problems. This interests me, having been a builder. I could not operate as a builder in this 
state without holding indemnity insurance. A person cannot operate, be registered or run a business without 
indemnity insurance. It seems rather extraordinary that it is discretionary in this profession of all professions. 
Given the possible consequences, the medical profession is probably even more dangerous than the building 
profession.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: To a certain extent, we are in the realms of the hypothetical. If it were me, I would not 
practise without professional indemnity insurance. I suspect that there are a range of overlapping requirements 
that would mean that medical practitioners would probably be required to take out professional indemnity 
insurance, if not by the board, then perhaps by some other body. For instance, medical professionals working in 
a hospital setting might be required to take out professional indemnity insurance. I am not talking about medical 
practitioners who are public employees or who are contractors to the public sector, but I imagine that St John of 
God Health Care, for instance, would have a position on whether the medical practitioners operating within its 
group needed to have professional indemnity insurance. I also suspect that the royal colleges have a position on 
whether their members ought to have professional indemnity insurance. We are somewhat in the realms of the 
hypothetical. I understand that, in practice, a range of policies and protocols, separate from the board exercising 
its discretion one way or the other, would probably have the effect of requiring most medical practitioners to 
have some form of professional indemnity insurance.  

Hon HELEN MORTON: The way I interpret this is that we are now able to provide registration for non-
practising medical practitioners, so the board will determine which class of registration requires professional 
indemnity insurance and which class does not. In other words, there are practitioners who are able to be 
registered who may not need professional indemnity insurance.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: I just need to clarify the question. The member used the expression “now”. Under a 
previous piece of legislation, a non-practising registrant could operate without professional indemnity insurance. 
I am not sure whether the member means “now” as in now or “now” as in under the bill.  

Hon HELEN MORTON: I did not consider how it operates at the moment. 
Hon Sue Ellery: The member used the word “now”. Does the member mean under the bill?  
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Hon HELEN MORTON: Yes. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Is the member talking about a non-practising registrant? 
Hon Helen Morton: I am suggesting that the board will be able to determine which class of registration may 
require professional indemnity insurance and which ones will not. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: The answer to that is yes. 
Hon Helen Morton: The reason for that is that someone might not need insurance if he is a non-practising 
medical practitioner.  
Hon SUE ELLERY: Clearly, he does not if he is a non-practising registrant. 
Hon RAY HALLIGAN: My experiences have been through my wife, who used to work for an orthopaedic 
surgeon who operated at St John of God Health Care at Subiaco. He was not able to operate unless he was able 
to present a current certificate of professional indemnity insurance. That was the only reason they allowed him to 
operate at that hospital. Had it not been current, he would not have been allowed to operate. There is no doubt 
that professional indemnity insurance for all professions is an extremely expensive item, but it is also extremely 
expensive if people do not have it and an accident, for want of a better term, occurs. Professional people, such as 
doctors, lawyers, accountants and others, are fully aware of this. They would definitely be quite silly if they felt 
that they would be able to continue in their profession without adequately covering themselves in this area. 
However, I am interested to know, through the minister, where in clause 40 Hon Giz Watson believes that there 
is that option for, in this case, medical practitioners to possibly operate without it.  
Hon SUE ELLERY: Hon Giz Watson drew our attention to subclause (2), the clause being expressed as “the 
Board may”. 
Hon Ray Halligan: It refers to conditions, and it would appear that Hon Giz Watson believes that they may be 
zero conditions and therefore mean zero insurance.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: If Hon Ray Halligan goes on to read the clause over the page, he will see that —  
. . . the Board may by written notice impose both of the following conditions as a condition of 
registration . . .  

(a) that — 
. . .  

(ii) the medical care provided . . . must be covered by professional indemnity insurance. 

Hon Ray Halligan: They are all obligatory; “must be”. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Yes, but the introductory part of the clause reads “the Board may” make it compulsory. 

Hon Ray Halligan: “By written notice”, which could be taken any number of ways. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: The intent is that the discretion rests with the board — 
Hon Ray Halligan: As to whether they have indemnity insurance. Was that the intent of the writing of the 
legislation? 
Hon SUE ELLERY: What I canvassed in my second reading response was that when the working party that 
was chaired by Professor Bryant Stokes canvassed this issue, the question was whether it ought to be mandatory 
that practitioners have professional indemnity insurance. The final recommendation of the working party was 
that in principle the Medical Board should have a role in ensuring the adequacy of professional indemnity. The 
working party went on to further recommend that further consultation happen and further work be done on 
setting standards of professional indemnity insurance. It was therefore a very deliberate decision to draft the bill 
in such a way that the board had the discretion of whether to require a practitioner to have professional 
indemnity. We are referring to the board, and not an employer such as the St John of God group. The very clear 
intention was that the board retain the discretion to determine whether a practitioner was required to have 
professional indemnity. We all might have a point of view about what we would do if we found ourselves in that 
situation. I know what I would do, but the discretion was clearly intended to rest with the board. 
Hon RAY HALLIGAN: That is particularly interesting because it brings me back to the point now: why have a 
board, why have registration and why ensure that a doctor is qualified? Is it not to protect the patient? If the 
board is there to protect a patient, I would suggest that professional indemnity insurance is one of those 
obligatory matters. If we are to make sure that doctors are qualified to do what they believe they can do and hold 
themselves out to be able to do and if the board wants to keep track of them by registering to protect the patient, 
the patient needs to be protected. If something goes wrong and the patient needs to see the doctor and the doctor 
is not insured and has—we will call the doctor a he at this time—all his assets in his wife’s name, where is the 
patient? There is no protection for the patient. It seems to me a bit of a nonsense to go to all this trouble to 
protect the patient by doing all these things and not ensuring that the doctor is insured.  
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Hon SUE ELLERY: The honourable member may well hold that point of view and it may or may not be one 
that I see perfect logic in. However, the work that was done essentially by the industry itself reached this 
position. I suspect that in practice the situation of the orthopaedic surgeon, for whom the honourable member’s 
wife worked, is common practice.  
Hon Ray Halligan: Not the exception. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Yes, which is why when I was having this conversation with Hon Giz Watson I said that 
to some extent I think we are in the realm of the hypothetical. The stakeholders themselves—I guess in light of 
knowing what the practice arrangements were, for example, operating out of St John of God hospital group and 
taking all those things into account—reached the position that the matter of whether professional indemnity 
insurance is attached to a condition of registration is a matter that the board should decide itself. They decided 
that the discretion should rest there. They did flag, though, that there needs to be more work done on this area. 
Hon RAY HALLIGAN: I hear and thank the minister for that explanation. I can understand that when the 
minister asked the question of the industry, the industry looked for some flexibility. Whether it is appropriate is 
another matter. If everyone—particularly the government in this case because it is legislation—is out to protect 
the patient, for which I believe they have need and which is the reason for the legislation, I would be very 
concerned if something happens in the future that suggests that such insurance should in fact have been 
obligatory. 
Hon GIZ WATSON: I note that the minister quoted from the working party recommendation, a copy of which I 
have in front of me, that further consideration be given to the question of the Medical Board having a role in 
setting standards for professional indemnity insurance under cover of which medicine is practised and enforced, 
and in the compliance with such standards through registration. A little further on in the report the working 
group made a recommendation to involve further consultation with interested parties in Western Australia, 
including the Australian Medical Association, health consumers, the Medical Defence Association and the 
Medical Board. I wonder whether there has been any further discussion or consultation on this issue of 
professional health indemnity insurance; and, if so, what those discussions or consultation have resulted in. 
Perhaps the minister could indicate where it is at. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Consultation did occur on the final dot point of recommendation 36 and that position is 
reflected in the bill before us now. However, the Medical Board must do further work on it. I understand that 
work is ongoing regarding its obligations for the terms and conditions of professional indemnity. 
Hon GIZ WATSON: Finally, I note that the minister said in her response that the issue of professional 
indemnity insurance may well be covered by requirements under the colleges’ requirements. I realise that the 
minister does not have that information here, otherwise she would have told me. I am interested to know whether 
those requirements are covered under the colleges or another body. If that is happening, it provides some 
reassurance. I am interested to know whether or not there is a requirement somewhere else. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: I am happy to provide that information but I will have to do it at a later date because I do 
not have that information in front of me now. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clauses 41 to 65 put and passed. 

Clause 66: Medical officer of visiting forces — 
Hon SUE ELLERY: I move — 

Page 48, line 5 — To insert after “visiting” the following — 
force 

This amendment is needed to fix an omission that occurred when an amendment was successfully moved in the 
other place to refer to visiting medical practitioners. The reference to “visiting medical practitioner” in clause 66 
was amended separately to read “visiting force medical practitioner”. However, an amendment was not moved to 
the reference to a visiting medical practitioner in clause 66(4)(d), although it was clearly intended that that 
should occur. The purpose of the amendment before the house is to add the word “force” to the title “visiting 
medical practitioner” in clause 66(4)(d) to ensure consistency throughout that clause regarding a visiting force 
medical practitioner. 
Amendment put and passed. 
Clause, as amended, put and passed. 
Clause 67 put and passed. 
Clause 68: Persons who are to be taken to be registered under section 30 or 38 — 
Hon HELEN MORTON: This amendment refers to the practice by an interstate practitioner and those persons 
who are taken to be registered under either section 30 or 38 of the future act. I listened to the minister’s response 
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to this matter and I understood that she confirmed in her response that there is no requirement whatsoever for a 
medical practitioner to notify the WA Medical Board if a practitioner is registered in another state and has no 
conditions upon his registration and that there is no requirement for him to ever notify the WA Medical Board 
that he is now practising in Western Australia. When I am clear that that is the case, I will want to know whether 
there will be an avenue under part 5, when the national registration scheme is up and running, for the further 
regulation of part 5 and whether we will have another opportunity to reconsider it or whether this is our one and 
only chance to get this part to work the way we think it should work in Western Australia. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: The member’s first question asked me to clarify a point that I thought I had clarified in my 
second reading response, which is that there is no requirement to notify. The point of having a portable scheme is 
that a national database must be in place and the laws in Western Australia must recognise the corresponding 
registration bodies in the other states. The member is correct that there would not be a requirement for a 
practitioner to notify the WA Medical Board. The second question was whether Western Australia would have 
another opportunity to debate this matter if the national registration scheme goes ahead. The answer is yes. The 
process that has been agreed through the Council of Australian Governments is that Queensland will draft 
substantive legislation and the other jurisdictions will prepare their own legislation based on the work that has 
been done on the Queensland model. I am sorry, I need to correct that. Everyone else will adopt the Queensland 
legislation but the Western Australian government has said that it wants to have its own legislation. Western 
Australia will get the chance to debate its own version of that legislation. Although that legislation has not been 
prepared yet, we anticipate that it will include provisions similar to this one. We anticipate also that regulations 
will be attached to that legislation. Therefore, there would be a debate about the legislation and the normal 
provisions would apply to the regulations, which are disallowable. That will provide another opportunity for 
debate. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Another aspect is that we have been trying really hard to find out what the national 
registration model will look like. Will there be separate laws? I think the minister has just said that each state 
will have separate laws that are specific to that state and that the national register will be nothing but a register 
that informs the individual state boards of who is registered where and where they are working. Will this register 
be specifically for medical practitioners? When the national registration scheme first got underway, it was a 
single national registration scheme for all health practitioners, not just medical practitioners. I understand that 
that situation has now changed and each health discipline will have its own national scheme. I want confirmation 
that the register will be specifically for medical practitioners and will have names and locations, but that an 
individual board in each state will carry out all the functions of the board. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: The intergovernmental agreement for a national registration and accreditation scheme was 
signed by the Council of Australian Governments in March 2008. A copy of that agreement is available on 
COAG’s website and has been available since that time. The agreement sets out that COAG has agreed to 
establish a single national scheme with a single national agency encompassing both the registration and 
accreditation functions. The national registration and accreditation scheme will consist of a ministerial council, 
an independent Australian health workforce advisory council, a national agency with an agency management 
committee, national profession-specific boards, committees of the boards, a national office to support the 
operations of the scheme and at least one local presence in each state and territory. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 69 to 71 put and passed. 

Clause 72: Referral of complaint to regulatory authority in another State or a Territory — 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I heard the minister’s explanation about the referral of complaints to the registration 
board in the jurisdiction in which the medical practitioner is registered. In my contribution to the second reading 
debate, I specifically asked how the government will ensure that a complaint made by a member of the public in 
Western Australia who may want to represent himself or herself or who may want to involve local people is dealt 
with in Western Australia and not in, say, Queensland. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: There are two parts to the answer. First, the decision about whether or not the Western 
Australian board has the jurisdiction to hear a matter depends on the severity of the complaint. It is the case that 
certain categories of complaints must go directly to SAT; in fact, they are not dealt with by the board. If that is 
the nature of the person’s complaint, that is not a discretionary matter—it is dealt with by SAT, which is the 
Western Australian jurisdiction. If the complaint is of a lesser nature and the board has the jurisdiction to hear it, 
it is discretionary whether the board, having considered all the matters, including whether or not the complainant 
wants to appear and represent himself or herself, will hear the matter in Western Australia or will refer it to the 
other jurisdiction. There are two tests to be met. First, is the complaint such that it cannot be heard by the board 
and must be heard by SAT? If that is the case and it is a serious complaint, there is no question that it will be 
heard in Western Australia. The next test is whether it fits within the jurisdiction of the board. The board is 
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required to determine whether it hears the matter or refers it to the other body, and it has the capacity to take into 
account the views of the complainant about his or her capacity or otherwise to travel or whatever the case may 
be. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I am looking at the chart of the overview of the regulatory structure that outlines 
which matters can be heard by the board and which matters automatically go to the State Administrative 
Tribunal. Issues of impairment can be heard by the board through the impairment review committee and the 
professional standards committee. I imagine that these issues include people feeling concerned that a medical 
practitioner has not acted in a professional manner or appears to have acted or behaved in a way that might mean 
his judgement is impaired. These are the sorts of matters that need to be heard in Western Australia. Members of 
the public and other people will want to have some input to that process. I had hoped that the minister could find 
a way to ensure that that could happen. 

Secondly, the State Administrative Tribunal is the appeal mechanism for other matters or matters that have not 
been heard properly. If a complaint is heard by the registration board in, say, Queensland and the complainant is 
not happy with the outcome and wants to appeal, will that matter be referred back to Western Australia? 

Hon SUE ELLERY: There are two components to the question asked by Hon Helen Morton. In relation to the 
first part, I can give some commitment that a matter raised by a Western Australian person about something that 
happened in Western Australia, where the jurisdiction to deal with the matter is held by the board rather than 
SAT, can certainly be dealt with in Western Australia. Does this legislation mandate that it must be dealt with in 
Western Australia? The answer is no. The discretion rests with the board. Let us canvas the kinds of things that 
will determine the board’s decision whether it will exercise its discretion to hear it here or refer it. It would 
depend on the circumstances. I am advised that the board would take very seriously propositions from the 
complainant such as the inconvenience to him or her and the fact that he or she would not get his or her day in 
court if it was referred somewhere else. The board would take those things into account and take its decision 
making very seriously.  

I now turn to the second part of the question. If a case is referred to Queensland and the complainant is not happy 
with the outcome made by the Queensland board, does it come back to SAT or is it dealt with in the other 
jurisdiction’s appeal mechanism? It is dealt with under the other jurisdiction’s appeal mechanism. Western 
Australian SAT does not have the power to review the decision of a medical board in another jurisdiction.  

In exercising a discretion, can the board take into account the inconvenience to the complainant and that sort of 
thing? Absolutely, it can, and it should. Does the bill mandate that? No, it does not. Will the government 
consider an amendment to do it? No, we will not because we think we have the balance right by ensuring that 
portability of registration has some meaning. The board can take those matters into account in determining 
whether it is fair that the complainant is disadvantaged because he or she is not able to travel to New South 
Wales, Queensland or wherever. The board has the capacity to take those things into account, but does the bill 
mandate it? No, it does not.  

Hon HELEN MORTON: I want to register my disappointment with that provision because I think it is selling 
out the Western Australian public. I ask a final question on this matter. Regardless of where the medical 
practitioner is registered, does the determination about where that complaint will be held lie wholly and solely 
with the Medical Board of Western Australia? 

Hon SUE ELLERY: Yes, assuming it has the jurisdiction to deal with it and it is not a matter that automatically 
goes to SAT.  

Hon HELEN MORTON: It is up to the WA board to make the decision, regardless of where that doctor is 
registered and regardless of where the complaint is lodged. I do not know how it could come about but a person 
may become aware that a certain practitioner is registered in Queensland. Nevertheless, if that person is a 
Western Australian, regardless of the fact that the practitioner is registered in Queensland and that the 
complainant made the complaint to the Queensland registration board in the first instance, can the decision about 
where that complaint can be managed be made by any board other than the Western Australian board? 

Hon SUE ELLERY: I think the member has got herself a bit tangled. Is she talking about a Western Australian 
person making the complaint?  

Hon Helen Morton: Yes. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: A complaint is made to the Western Australian board.  

Hon Helen Morton: No, the complaint is made about a doctor in Western Australia. Wherever that complaint is 
made, it is made about a doctor practising in Western Australia.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Our board has jurisdiction over complaints that are made in WA. Let us say that the 
scheme is in place and somebody wants to complain about somebody in Queensland. That person will make the 
complaint in Queensland. 
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Hon Helen Morton: That is not my question.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Perhaps the member has me tangled up. I need her to clarify what she is asking, trying not 
to use double negatives.  

Hon HELEN MORTON: Who makes the decision about where a complaint will be heard about any doctor who 
is working in Western Australia if the complaint is a Western Australian incident? If by some chance the 
complainant knows that this doctor is registered in another state and made his or her complaint to that state’s 
registration board, would it be referred back to WA for a decision on where the complaint would be dealt with?  

Hon SUE ELLERY: Assuming the scheme is in place, whoever receives the complaint will make the decision 
about whether it is appropriate to send it, for example, to Western Australia to be heard by the Western 
Australian board. It depends on where the complaint is received. That body will make the decision about whether 
it is appropriate for it to hear it in Queensland because the complainant is in Queensland. 

Hon Helen Morton: No, the complainant is in WA.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: If the complaint is made to the WA board — 

Hon Helen Morton: No, the complainant is in WA. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: The member is not letting me finish. Whichever board receives the complaint is the board 
that determines whether it will deal with this complaint or refer it to another board; say, to the Western 
Australian board because that is where the doctor is. Whichever board receives the complaint will determine 
whether it is appropriate for it to deal with the complaint or refer it to its corresponding jurisdiction in Western 
Australia. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 73 to 77 put and passed.  

Clause 78: Impairment matters —  
Hon GIZ WATSON: Clause 78 deals with impairment matters. I have a question about the choice of words in 
this clause. The clause states — 

The following are impairment matters — 

(a) that a person is affected by his or her use of or dependence on alcohol or a drug to such an 
extent that the ability of the person to practise medicine is, or is likely to be, affected 
adversely; 

Surely alcohol is a drug and the clause ought to read “dependence on alcohol or any other drug”. It is an issue 
that bugs me regularly—that alcohol is somehow not a drug but a standalone substance. I would have thought the 
clause should read “alcohol or any other drug”. If the minister considers this to be a relatively inoffensive 
amendment, I suggest that this clause could be amended to read “any other drug”.  

Hon SUE ELLERY: The wording of this clause reflects the wording in the report. I understand the point the 
member is making. I have no issue with the clause saying “alcohol or other drug”. If the member wants to move 
an amendment in that way, I am relaxed about doing that. All this clause does is reflect the terminology used by 
the medical profession itself in its report. 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Hon Graham Giffard): I think Hon Giz Watson is moving an amendment. 

Hon GIZ WATSON: I am just about to write an amendment. I am sorry, I am slightly off. I will take two 
seconds. 

Hon Sue Ellery: You didn’t think I was going to say yes! 

Hon GIZ WATSON: Yes! 

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Hon Giz Watson has moved an amendment to clause 78 — 

Page 55, line 17 — To delete “a” and insert the words “any other”. 

The phrase would then read — 

dependence on alcohol or any other drug 

Amendment put and passed. 

Clause, as amended, put and passed. 

Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, on motion by Hon Sue Ellery (Minister for Child 
Protection). 
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TEMPORARY ORDERS 
Motion 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural — Leader of the House) [9.43 pm] — without notice: I move — 

That the temporary orders adopted and in force on 2 April 2008 relating to the days and times of sittings 
of the Council and for the transaction of business be extended from 7 May until 16 May 2008. 

As honourable members will be aware, this is a motion that requires an absolute majority. The process of 
seeking to set in place again the temporary orders gives the house time to work through the issues of a sessional 
order in the future, and that is the reason for the termination date of this motion being set as 16 May. Effectively, 
therefore, the temporary orders start tomorrow and go through until they cease effect on Thursday week. 
Presumably by that time we will have a clearer picture about where we are going. 

The important point I must make is that it means that in the event that this motion is supported by an absolute 
majority of the house, we will resume our sitting tomorrow at 2.00 pm—that is the critical point—on the basis of 
the same temporary orders that applied from 2 April to 10 April, with the application of the same order of 
business colour chart. I think that puts the motion in reasonable perspective, as the temporary orders include the 
common time for question time at 4.30 pm. I hope honourable members will be inclined to support the 
reinstatement of the temporary sessional orders. 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral — Leader of the Opposition) [9.45 pm]: The opposition 
supports the motion moved by the Leader of the House. I think that the temporary sessional order, which is based 
on a previous sessional order, is a quite sensible way to manage the affairs of the house, and I am quite happy for 
us to continue with that temporary order for the next couple of weeks. 

The leader has indicated that he wishes to discuss a permanent sessional order, which is probably a contradiction 
in terms if truth be known. I think the time has almost come at which we actually need a permanent set of 
standing orders that reflects the situation we are all striving to achieve, rather than simply falling back to the old 
standing orders whenever it suits and having sessional orders apply at other times that suit. I am therefore quite 
comfortable in discussing the matter with the leader. He has indicated clearly an ambit claim from the 
government about how the house might operate in the future. I have indicated to him that ambit claims never 
achieve the ultimate and total goal, and I suspect that the same thing will happen on this occasion. 
I also remind the leader, because there was a bit of confusion the last time we had a temporary order, that when 
private members’ time is on, even though the colour chart states that it is from 10.00 am until 1.00 pm, that does 
not mean that the whole three hours is for private members’ time. Indeed, if the leader read the fine print, he 
would know that during that three-hour period, two hours is in fact set aside for private members’ time. The rest 
of the time can be taken up with formal business and, as the leader knows, formal business can in effect take a 
whole hour—it must terminate at the end of one hour. That is why three hours are coloured in grey on the order 
of business chart, but members need to remember that only two hours are available for private members’ time. 

If the leader feels the necessity to inform the Premier that he has now worked that out, it would be a good thing 
too, as the Premier himself would not make statements in the other place that are in fact incorrect. I just wanted 
to remind the house of that situation. I know that when we have private members’ time this week, two hours will 
be set aside for whoever has the private members’ time. However, we need to work out who it will be. In the past 
when we had annual sessional orders, we worked out that there were a certain number of sitting weeks a year, we 
then counted the number of members who were not ministers in the house, and divided one number into another 
with an extraordinarily complicated formula that determined how many private members’ occasions would be 
available to each party. We applied the temporary order for only two weeks when the house last sat, and the 
leader was kind enough to say that the opposition Liberal Party could have those two occasions; however, we 
agreed with the Greens (WA) and the National Party that they would have the second opportunity. The 
temporary order that the leader is moving is for another two weeks; therefore, we need to sit down and strongly 
debate who will have those two weeks. However, I acknowledge, for the sake of argument, that we had one hour 
today with an urgency motion, which was effectively one hour of private members’ time today. I am therefore 
not unhappy about compensating for that come Thursday when private members’ time will occupy two hours.  

With those few comments, we support the proposition and look forward in the next two weeks to achieving a 
negotiated outcome that might actually lead to a decision in the very near future to change our standing orders to 
reflect the sessional orders that we have been trialling for about the past six years.  

HON GIZ WATSON (North Metropolitan) [9.50 pm]: The Greens (WA) too are happy to support the motion 
and to continue negotiating a more permanent arrangement. I agree with the Leader of the Opposition that the 
sooner we do that the better so that we can plan for the rest of the year rather than jump from one set of hours to 
another so frequently.  

Question put and passed with an absolute majority. 
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JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Assembly Membership 

Message from the Assembly received and read notifying that Dr J.M. Edwards, MLA, has been appointed to the 
Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission to fill the vacancy caused by the 
resignation of Mrs J. Hughes, MLA. 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural — Leader of the House) [9.51 pm]: I move — 

That the house do now adjourn. 

Teacher Enterprise Bargaining Agreement — School Clusters — Adjournment Debate 

HON PETER COLLIER (North Metropolitan) [9.51 pm]: I would like to make a couple of comments about a 
few education issues that have transpired particularly over the past week. The first issue concerns the fact that 
the enterprise bargaining agreement between the government and the State School Teachers’ Union has not been 
agreed to. Quite frankly, at a time when teachers need to be shown more than ever that they are valued by the 
community and the government, this EBA should be done and dusted. It should have been signed off in October 
last year. It still has not been signed off. Hundreds of teachers are resigning and morale is at an all-time low. If 
the government wants to stop this crisis in our public education system, it needs to sign the teachers’ EBA and 
show teachers that it values them.  

I have made a number of comments about the fact that the government’s strategies on this EBA agreement have 
been fatally flawed. In particular, the advertising campaign launched by the Minister for Education and Training 
a couple of months ago was blatantly misleading. It compared 2011 salaries for Western Australian teachers with 
teacher salaries in the other states for 2008, claiming that Western Australian teachers were the highest paid in 
the land. Of course, that was nonsense. I tried on numerous occasions to get responses from the minister about 
the misleading advertising on which the government was spending tens of thousands of dollars. However, as 
with most questions I ask the minister, they were avoided and I was told to put them on notice, and when I do 
that, it takes months to get responses to them. However, I received a reply to one question regarding the 
advertising campaign. Members will see why the advertisement was misleading. I was stating the bleeding 
obvious; that is, we cannot compare Western Australian 2011 teacher salaries with 2008 teacher salaries in the 
other states and say that Western Australian teachers are the highest paid in the land. I asked the following 
question on 18 March — 

(2) Given that the advertisement states, in part, “This is what the government wants to pay 
classroom teachers”, and, “Current pay $72,844: New pay $84,357”, is it misleading in that it 
clearly implies that all teachers will be on this salary level?  

(3) If no to (2), will all teachers, at all levels, be the highest paid in Australia by February 2011 
under the government’s offer?  

I received, in part, the following reply — 

(3) It is impossible for anyone to exactly predict what pay will apply in other states in 2011, given 
that those states have yet to start their negotiations. Reasonable assumptions can be made 
based on wages policy in those states. Based on those assumptions — 

They are assumptions. It continues — 

Western Australian teachers at senior teacher level 2 will be the highest paid in Australia by 
2011  

We cannot assume that teachers in all the other states would not negotiate with their governments and that, in 
fact, their salaries would remain static while those in Western Australia increased under the current EBA 
agreement. Of course, that did not happen, and yesterday Victorian teachers were given a massive pay increase.  

Hon Kim Chance: Fifteen per cent over three years, plus trade-offs?  

Hon PETER COLLIER: I have not finished yet. It will make Victorian teachers the highest paid in the nation. 
The Age of 6 May reads — 

Victorian teachers will jump from being the worst paid in the country to the highest paid under a 
landmark deal designed to lure more talent to the profession and stem the tide of those leaving for other 
jobs.  

After three statewide teacher strikes, five weeks of rolling stoppages and 14 months of negotiations, 
public school teachers at the top of the classroom scale will now get an annual salary of $75,500 a 
year — an increase of about $10,000 — while graduate teachers will earn $51,184 — a jump of $5,000.  
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It states further on — 

The move means some of Victoria’s newest teachers will get a wage rise of 38% over the next 3½ 
years, and senior teachers will eventually earn almost 33% more as the Government creates a new 
salary increment for “expert” teaching staff. 

“This is, I think, the best EBA by a long way, that we’ve signed in government. It’s about building a 
better education system. It’s been about rewarding teachers properly too. I’ve been a teacher, 
Bronwyn’s been a teacher — so we know about teaching, we know about the demands . . . it’s 
important that we pay our teachers well, and that’s what this EBA does.” 

That was about the Victorian EBA and shows that this government’s advertising campaign about teachers’ 
salaries in Western Australia is patently misleading.  

Coupled with that, yesterday the Director General of the Department of Education and Training met about 185 
public school principals and told them how parlous the situation is now and explained the prospect for our public 
education system. Our public education system is under serious threat at the moment. There has been a 
significant drift of students to the private sector over recent years. Literally hundreds of teachers are leaving the 
profession and, unless we do something about it, the situation will continue to deteriorate.  

One of the department’s proposals is to cluster schools and, therefore, transport students from one school to 
another. A small number of students taking a particular subject will be bussed to another school. In some 
instances, when only two or three students choose a subject, it is inevitable that the school will not be able to 
deliver the subject. However, we are talking about a whole new process in the notion of sharing subjects between 
schools. We are talking about potentially bussing thousands of students across the state from one school to 
another. Subjects such as the sciences, maths, design technology and particularly languages other than English, 
for which the teacher shortage is most parlous, will suffer the most. Inevitably, students who want to study the 
more difficult subjects of calculus, physics, maths and some of the sciences will be counselled into choosing 
subjects that their school is providing rather than catching a bus to another school across the other side of town. 
That is certainly inevitable. A number of subjects that will be provided in some schools will be seriously 
restricted, so students will be forced to go to other schools, and those students will be much more inclined to 
choose other subjects or move to the private sector. We must be mindful of that. It will be a sad day if we reach 
the stage at which students leave the public education system because they simply do not have the choices of 
subject in their school that alternative private schools or schools in the Catholic education system can provide. 
The best thing we can do is to acknowledge that we really do have a crisis on our hands with the shortage of 
teachers. The enterprise bargaining agreement needs to be done and dusted. We need to ensure that teachers are 
provided with what they deserve, which is a significant salary increase, so that practising teachers can be 
maintained in the classrooms and so that we can say to new graduates that teaching is not only a very rewarding 
job, which it is, but also a very lucrative job. Unless we do that, we will be faced with the very real prospect that 
the drift to the private sector will continue in earnest.  

Alumina Refinery (Wagerup) Agreement and Acts Amendment Act Variation Agreement — Adjournment Debate 

HON PAUL LLEWELLYN (South West) [9.59 pm]: This afternoon I tried to move for the suspension of 
standing orders to allow us to debate the disallowance of the variation agreement for the Alumina Refinery 
(Wagerup) Agreement and Acts Amendment Act 1978. The variation agreement effectively allowed the Western 
Australian government and the big American—that is, the Aluminium Company of America, now known as 
Alcoa—to have something of a secret deal attached to its state agreement act. The reason I needed to move for a 
suspension of standing orders to debate this matter was that this change to the state agreement act was quite 
unlike any other changes and was covered by the terms of the agreement rather than by a requirement that the 
standing orders kick in. The agreement said that if this matter was not brought up for debate in Parliament before 
10 o’clock tonight, it would automatically come into force. At 10.01 pm, the new arrangement has now come 
into force without having undergone any parliamentary scrutiny.  
The government would not allow us to debate this change to the agreement act because it thought it was not 
important enough. I challenge any member to tell me what that variation to the state agreement was about. The 
reason we did not know what it was about was that the Treasurer refused to answer several questions that I 
directed to him on this matter. We were eventually given those answers this afternoon, as the government knew 
full well that there was not going to be any debate on this matter and that it would be far too late anyway. This 
was not a major change to the state agreement act. It effectively allows Alcoa to sell off a small proportion of its 
land in Wagerup to Babcock and Brown Ltd for a co-generation facility. Again, the Greens (WA) have no 
problem with the co-location of a co-generation facility. In fact, these generation facilities should have been in 
operation 25 years ago. Of the gas that comes from the North West Shelf straight down to Alcoa, about 60 per 
cent is burned in the process of making alumina. In doing that, Alcoa generates vast amounts of heat, which 
should have been co-generated into electricity for the state electricity grid. It should never have been wasted. 
Instead, Alcoa has flagrantly wasted that resource because it got it for something like 2c a kilowatt hour or a few 
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cents per litre. Everybody else pays a great deal more than that for their electricity. Alcoa has been given the gas 
for next to nothing and has wasted it for at least 25 years. It has now entered into a special agreement with 
Babcock and Brown, or Alinta, to co-locate a facility on the Wagerup site. That has happened under a shroud of 
secrecy, with the Parliament not having the right to know what is going on. That is what is happening in Western 
Australia. The government used the state agreement variation process last year to upgrade Alcoa’s refinery from 
four million to six million tonnes. We had to use extraordinary procedures then to have that matter debated in 
this house. On 10 April 2008, Hon Eric Ripper, the Treasurer, was asked whether he could explain the purpose 
of this particular change to the agreement act, but he ignored the question and said that it could not be answered. 
That is absolute rubbish. It was quite possible to answer that question and in fact we got the answer today and 
found out that indeed it was Alinta. 

Some vigilant observers in the community understand that this is an agreement to locate Babcock and Brown’s 
co-generation facility at Wagerup. Effectively it is splitting the emissions from the operations between Alcoa and 
Babcock and Brown and the special property purchase program that relates to the emissions of diesel particles 
and burning of this gas and the operation of Alcoa so that it becomes all mixed up and we do not know who 
bears the liability for having an impact on those communities. It serves the whole industrial complex there very 
well to have a few different owners and emissions coming from different operations so that liability is difficult to 
establish. We know from newspaper reports that a certain very famous American has taken up the cause of the 
people of Yarloop—namely Erin Brockovich—and that certain companies in Queensland are going to take up a 
class action on behalf of the people of Yarloop. Ironically, people from America will stand up for the people in 
Western Australia for being polluted and contaminated by a company that has its base in the United States of 
America. Not even the Western Australian government is standing up for the people in Yarloop—the people that 
I represent in the South West Region.  

Instead we get secretive, obstructive, inappropriate and antidemocratic behaviour from the government in trying 
to disrupt the debate of a fairly benign but important change to the state agreement act. It turns out that the 
Community Alliance for Positive Solutions, which is based in Yarloop, seems to have got the drift and knows 
what this is about; it wrote a letter to members of state Parliament — 

Ref . . . Hon. Paul Llewellyn MLC, Disallowance Motion; Sale of Land , Wagerup Cogeneration 
site. 

We ask that you support this Disallowance Motion put by Hon. Paul Llewellyn MLC. 

There has been no community consultation with CAPS Inc., the major community stake holder, requires 
the following specific questions to be answered . . . 

1. Why is Alcoa Selling this land and to who? 
2. Who will own and operate the Co-generation plant? 
3. Who will be responsible for the Air and Environmental Pollution? 
4. Who will be responsible for the Water Usage? 
5. Who will be responsible for the Salt Contaminated Waste Water? 
6. Who will be responsible for the supply to the S.W. Grid? 
7. Who will the Sale Benefit financially? 
8. Who will be responsible for the impact on the local community? 
9. Will a formal buffer zone be provided for this separate power generation plant? 
10. Is this project an efficient allocation of WA’s Consolidated Revenue, to provide extra 
power, vis-à-vis other benchmark projects? 

Quite frankly, I do not know what that particular point is. 

However, it is left up to the local community to write a letter pleading that members of Parliament support this 
inquiry—in other words, to bring the variation to the state agreement to attention. This agreement will not face 
the scrutiny of the Parliament, which is why disallowable instruments were established in the first place. It is left 
to the people of a community that has been polluted for years and years—those with a health liability, with a 
community liability—to bring this to the public’s attention. That is disgraceful, and the Greens will stand up for 
communities that are being polluted by the big American, with the assistance of the big Western Australian 
government in secret deals. 

Perpetrators of Child Abuse, Access to Bail — Adjournment Debate 

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [10.10 pm]: I am becoming increasingly alarmed about people 
who inflict horrific abuse on defenceless children and are then given bail. I have seen three such cases in 
Western Australia recently. I appreciate that there were amendments to the Bail Act 2007 as a result of the Doig 
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review, which certainly brought the old act up to date. However, I will refer to these three cases and then speak 
further about the Bail Act.  

The first case was that of a three-year-old boy who suffered from incontinence. He died from multiple soft tissue 
injuries after being hit repeatedly by his mother’s partner for more than two weeks. An autopsy on the body of 
Mason James Coughlan showed that he had bruises the length and breadth of his body and on all four limbs. The 
Great Southern Herald reported prosecutor James Mactaggart as saying — 

The injuries speak eloquently of the fact that his last few days on this earth were ones of great torment. 

Mr Mactaggart told the court that for about two weeks before the boy had died he had been wetting himself, and 
Farmer, who was the accused, had begun to smack him repeatedly as part of a disciplinary regime. Farmer also 
admitted using the branch of a tree, a garden hose and a thong to inflict injuries on this little fellow. Earlier on 
the day the boy died, the wife saw Farmer hitting the boy hard on the buttocks. Farmer said later that he had put 
the boy in the shower, and when he found the boy was not breathing, he presumed the boy had hit his head on 
the wall or shower screen. The autopsy revealed that the boy had bruising to his face, skull, chest, back, 
abdomen, pelvis, buttocks, upper and lower limbs and genitalia. Internally he had damage to the brain, aorta, 
liver and pancreas. What a mongrel! The newspaper reported Justice Eric Heenan as saying — 

There’s hardly a child born who does not have incontinence of one kind or another. 

This poor child was just terrified. The more terrified he got, the less able he was to control himself. This bloke 
was already on bail for a serious assault for which he could have been remanded, but instead he was given bail. 

The second case is that of a Perth man who admitted confining a severely malnourished six-year-old boy to a cot 
in his garage and physically and psychologically abusing him. Department for Child Protection workers found 
the boy in a house in Perth’s northern suburbs following a tip-off from the public. The boy was confined to a cot, 
with bruising to his body, and weighed just 12 kilograms. Troy Ian Kerr, aged 31, described as the boy’s 
guardian, pleaded guilty in court to unlawfully detaining and unlawfully assaulting the boy and causing bodily 
harm in circumstances of aggravation. He also admitted to reckless conduct resulting in physical, emotional and 
psychological abuse. Kerr’s five other apparently well-fed children were also found at the house. He was bailed 
until sentencing in the District Court. Why should this man have been bailed?  

The third case is that of an Albany man accused of causing grievous bodily harm to his three-month-old son—
this is a three-month-old baby. He was granted bail in the local Magistrates Court. It is alleged that 33-year-old 
Jonathon Lowe fractured both of his son’s legs—these are the legs of a three-month-old baby—one of his arms 
and several ribs in assaults alleged to have occurred between February and April. There are no words for people 
such as these. The police prosecutor told the court that staff at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children described 
the injuries as the worst case of child abuse they had ever seen. However, Magistrate Elizabeth Hamilton 
released Mr Lowe on strict bail conditions and banned him from going within 50 metres of his child. This man is 
due to appear in court next month.  

Those are three cases. One accused was remanded because he had murdered a child, but he had done so while 
out on bail for a serious assault. Another accused had assaulted a three-month-old baby, and another accused had 
tied up a little fellow who weighed only 12 kilos. I am no lawyer, probably more of a bush lawyer than anything 
else. 
Hon Peter Collier: They are the best kind. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY: Yes. Part C of schedule 1 of the Bail Act refers to “Bail before conviction to be 
at discretion of bail authority, except for a child”. Clause (1)(g) reads — 

whether the alleged circumstances of the offence or offences amount to wrongdoing of such a serious 
nature as to make a grant of bail inappropriate. 

Schedule 2 of the Bail Act deals with serious offences. Some of the serious offences listed in schedule 2 are 
wilful murder; murder; manslaughter; disabling in order to commit indictable offence; acts intended to cause 
grievous bodily harm or to resist or prevent arrest; and grievous bodily harm. My esteemed colleague Hon 
George Cash has called the offence that was committed against that three-month-old baby grievous bodily harm. 
Schedule 2 then goes on to list wounding and similar acts; and acts or omissions, with intent to harm, causing 
bodily harm or danger. It then lists various types of assault, including serious assault, indecent assault, 
aggravated indecent assault; and sexual penetration without consent. 
The Bail Act does not have a separate section to deal with child abuse. I do not think that is good enough. I 
understand that it would be particularly difficult to bring in such a section. However, the Bail Act does have 
sections dealing with grievous bodily harm and assault occasioning bodily harm. Therefore, there is a bit of an 
anomaly here. Child abuse is not being given serious consideration by the magistrates and the courts. In the three 
cases that I have mentioned, the person should never have been granted bail. What sort of a mongrel would break 
the arms, legs and ribs of a three-month-old baby and cause so much damage to that child? However, a 
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magistrate has granted that person bail. That is not right. As I have said, there has been a review of the Bail Act. 
However, there is an anomaly, because the act does not deal with child abuse.  

I have mentioned only three high profile cases that I know about. I am sure there are many more. It is up to the 
government, if there are anomalies in the Bail Act, to sort them out. I will be taking this matter further and 
seeking further advice on it. As I have said, I am only a bush lawyer. However, there is a fault in the act. Why 
are these people being granted bail and being given time out in the sunshine that they should not be enjoying? Is 
it because the prisons are full, or is it because the magistrates are just so used to seeing criminals in front of them 
that they are giving them all bail? I suppose I am giving the magistrates a bit of a serve. However, it is very 
much warranted in this case.  

Youth Homelessness, Unity Foundation Program — Adjournment Debate 

HON SHELLEY ARCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [10.17 pm]: During our last sitting, I spoke about youth 
homelessness and the problems being encountered by Indigenous youth in rural and remote regions. Tonight, I 
want to speak about a long-term care program being delivered by Unity Foundation in Melbourne that has 
achieved great success in supporting Indigenous youth to reconnect with their families, their country and society. 
Unity Foundation is a not-for-profit, Melbourne-based organisation that was founded in 2006 following the 
community work of Xavier Clarke, Allan Murray and Peter King. It focuses on empowering Indigenous youth to 
achieve their dreams, goals and ambitions. The programs delivered by Unity Foundation include homelessness, 
programs, reinforcing healthy eating habits and the benefits of physical activity, and decision-making programs 
for youth in secondary schools, as well as individual support for Indigenous people in academic development, 
vocational training and job placement programs.  

As stated in the report of the National Youth Commission Inquiry into Youth Homelessness, “Australia’s 
Homeless Youth”, there is clear evidence that homelessness among Indigenous youth is disproportionate to the 
number of Indigenous young people. For example, Indigenous youth comprise two per cent of the Australian 
population. However, they comprise 17 per cent of supported accommodation assistance program clients.  

The inquiry also noted that although homeless Indigenous youth face the same problems as non-Indigenous 
youth, they also experience more frequent problems with the justice system, accessing services, keeping in good 
health, educational disadvantage, unemployment, and unsuitable housing stock. Unity Foundation provides a 
long-term care program designed to support at-risk Indigenous youth between the ages of 12 and 22 years in all 
dimensions of their lives. The program is underpinned by a commitment to cultural, community and family 
values. Recognising the specific problems of Indigenous youth homelessness in Victoria, Unity Foundation 
secured two homes from which it runs a homelessness program. Each home operates 24 hours a day and can 
house up to six young people, plus a primary carer and a support carer. Participants in the program are 
encouraged to make a two-year commitment to the program and are given support to attend school, technical and 
further education or university, or to obtain work, depending on their individual circumstances. Participants are 
also provided with health education and life skill programs that are underpinned by the principles and practices 
of dialectical behaviour therapy. Importantly, each of the homes is supported by elders from the local Indigenous 
community. The program has resulted in positive outcomes for Indigenous youth and is regarded as a relatively 
inexpensive model. Informal reviews have found that all the participants have reconnected with their families 
and are in either education or work, and that none of the participants has had any contact with the justice system 
since beginning the program. The program is thought to be the only one of its kind in Australia, and it reports 
high levels of interest from Indigenous communities throughout Australia. 

The Unity Foundation homelessness program is a model that could be adapted and delivered, with the support of 
local communities, in an attempt to address the problem of Indigenous youth homelessness in regional and 
remote communities within my electorate. I believe that if the government included a program of this nature in 
future planning processes for youth homelessness in regional and remote locations, it would be of significant 
benefit to the Indigenous people of my electorate. I commend this program to the house and urge the state 
government to seriously undertake implementation of this strategy as soon as possible. I also commend the work 
of Unity Foundation, and I hope that its efforts to secure funding for a third facility will be successful. 

Mental Heath Patients, Risk Assessment Guidelines — Adjournment Debate 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan) [10.22 pm]: Mental health services in Western Australia are 
struggling to adequately manage suicidal people. A large part of the reason for this is the failure of the Minister 
for Health to implement across Western Australia risk assessment guidelines that were established in 2000. 
Patients are dying and families are suffering as they struggle to cope with the added responsibilities placed upon 
them. Despite significant prompting, two Auditor General’s reports, a parliamentary inquiry and two coroner’s 
reports, Mr McGinty has been inactive and has failed to put risk assessment guidelines in place. Cases of self-
harm are spiralling while the minister provides hospital beds that he cannot staff. 
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The Deputy State Coroner, Evelyn Vicker, has said that the lack of appropriate bed space underpins almost all 
suicide cases, so I do not completely denounce what the minister has done, even if medical practitioners have 
denied that lack of bed space is a cause of suicide. The problem is exacerbated by two other factors. There are 
difficulties with inter-hospital transfers, as police stopped transferring mental health patients between hospitals 
from 31 March. That has resulted in high-risk patients being managed in open beds without suitable security. 
The department has failed to ensure that these risk assessments are being undertaken properly. The risk 
management guidelines were established in 2000 by the Australasian College for Emergency Medicine and the 
Royal Australasian College of Physicians. In 2001 the Auditor General conducted a performance examination of 
the Department of Health’s management of deliberate self-harm and how its guidelines were implemented. That 
report was tabled in Parliament on 28 November 2001. The examination was motivated by growing community 
concerns about the increasing incidences of suicide and deliberate self-harm among young people. The topic was 
of such significance that the Auditor General conducted a follow-up examination in 2005 to determine the 
acquittal of the six recommendations that had been made regarding the implementation of the guidelines. The 
follow-up inquiry concluded that the Department of Health had made only limited progress in addressing the six 
recommendations. That report was tabled in Parliament in October 2005. The Legislative Council’s Standing 
Committee on Public Administration was so concerned about the conclusions of Auditor General’s follow-up 
report in 2005 that it considered that further scrutiny was warranted. Its report was tabled in September 2006. 
The two Auditor General’s reports and the report of the parliamentary inquiry that have been tabled in this 
Parliament are telling the Minister for Health that these are important issues and that the guidelines need to be 
implemented. The Standing Committee on Public Administration made a further eight recommendations, 
including that the Department of Health prioritise the allocation of resources to expedite the implementation of 
the deliberate self-harm assessment tool. That was to be piloted in two hospitals. Despite that, in May 2006 the 
resources had been neither provided nor sought. By December 2006 the Department of Health had established 
six groups and committees but had not begun to implement the recommendations. A coronial inquiry on 15 May 
2007 again highlighted the inaction of the government in implementing the guidelines, and in June 2007 the 
answers to questions without notice that I asked stated that the guidelines still had not been implemented. A 
training package was going to be developed, but nothing had happened at that stage. By 14 November 2007 the 
guidelines were still being worked out in response to another question without notice that I asked. In March 2008 
the Department of Health put out a tender for the development of a training package to implement the guidelines 
that are now called the “clinical risk assessments and management in mental health”, and the proponents were 
meant to get underway by 1 May 2008 and have completed the project by no later than the end of November. 

On 9 April another young person committed suicide by hanging while she was a patient in a non-secure ward at 
Royal Perth Hospital, despite being resuscitated just two days before in the emergency department at the hospital 
and being managed in the intensive care unit. That person was assessed as not being at risk and was put into an 
open ward. Her body was not found for eight hours. No-one was monitoring her. She could not have been 
assessed for risk. Health’s response to questions put to it about this on 24 April was that the standards for mental 
health clinical risk assessments, which include suicidal risk, are still to be implemented. Two secure beds were 
available at Graylands Hospital that night. Staff vacancies at Royal Perth Hospital were 5.3 full-time equivalents 
in the mental health unit, and still the hospital said that the tender was being prepared for the clinical risk 
assessment management. How many people have died in the eight years since the risk assessment guideline was 
developed because Mr McGinty has failed to see that the implementation of these guidelines is a high priority? 
That is despite the three reports that were tabled in this Parliament. Two Auditor General’s reports have been 
tabled and a parliamentary inquiry has asked the minister to implement these guidelines as a priority, yet still 
nothing has happened. The Auditor General’s reports were tabled for the government to take notice of and for 
action to take place. The parliamentary committee’s work was done for the same reason. The coroner’s hearings 
were held in public, and I sat through some of those. The government responded to the Hope report into deaths 
with some knee-jerk reaction, but what action has taken place since the latest death at Royal Perth Hospital? I 
conclude by saying that that death is not just another statistic. The person who died was a young woman. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 10.30 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

FOREST MANAGEMENT PLAN 2004-2013 — AVERAGE ANNUAL VOLUMES OF LOGS FOR SALE 

6007. Hon Paul Llewellyn to the Minister for Forestry 

Under the Forest Management Plan 2004 — 2013 (FPC), the average annual volumes of logs that can be sold 
include, 1st and 2nd grade sawlogs, Jarrah 131 000 m

3
, Karri 54 000 m

3
, Wandoo 1 300 m

3
, Blackbutt 1 600 m

3
, 

Sheoak 1 900 m
3
 and Bole logs other than 1st and 2nd grade sawlogs, Jarrah 534 000 m

3
, Karri 117 000 m

3
, and 

Marri 196 000 m
3
, and I ask - 

(1) Would the Minister express these volumes in tonnes? 

(2) For each of the above species, what is the figure that the FPC uses to convert cubic metres to tonnes, 
and tonnes to cubic metres? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 
 

Product (1) 
Approximate weight (tonnes) 

(2) 
Main conversion factor(t/m3) 

Jarrah 1st and 2nd grade sawlogs 170,000 1.30 

Karri 1st and 2nd grade sawlogs 67,000 1.24 

Wandoo sawlogs 1,600 1.24 

Blackbutt sawlogs 2,000 1.24 

Sheoak sawlogs 1,900 1.00 

Jarrah other bole logs 662,000 1.24 

Karri other bole logs 145,000 1.24 

Marri bole logs 243,000 1.24 

The jarrah 1st and 2nd grade sawlog conversion factor of 1.3 t/m3 is a weighted combination of 1.24 t/m3 (for 
logs ex Warren Region) and 1.315 t/m3 (for logs ex south-west and Swan regions).  

CENTRE FOR MUSLIM STATES AND SOCIETIES, UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA — 
REPORT ON FACTORS THAT ATTRACT YOUNG PEOPLE TO EXTREMIST CAUSES 

6010. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Multicultural Interests and Citizenship 

I refer to the Minister’s answer to question without notice No. 1442 on Thursday 28 February 2008, and I ask —  

(1) Does the Minister intend to seek the agreement of the Commonwealth Department of Immigration and 
Citizenship to release the report of the Centre of Muslim States and Societies into identifying factors 
that attract young people to extremist causes? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) What is the total cost of this research? 

(4) How much is being paid by the State Government and how much by the Federal Government? 

(5) Does the Minister believe it is proper for taxpayer-funded research to be released to the public? 

(6) If no to (5), why not? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

(1) Yes 

(2) N/A 

(3) $220,000 

(4) $80,000 by the State Government and $140,000 by the Federal Government 

(5) In this case, yes 

(6) N/A 
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MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES — CONSUMER PARTICIPATION PLAN 

6013. Hon Helen Morton to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Health 

A Consumer Participation Plan was written following workshops and community consultations in 2004 — 2005.  
The Consumer Participation Plan has three stages, with implementation from 2005 — 2010, I ask —  

(1) Was the Consumer Participation Plan approved by Aaron Groves, then-Director of the Office of Mental 
Health? 

(2) Has the Consumer Participation Plan ever been approved by the Office of Mental Health? 

(3) If yes to (2), when and by whom? 

(4) If no to (2), why not? 

(5) The statewide Mental Health Services Consumer Participation Project Coordinator was appointed in 
December 2006.  By type and monetary amount, what funding has been made available to the 
Coordinator? 

(6) What is the process by which the Coordinator must request funding to implement the project? 

(7) Who approves or denies requests for funding from the Coordinator? 

(8) How many requests for funding from the Coordinator have been approved? 

(9) How many requests for funding from the Coordinator have been denied? 

(10) How many request for funding from the Coordinator have been received? 

(11) By type and monetary amount, what specific support has been provided to the Coordinator, in terms of 
staff, equipment, office space, travel allowances, office supplies, telephones, professional development 
fees and costs, etc? 

(12) What is the process by which the Coordinator must request funding for support for her position? 

(13) How many requests for funding for support have been received? 

(14) How many requests for funding for support have been approved? 

(15) The goal of the project is the development of a statewide coordinated system of consumer participation 
integrated with public mental health services, the Office of Mental Health, the non-government sector, 
and the community.  Three stages of development are proposed, with immediate implementation of the 
components of stage one.  What is the status of each of the six components of stage one? 

(16) Stage two was to commence within 12 months, and is comprised of six elements.  What is the status of 
each of the components of stage two? 

(17) What is the status of the formation of the consumer peak body, a non-government organization whose 
activities include individual advocacy, public relations, research, support groups, and information? 

(18) What is the status of the development of a statewide advocacy, education, training and information 
service (SAETIS) staffed by consumers and managed by an area mental health service? 

(19) What is the status of the development of a statewide network of consumer participation coordinators? 

(20) Community mental health was underspent by $7 million for the 2004 — 2007 State Mental Health 
Action Plan.  Do you agree that funding for the statewide Mental Health Services Consumer 
Participation Project is appropriately funded as community mental health? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 

(1) In August 2005, Dr Aaron Groves, former Director of the Office of Mental Health, approved a 
consumer participation draft Concept Paper titled, "Consumer Participation Plan". This Concept Paper 
outlines a proposed Framework for mental health consumer participation in WA. In 2005/06, the 
Mental Health Division (MHD) provided recurrent funding to the North Metropolitan Area Mental 
Health Service (NMAMHS) as the lead agency for the Statewide Consumer Participation Program 
(CPP). The CPP recurrent funding for 2007/08 is $142,909, which includes salary and other goods and 
services (OG&S) components. The salary budget provides salaries for the Project Coordinator — 0.6 
FTE and Consumer Consultant — 0.4 FTE and on costs associated with the positions.  The CPP Project 
Coordinator has been provided with office space, two mobile phones, three desktop computers and one 
laptop computer. Professional development, including private supervision for the Project Coordinator, 
travel expenses and conference attendances, are also supported by this budget. Funding requests of an 
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operational nature from within the allocated budget are dealt with at the local level.  Funding requests 
for new services or significant service expansion must follow DOH guidelines and be presented in the 
form of a Business Case, considered in the context of local, regional and statewide mental health 
priorities before being progressed to the whole of health and the whole of government level. No formal 
Business Case have been submitted to date. Payments for mental health consumer participation on DOH 
committees and working groups are funded separately. A number of components of Stage 1 of the 
proposed Consumer Participation Framework have been implemented. These include: 

•  Recurrent funding was allocated to establish the statewide mental health CPP to promote consumer 
participation in mental health policy development, service delivery and reform [please see Question 
(5)]. 

•  A network of 16 Consumer Advisory Groups (CAGs) has been established across WA mental 
health services. 

•  CAG members and consumer representatives, who are members of other registered advisory 
groups, working groups or committees, receive consumer participation payments. 

•  Mental health consumer representatives have been supported to attend both local and national 
conferences and training programs. For example, mental health consumer representatives were 
funded by the DOH to take part in 5 day Recovery Programs in March 2007 and January 2008, and 
a number of mental health consumer representatives were sponsored to attend the Annual Rural and 
Remote Mental Health Conference in December 2007. 

•  In 2006, the MHD, in collaboration with mental health services, initiated the 'Engaging consumer 
participation in outcome measurement in WA Mental Health Services' project. A dedicated 
consumer project officer was appointed to work with consumers, clinicians and the Project 
Coordinator to increase participation in the completion of the consumer self-rated outcome 
measures.  

•  Consumers are also being recruited, trained and supported to undertake paid Peer Support Worker 
positions in the metropolitan area. This initiative forms part of the HealthRight Project, which aims 
to improve physical health outcomes for mental health consumers in Western Australia. 

•  · Standard four of the Service Standards for Non-Government Providers of Community Mental 
Health Services, advocates that consumers take an active role in the planning, delivery and 
evaluation of the services that they receive. A service agreement between the MHD and non-
government organisations requires recipients of funding to demonstrate compliance with these 
standards. 

•  In addition, a Peer Support Worker Project is currently being undertaken by Graylands Hospital 
utilising existing staffing resources to enable a number of Peer Support Workers to be trained and 
supported for their eventual employment as Peer Support Workers. It is expected that this project 
will be operational early in the 2008/2009 financial year.  

The Health Consumers' Council (HCC) is the consumer peak body that facilitates an exchange of views 
on matters of concern affecting the health of consumers, arranges and conducts health forums and 
consumer education in rural and metropolitan areas, provides consumer training and support and 
advocates with appropriate bodies on behalf of individual consumers. The HCC service is available for 
all health consumers, including consumers of mental health services.  
The Statewide Advocacy, Education, Training and Information Service (SAETIS), as outlined in the 
proposed Consumer Participation Framework 2005, was not funded. Similarly, the development of a 
statewide network of consumer participation coordinators was not funded. 

TEACHER SHORTAGE — STAFF FROM HEAD OFFICE, CURRICULUM COUNCIL AND DISTRICT 
OFFICES RETURNING TO TEACHING 

6014. Hon Peter Collier to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister for Education and 
Training 

(1) How many staff at,-  

(a) the central office of the Department of Education and Training (DET); 
(b) the Curriculum Council; and 
(c) each of the 14 District Offices, 

were requested to return to classroom teaching in 2008 in response to the teacher shortage? 
(2) How many staff referred to in (1)(a), (1)(b), and (1)(c), returned to the classroom in 2008? 
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(3) How many staff referred to in (1)(a), (1)(b), and (1)(c), resigned from the DET as opposed to returning 
to the classroom? 

(4) How many staff referred to in (1)(a), (1)(b), and (1)(c), refused to return to the classroom as requested 
and did not resign from the DET? 

(5) With reference to (4), what is the current place of employment of these teachers? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

(1) (a) 59 teachers located in Central office were requested to return to classroom teaching in 2008. 

(b) 11 teachers located in secondments at the Curriculum Council were requested to return to 
classroom teaching in 2008. 

(c) 103 teachers located in District Offices were requested to return to classroom teaching in 2008. 

(2) A total of 143 teachers returned to classroom teaching. 

(3) 19 teachers resigned rather than return to classroom teaching. 

(4) None refused. 11 could not be required to return to the classroom due to contractual arrangement. 

(5) Not applicable 

MENTAL HEALTH PATIENTS — MEDICATIONS 

6015. Hon Helen Morton to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Health 

(1) Given that many medications used to treat mental illness warn of potential liver and/or kidney damage 
as a side effect of usage, is it standard protocol in public mental health in Western Australia to establish 
baseline liver and kidney function when prescribing medications which warn of that potential side 
effect? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) If yes to (1), are follow-up liver and kidney function screens performed periodically to monitor liver 
and/or kidney function? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 

(1)-(3) It is normal clinical practice for a patient's liver or kidney function to be assessed prior to commencing 
treatment on a medicine with a side effect known to have a higher risk of causing kidney or liver 
damage. Periodic follow up assessments of kidney and liver functions are undertaken if a patient 
remains on the medicine. 

ALCOHOL, DRUG AND MENTAL HEALTH CENTRE IN FITZROY VALLEY 

6016. Hon Helen Morton to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Health 

In a recent press release, the Minister for Health outlined the new Alcohol, Drug and Mental Health Centre in the 
Fitzroy Valley, partnered by the Nindilingarri Cultural Health Service, the Kimberley Division of General 
Practice, the Drug and Alcohol Office, and the Western Australian Country Health Service. Other visiting 
services accommodated in this centre include a community drug service team worker, a mental health worker, 
and a psychiatrist, and I ask —  

(1) Have the community drug service team worker, mental health worker, and psychiatrist been recruited 
for these visiting positions? 

(2) If no to (1), what is the status of recruiting and hiring? 

(3) Will these workers be provided with local housing when they work at this centre? 

(4) Has this local housing been identified? 

(5) With what frequency will each of these professionals work at the centre? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 

(1) A Drug and Alcohol worker funded by the Drug and Alcohol Office in partnership with Nindilingarri 
Cultural Health Service has been recruited, a Child and Adolescent Mental Health Worker has been 
recruited and a Kimberley Mental Health Psychiatrist visits every 6 weeks. 

(2) The Drug and Alcohol Worker and the Child and Adolescent Mental Health Worker have local housing 
and the Psychiatrist stays at a local motel when visiting. The Drug and Alcohol Worker and the Child 
and Adolescent Mental Health Worker will work at the centre daily. 
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MARGARET RIVER TOWNSITE STRATEGY 

6017. Hon Paul Llewellyn to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure 

Regarding the Margaret River Townsite Strategy (MRTS) for the Augusta Margaret River Shire (AMRS), I 
ask —  

(1) Is the Minister aware that the endorsed East Margaret River Structure Plan (EMRSP) provides for 
sufficient residential zoned land for projected town site growth to 2020 and a congruous Perimeter Road 
alignment? 

(2) If yes to (1), does the Minister accept that resource to be adequate accommodation for growth in the 
Margaret River townsite, within the constraints of a Local Planning Strategy, and that any growth 
beyond that should be in accordance with guidelines set down in an endorsed Local Planning Strategy? 

(3) If no to (2), could the Minister explain why? 

(4) In view of Council failing to mention the State endorsed EMRSP in the briefing documents to the 
consultants for the MRTS and Council’s intention to change a fundamental feature, being the Perimeter 
Road alignment, that undermines the Plan, does the Minister consider this to be due regard for the State 
endorsed structure plan?  

(5) Is the Minister aware that two of the five community representatives on the Margaret River Townsite 
Strategy Working Group (MRTSWG) have, or have had, direct financial relationships with major land 
developers east of Margaret River? 

(6) If yes to (5), does the Minister consider this acceptable? 

(7) Is the Minister aware that MRTSWG has not been formed as a Committee of Council under the 
provisions of the Local Government Act 1995 and thereby do not hold open meetings, are not required 
to keep minutes, and are therefore unaccountable to the community? 

(8) Does the Minister support Local Governments forming such ‘working groups’ outside the Committee 
provisions of the Local Government Act 1995, thus avoiding the accountability built into those 
provisions? 

(9) If yes to (8), why? 

Hon ADELE FARINA replied: 

(1) The Minister is aware that the East Margaret River Structure Plan (EMRSP) was endorsed by the 
Western Australian Planning Commission (WAPC) in May 2005 to guide detailed structure planning, 
future land use and development east of the Margaret River Townsite.  The Structure Plan contains an 
indicative alignment for the 'Eastern Perimeter Road' (EPR) that was to be subject to further 
planning. Townsite growth projections are currently under review via the review of the Local Planning 
Scheme, Local Planning Strategy (LPS) and the Margaret River Townsite Strategy (MRTS).  

(2)-(3) The Shire's proposed LPS is being reviewed by the WAPC and has not been finalised. Once finalised, 
the LPS will guide townsite expansion. It is also understood that the Shire is preparing a comprehensive 
MRTS to guide longer term urban expansion.  The MRTS has not yet been forwarded to the 
WAPC. Both the LPS and townsite strategy should have regard to the settlement hierarchy and 
population thresholds established under the 'Leeuwin Naturaliste State Planning Policy' 
(LNRSPP). Prior to the finalisation of the LPS and MRTS, the WAPC-endorsed EMRSP will provide 
for the immediate and short term planned residential expansion of Margaret River.  

(4) The EMRSP has largely been implemented through more recently endorsed and detailed local structure 
plans and subdivision approvals for the locality. As such, it is envisaged that this detailed planning and 
subsequent approvals to residential expansion will be reflected in any proposed MRTS. This will be 
assessed by the WAPC upon referral of the MRTS. As mentioned above, the EPR is shown indicatively 
on the EMRSP and there is no objection to the alignment of this road being reconsidered and an 
alternative route being considered as part of a comprehensive MRTS. 

(5)-(6) The Minister is unaware of the membership of the Margaret River Townsite Strategy Working Group 
(MRTSWG). 

(7) The Minister is not aware of how the MRTSWG was formed or the specific role and function of this 
group. 

(8)-(9) Working groups can provide valuable advice and input into a Council's consideration and determination 
of strategic planning instruments. Such groups are supported on the basis that the recommendations of 
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any working group are reported to the Council and the Council remains the ultimate decision maker on 
the content and support for the planning instrument. 

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES PTY LTD — COMMUNITY CONCERNS IN RELATION 
TO GOLDEN PIKE EXPANSION 

6018. Hon Paul Llewellyn to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for the Environment 
I refer to the answers provided for question on notice No. 3645 on 13 June 2006, properties in which people are 
residing and living approximately 200 metres from the proposed Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines Pty Ltd 
(KCGM) (Newmont and Barrick) Stage 3 Golden Pike Expansion, an email from Martin Knee, State Mining 
Engineer dated Wednesday, 9 August 2006 addressed to Anne Stubbs; a letter dated 28 March 2006 from the 
State Mining Engineer addressed to KJ Taylor, Director — Environmental Impact Assessment Division, 
Environmental Protection Authority titled ‘Fimiston Gold Mine Extension (Stage 3) and Mine Closure 
Planning.’ 
(1) With reference to the email dated 9 August 2006, referred to above, which in part states ‘the 

approximate blast clearance area for each of these blasts to the nearest property not owned by KCGM 
has been determined and is shown in the table below’, how many of these blasts require a blast 
clearance area of, —  

(a) 400 metres; 
(b) 350 metres; 
(c) 300 metres; 
(d) 250 metres; and 
(e) 200 metres? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 
(3) Will all the blasts requiring a blast clearance area of greater than 200 metres up to 400 metres, 

according to the table referred in the email dated 9 August 2006 referred to above, impact on properties 
(not owned by KCGM) in which people are residing approximately 200 metres from the Golden Pike 
expansion? 

(4) If no to (3), why not? 
(5) If yes to (3), which specific ones and how will they impact on these people and properties? 
(6) Does the Minister recognise, understand the risks and dangers of flyrock that are clearly alerted to in the 

letter dated 28 March 2006 which in part states ‘It may be that this is adequate to provide a reasonable 
likelihood that public safety would not be adversely affected, however this is not the same thing as 
compliance with the relevant (EPA) standard as stated. Neither does it provide a guarantee that no 
flyrock will ever impinge on the general public. The likelihood of such a problem eventuating is, 
however, much greater in the near- surface zones than as the blasting work progresses to deeper areas of 
the extended pit’? 

(7) If no to (6), why is the Minister making decisions about this project that may seriously injure or kill 
people? 

(8) If yes to (6), can the Minister explain what he understands are the risks associated with flyrock? 
(9) To provide a buffer of protection for orderly development in accordance with the answers provided for 

in question on notice No. 3645 on 13 June 2006 and clearly protect people from death or injury from 
flyrock, increased risk of pit wall failure, property damage, increased noise and dust for people living in 
properties not owned by KCGM in Johnson Street East, will the Minister alter recommended 
condition 10-1 from Bulletin 1273 of December 2007 as part of Ministerial approval to require that the 
proponent shall not undertake active mining operations within 400 metres of a occupied property, 
regardless of zoning without the written consent of the owner of that property? 

(10) If no to (9), why not? 
Hon SALLY TALBOT replied: 

(1) (a)-(e) The table referred to appears in KCGM's draft Blast Management Plan of July 2006. The table 
estimates what clearance areas to the nearest property not owned by KCGM can be achieved 
for 86 blasts from surface level to 30 metres below surface for the Golden Pike cutback. The 
blast clearance areas determined by KCGM were: 
200 m for 4 blasts; 
250 m for 14 blasts; 
300 m for 21 blasts; 
350 m for 19 blasts; and  
400 m for 28 blasts. 
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(2) Not applicable. 

(3) No. 

(4) It is KCGM's aim to modify its blasting practices so that flyrock throw does not exceed 50 
m. According to the table and figures presented in Appendix 1 of KCGM's draft Blast Management 
Plan, a minimum of 200 m clearance area to all non-KCGM owned property will be achieved. Should 
KCGM require a blast clearance area of greater than 200 m for any reason, it is the responsibility of the 
company to ensure that injury to persons is prevented and to minimise the risk of damage to property 
under the Mines Safety and Inspection Regulations 1995. 

(5) Not applicable. 

(6) Yes. 

(7) Not applicable. 

(8) An independent review of flyrock potential in the Golden Pike Cutback concluded that, provided that 
stemming length (5 m or more) and related blast parameters were strictly controlled, the risk of death or 
severe injury by flyrock was negligible beyond a 200 m blast clearance area. 

(9) The Environmental Protection Authority's report to the Minister on this proposal, Bulletin 1273, is 
under appeal and the Minister is awaiting advice from the Appeals Convenor before making a decision. 

(10) Not applicable. 

FIMISTON TAILINGS DAMS — SEEPAGE 

6020. Hon Paul Llewellyn to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for the Environment 

I refer to appeal No. 99/134 by Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines (KCGM), a briefing note to the Minister for 
the Environment dated 2 December 1999 signed by Dr Bryan Jenkins, Chief Executive Officer, Department of 
Environmental Protection (DEP), which may exist on files, and a letter dated 20 January 2000 signed by Cheryl 
Edwardes MLA, Minister for the Environment addressed to Mt John Shipp, General Manager, Kalgoorlie 
Consolidated Gold Mines Pty Ltd, and I ask —  

(1) Can the Minister confirm that part of this briefing note dated 2 December 1999 states, ‘There is an 
ongoing concern about seepage from the Fimiston tailings storage facilities (TSF’s). It has been 
identified that groundwater levels around the vicinity of the TSF’s are elevated due to KCGM’s 
operation. This matter has been raised many times by the holder of an adjacent Prospecting licence 
(Optimum Resources Pty Ltd) who have been concerned about KCGM operations for a number of 
years. As a result of investigations, KCGM have been requested by the DEP to achieve a measurable 
reduction in groundwater levels prior to 31 December 1999. Ongoing groundwater monitoring is 
required by KCGM to allow it to demonstrate that this objective is likely to be achieved.’? 

(2) Can the Minister state why KCGM was appealing its licence that was issued in September 1999? 

(3) If no to (2), why not? 

(4) Can the Minister quote the full text of the Licence conditions W2 and W10 that was issued on 
28 September 1999 by the Department of Environment (DOE) to KCGM? 

(5) If no to (4), why not? 

(6) Is it correct that part of the briefing note dated 2 December 1999 states, ‘The intent of this condition is 
to highlight the significant issues of concern and act to prevent surface or ground water being 
contaminated and vegetation being damaged. Considering complaints related to seepage and vegetation 
damage have been received for this premises it is considered prudent to leave this condition as it is. The 
condition is applied to a large number of other licensed premises with concern or appeals. Subsequent 
to the appeal being received, KCGM representatives met officers of the Goldfields Region office of the 
DEP on 17 November 1999 and advised that the condition as currently stated it its licence was 
acceptable.’? 

(7) If no to (6), will the Minister quote the full text from the briefing note dated 2 December 1999? 

(8) Can the Minister state what was the outcome of the appeal No. 99/134 lodged by KCGM? 

(9) If no to (8), why not? 

(10) Will the Minister table copies of the briefing note to the Minister for the Environment dated 2 
December 1999 signed by Dr Bryan Jenkins, Chief Executive Officer, DEP which may exist on files, 
and also a letter dated 20 January 2000 signed by Cheryl Edwardes MLA, Minister for the Environment 
addressed to Mr John Shipp, General Manager, KCGM? 
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(11) If no to (10), why not? 

Hon SALLY TALBOT replied: 

(1)-(7) The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) has advised that the information to which the 
questions refer has been archived. The period in question is more than eight years ago, and the Minister 
does not support DEC spending the substantial amount of time and resources it would take to locate this 
information. 

(8) The appeal was dismissed by the then Minister. Information relating to the appeal is available from the 
Office of the Appeals Convenor or from its website at www.appealsconvenor.wa.gov.au. 

(9) Not applicable. 

(10)-(11) 

See the answer to (1). 

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES PTY LTD — COMMUNITY CONCERNS IN RELATION 
TO EXCESSIVE NOISE LEVELS 

6021. Hon Paul Llewellyn to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for the Environment 

I refer to questions on notice Nos 3206 of 1 December 2005 and 90 of 22 August 22 2002; a letter 
dated 2 June 1995 from the Department of Environmental Protection addressed to Mr J Baker of Boulder titled 
‘Noise from KCGM Operations, Kalgoorlie’; the expansion proposal by KCGM operator for Newmont Mining 
and Barrick Gold Stage 3 mine waste and dumps; an application to increase noise levels under the 
Environmental Protection Noise Regulations 1997; newspaper articles titled ‘Is it the pits for Kal?, Spread of 
mine sparks fears’ which appeared on page 71 of the Sunday Times 2 March 2008 and ‘Open For Business: the 
mine that’s swallowing a town’ which appeared on page 1 of the Weekend Australian of 9 February 2008, and I 
ask —  

(1) Is it correct that part of the letter dated 2 June 1995 referred to above states ‘I anticipate the new noise 
control Regulations will be introduced later this year, and do not consider it appropriate to modify the 
noise level standards for KCGM until after they have come into force. KCGM like all other industries 
in Western Australia, will be expected to comply with the requirements of these new regulations once 
they become law.’? 

(2) If no to (1), will the Minister quote the full text from the letter dated 2 June 1995? 

(3) Will the Minister table a copy of the letter dated 2 June 1995 referred to above? 

(4) Why has the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) made those people those living 
closest to the mining operations for over 17 years suffer with excessive noise despite complaints 
without any form of regulatory enforcement to reduce and lower noise levels during this period of time? 

(5) If no to (4), why not? 

(6) Can the Minister explain why the DEC formerly the Department of Environment mislead Mr J Baker 
and the community after receiving complaints in 1995 by apparently stating ‘KCGM like all other 
industries in Western Australia, will be expected to comply with the requirements of these regulations 
once they become law’, given now KCGM is applying to increase the noise levels over and above the 
assigned levels under the Environmental Protection Noise Regulations 1997? 

(7) If no to (6), why not? 

(8) Will the Minister reject the two northern waste dumps as shown in red, page 6 Bulletin No. 1273 of 
December 2007, and others closer to Boulder as being environmentally unacceptable to protect the 
amenity and community from noise emissions in Williamstown, Ninga Mia and other parts of 
Kalgoorlie Boulder? 

(9) If no to (8), why not? 

(10) Can the Minister state the names of all the other companies and locations of industries in Western 
Australia which have been given permission under the Environmental Protection Noise 
Regulations 1997 to vary and increase the noise emission levels by up to 11-15dba in the evening 
and 1 — 5 dba in the day? 

(11) If no to (10), why not? 

Hon SALLY TALBOT replied: 

(1) The Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) has advised that the letter to which the 
question refers has been archived. The period in question is more than twelve years ago, and the 
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Minister does not support DEC spending the substantial amount of time and resources it would take to 
locate this information. 

(2)-(3) Not applicable. 

(4) DEC has advised that complaints about KCGM's operation in Kalgoorlie were received by the former 
Departments of Environmental Protection and Environment during the period in question. These 
records are not easily accessible and the Minister does not support DEC spending the substantial 
amount of time and resources it would take to locate this information. Since its establishment on 1 
July 2006, DEC has received some complaints associated with airblast levels, that is, noise level 
resulting from blasting and vibration. However, these levels have been within the regulations and the 
Australian Standards.  

(5) Not applicable. 

(6) DEC has advised that information relating to complaints received by the former departments has been 
archived. The period in question is more than twelve years ago, and the Minister does not support DEC 
spending the substantial amount of time and resources it would take to locate this information. 

(7) Not applicable. 

(8) There is currently an appeal against the Environmental Protection Authority's report on the proposed 
Fimiston Gold Mine Operations Extension (Stage 3) and Mine Closure Planning, which includes the 
northern waste dumps. The Minister is waiting for advice from the Appeals Convenor before making 
his decision on the environmental acceptability of the waste dumps.  

(9) Not applicable. 

(10) The Environmental Protection (Noise) Regulations 1997 make provision for permission to be granted 
for a range of activities to exceed the assigned levels. Many of these permissions have been granted by 
local government CEOs under delegation, covering activities ranging from construction work to rock 
concerts, and it is not proposed to list them all here. Seven approvals have been granted by the Minister 
under Regulation 17. The following approvals have provided for noise variations within the range stated 
in the question: 

• KCGM — Mt Charlotte Kalgoorlie;  
•  Wesfarmers Premier Coal — Collie; 
• Western Power Corporation — 15 of 34 approved transmission substations in various 

locations; and 
•  Verve Energy Corporation — Geraldton. 

(11) Not applicable. 

KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES PTY LTD — COMMUNITY CONCERNS IN RELATION 
TO GOLDEN PIKE EXPANSION 

6022. Hon Paul Llewellyn to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for the Environment 

I refer to properties which are approximately 200 metres from the proposed Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines 
Pty Ltd (KCGM) operator for Newmont Mining and Barrick Gold Stage 3 Golden Pike Expansion, (but not to 
properties owned by KCGM in Johnston Street East), an email from Martin Knee, State Mining Engineer dated 
Wednesday 9 August 2006, addressed to Anne Stubbs, a letter dated 28 March 2006 from the State Mining 
Engineer addressed to KJ Taylor, Director- Environmental Impact Assessment Division, Environmental 
Protection Authority report titled ‘Fimiston Gold Mine Extension (Stage 3) and Mine Closure Planning’, and I 
ask —  
(1) Does the Minister agree with all the statements made by the State Mining Engineer in the letter dated 28 

March 2006, referred to above, addressed to KJ Taylor? 
(2) If no to (1), for each part that the Minister disagrees with, can the Minister give the rationale and 

reasons as to why? 
(3) If yes to (1), can the Minister explain why? 

(4) Will the Minister provide an assurance that properties (not owned by KCGM) in Johnston Street East, 
in which people are residing and living, will not be exposed to flyrock dangers when KCGM conducts 
all of its blasting? 

(5) If no to (4), why not? 
(6) Will the Minister provide an assurance that properties (not owned by KCGM) in which people are 

residing and living will not be exposed to an increase in the risk for pit wall failure given that the 
Golden Pike expansion will be approximately 200 metres from these properties? 
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(7) If no to (6), why not? 

Hon SALLY TALBOT replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) The State Mining Engineer is the appropriate person to comment on these mining issues. It should be 
noted that this letter was written prior to the review of KCGM's blast management plan and the 
independent review Flyrock Potential in the Golden Pike Cutback undertaken by the CSIRO in 
January 2007. 

(4) No. 

(5) It is the responsibility of KCGM to ensure that injury to persons is prevented and to minimise the risk of 
damage to property from flyrock under the Mines Safety and Inspection Regulations 1995. 

(6) No. 

(7) Under the Mines Safety and Inspection Regulations 1995 it is the responsibility of the principal 
employer at, and the manager of, a mine to ensure that geotechnical aspects are adequately considered 
in relation to the design, operation and abandonment of quarry operations. 

FIMISTON TAILINGS DAMS — SEEPAGE 

6024. Hon Paul Llewellyn to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for the Environment 

I refer to the Fimiston 1 tailings dam and the existing high unnatural ground water levels (unnecessary impacts) 
of approximately 5 — 6 metres below the surface caused by seepage on adjoining leases, question on notice 
No.s 2563 of 30 August 2005 and 3640 of 13 June 2006, and I ask —  

(1) Will the Minister reject the proposal to increase the height of the Fimiston 1 tailings dam given it has 
already caused ‘unnecessary impacts’ of unnatural groundwater levels to rise on adjoining leases by 
greater than 25 metres which is directly contrary to the Mining and Mineral Processing Tailings 
Facilities Guidelines 2000 advocated by the Department of Environment and Conservation (DEC) and 
the Department of Industry and Resources (DoIR) and any extension to increase the height and life of 
the dam will only exacerbate what is already an ‘unnecessary impact’? 

(2) If no to (2), why not? 
(3) Will the Minister reject the proposal to increase the height of the Fimiston 1 dam given that this dam 

was built on the boundary of the leases adjoining the neighbouring leases which is directly contrary to 
the Mining and Mineral Processing Tailings Facilities Guidelines 2000 advocated by the DEC and the 
DoIR so that the operator of this tailings dam and the DEC do not continue to make the excuses that 
they cannot contain the toxic seepage emissions within the premises, and that it is not practicable to do 
so which provides the perfect defence for any breaches of legislation as the Environmental Protection 
Act 1986 overrides all other legislation? 

(4) If no to (3), why not? 
(5) Will the Minister reject the proposal to increase the height of the Fimiston 1 tailings dam given the dam 

has been built over several fresh water watercourses which feed into a major fresh water course, which 
allows the seepage to escape from the tailings facilities and contaminate the external environment and 
the operator has demonstrated over the last 17 years that it is incapable of containing the seepage 
emissions within its own premises without causing ‘unnecessary impacts’ and causing extensive 
pollution killing and stressing vegetation? 

(6) If no to (5), why not? 

(7) Can the Minister indicate in what year the adjacent tenement holders can expect not to have 
‘unnecessary impacts’ of unnatural elevated groundwater levels containing cyanide, xanthate and other 
toxic chemicals caused by the Fimiston 1 tailings dam? 

(8) If no to (7), why not? 

Hon SALLY TALBOT replied: 

(1) The recommendations of Environmental Protection Authority Bulletin 1273 concerning this proposal 
are under appeal. The Minister is awaiting the Appeals Convenor's advice before making a decision. 

(2) Not applicable. 
(3) See the answer to (1). 

(4) Not applicable. 
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(5) See the answer to (1). 

(6) Not applicable. 

(7) No. 

(8) The rate of groundwater level decline will depend on factors such as groundwater recovery rates and the 
length of time the tailings dam is in use. It should be noted that the impact of a mining operation on an 
adjacent tenement is not an environmental issue. The Mining Regulations 1981 deal with this issue in 
regulation 98. 

NURSE PRACTITIONERS 

6080. Hon Helen Morton to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Health 
(1) How many Nurse Practitioner positions have been formally created and funded since the Nurses and 

Midwives Act 2006 was assented to in October 2006? 
(2) Please list the location of these positions? 
(3) How many Nurse Practitioners are now working in Western Australia? 
(4) Which positions in (2) above do they occupy? 
(5) Which additional positions will be created and funded during the next 12 months? 
 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
(1) Nurse Practitioners can only practise in a designated site. Since October 2006, 15.5 full time equivalent 

(FTE) have been created and funded at designated sites within the Public Health System.  See attached 
document [tabled paper 3929]. Additionally, 9 positions were created and funded prior to October 2006. 

(2) [See paper 3929.]  
(3) 23.5 FTE. 

Note: More than one nurse can be employed against a single designated position. 
(4) [See paper 3929.] 

(5) To date these areas intend to seek designation and consequently create and fund nurse practitioner 
positions over the next 12 months: 

North Metropolitan Area Health Service: 

Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital 
 

•  Respiratory Services 
•  Continence Services 

Child and Adolescent Health Service: 
 

•  Diabetes Services 

South Metropolitan Health Service: 
Armadale Health Service  
 

•  Emergency Services.  

Royal Perth Hospital  
 

•  Palliative Care Services 

WA Country Health Service: 

Intend to create and fund positions in regional areas according to community and health service needs. 

BROWSE BASIN COMMON USER LNG HUB PRECINCT 

6085. Hon Giz Watson to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State Development 

I refer to the Regional Minerals Program, Developing the West Kimberley’s Resources, Main Report 
August 2005, the Northern Development Taskforce, the Northern Development Taskforce West Kimberley – 
Environment Working Group, and the Part 10 Strategic Assessment relating to the assessment of the impacts of 
actions under the Plan for the Browse Basin Common User Liquefied Natural Gas Hub Precinct and associated 
activities, and I ask —  

(1) Will all the elements contained in and that are a corollary to ‘7. Browse Basin natural gas development 
potential’ as outlined in the ‘Regional Minerals Program, Developing the West Kimberley’s Resources, 
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Main Report August 2005’, be considered by the Northern Development Taskforce and the Northern 
Development Taskforce West Kimberley – Environment Working Group? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) If yes to (1), what are the associated issues outlined in the ‘Regional Minerals Program, Developing the 
West Kimberley’s Resources, Main Report August 2005’, that will now be considered? 

(4) Have the environmental members of the Northern Development Taskforce West Kimberley – 
Environment Working Group sought an expansion of the area of assessment and impact of the location 
of a Gas LNG Gas Processing Hub to other sites located outside the area outlined in 
‘000107.Gillian.GALLAGHER.pdf’ located on the Department of Industry and Resources website? 

(5) If yes to (3), has such an expansion been agreed to, and which areas are now to be included? 

Hon KATE DOUST replied: 

(1) The report itself has not been referred to the Northern Development Taskforce, nor did it form part of 
the Terms of Reference for the Taskforce; however, elements within Section 7 of the report will be 
addressed by the Taskforce. 

(2) The Taskforce, which was set up last year, supersedes Section 7 of the report. 

(3) N/A 

(4) Yes 

(5) N/A 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION AND TRAINING WEBSITE 

6086. Hon Peter Collier to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister for Education and 
Training 

I refer the Minister to the Employee Support Services link on the Department of Education and Training (DET) 
website, and I ask —  

(1) How many —  

(a) DET principals; and 
(b) DET deputy principals, 

were provided with Employee Assistance Program (Counselling) by internal and external client/agency 
partners in, —  

(i) 2004; 
(ii) 2005; 
(iii) 2006; and 
(iv) 2007? 

(2) What was the total cost to the DET of the access to external client/partners for principals and deputy 
principals in,  —  

(a) 2004; 
(b) 2005; 
(c) 2006; and 
(d) 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 
(1) The Department has contracted out its Employee Assistance program to PrimePsych. Specific data on 

the number of principals and deputy principals provided with counselling is not maintained by the 
Department.  

(2) The actual cost of counselling services at an Employee Award Category Level, e.g. principals and 
deputy principals, is not maintained by the Department. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION AND TRAINING WEBSITE 

6088. Hon Peter Collier to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister for Education and 
Training 

I refer the Minister to the Employee Support Services link on the Department of Education and Training (DET) 
website, and I ask —  

(1) How many —  
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(a) primary teachers; and 
(b) secondary teachers, 
successfully claimed for Workers’ Compensation in —  

(i) 2004; 
(ii) 2005; 
(iii) 2006; and 
(iv) 2007? 

(2) What was the total cost to the DET of the successful Workers’ Compensation claims in —  

(a) 2004; 
(b) 2005; 
(c) 2006; and 
(d) 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

(1) Approved workers' compensation claims as at 31 March 2008 

Year Primary Teachers Secondary Teachers 

2004 288 331 

2005 307 345 

2006 294 336 

2007 312 293 

(2) Total costs of workers' compensation claims as at 31 March 2008 

Year Primary Teachers Secondary Teachers 

2004 $2,426,767 $1,883,953 

2005 $2,845,511 $3,120,868 

2006 $2,244,348 $2,320,609 

2007 $1,455,887 $1,520,817 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION AND TRAINING WEBSITE 

6089. Hon Peter Collier to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister for Education and 
Training 

I refer the Minister to the Employee Support Services link on the Department of Education and Training (DET) 
website, and I ask —  
(1) How many —  

(a) primary teachers; and 
(b) secondary teachers, 

were provided with Employee Assistance Program (Counselling) by internal and external client/agency 
partners in,  —  

(i) 2004; 
(ii) 2005; 
(iii) 2006; and 
(iv) 2007? 

(2) What was the total cost to the DET of the access to external client/partners for teachers in —  

(a) 2004; 
(b) 2005; 
(c) 2006; and 
(d) 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 
(1) The Department has contracted out its employee assistance program to PrimePsych.  Specific data on 

the number of primary and secondary school teachers provided with counselling is not maintained by 
the Department. 
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(2) The actual costs of counselling services at an employee award category level, e.g. teachers, are not 
maintained by the Department.. 

WOODSIDE PLUTO DEVELOPMENTS 

6092. Hon Giz Watson to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State Development 

With regard to the Woodside Pluto developments and the articles in the West Australian on Wednesday, 13 
February 2008 and the Pluto 2 plan, identified by Woodside's Don Voelte in The Australian of 10 March 2008, I 
ask —  

(1) What is the Minister’s understanding of the number of trains associated with these developments and 
their proposed locations? 

(2) What is the Minister’s understanding of the number of pipelines associated with these developments 
and their proposed locations? 

(3) Has the Government been engaging with Woodside in discussions regarding these expansions? 

(4) If yes to (3), for how long? 

Hon KATE DOUST replied: 

(1) Woodside has environmental approval for up to 2 LNG trains on Site B on the Burrup Industrial Estate. 
Woodside is planning the third train to be located on Site B.   

(2) Woodside is planning a second sub-sea pipeline to be located adjacent to the pipeline to be constructed 
for the initial 2 LNG train development.   

(3) Yes.   

(4) Since February 2008. 

WOODSIDE PLUTO DEVELOPMENTS 

6093. Hon Giz Watson to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for the Environment 

With regard to the Woodside Pluto developments and the articles in the West Australian on Wednesday, 13 
February 2008 and the Pluto 2 plan, identified by Woodside's Don Voelte in The Australian of 10 March 2008, I 
ask —  

(1) What is the Minister’s understanding of the number of trains associated with these developments and 
their proposed locations? 

(2) What is the Minister’s understanding of the number of pipelines associated with these developments 
and their proposed locations? 

(3) Has the Environmental Protection Authority or the Department of Environment and Conservation been 
engaging in discussions with Woodside regarding to these expansions? 

(4) If yes to (3), for how long? 

(5) Has any correspondence, trigger or scoping document been received in respect of these expansions or 
proposals? 

(6) If yes to (5), will the Minister table all documents? 

Hon SALLY TALBOT replied: 

(1) The Minister does not have details of Woodside projects that may be proposed in the Pilbara Region in 
the future. 

(2) See the answer to (1). 

(3) No. 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) No. 

(6) Not applicable. 

CHEVRON'S WHEATSTONE LNG DEVELOPMENT 

6094. Hon Giz Watson to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for the Environment 

With regard to the Chevrons Wheatstone proposed LNG developments announced by the Minister for State 
Development in Parliament on 11 March 2008, I ask —  
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(1) Has the Environmental Protection Authority or Department of Environment and Conservation been 
engaging in any discussions regarding this proposal with Chevron or any other party? 

(2) If yes to (1), for how long? 

(3) Has any correspondence, trigger or scoping documents been received in respect of this proposal? 

(4) If yes to (3), will the Minister table all documents? 

Hon SALLY TALBOT replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) No. 

(4) Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6096. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Forestry 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5746, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Forest Products Commission? 

(2) Does the Commission operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 

Forest Products Commission 

(1) Media Monitors. 

(2) No. 

(3) Not applicable. 

(4) The cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007 was $9,463.68. 

DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRY AND RESOURCES — ROLE OF MR BEVAN STOTT, INDIGENOUS 
DEVELOPMENT CONSULTANT 

6098. Hon Giz Watson to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State Development 

In August 2005, the Department of Industry and Resources (DOIR) released the report, ‘Developing the West 
Kimberley’s Resources’ (the ‘Study’).  Mr Bevan Stott, Indigenous Development Consultant, was part of the 
consultant team that undertook the Study, and I ask –  
(1) Did the objectives of the Study include the encouragement of a coordinated approach by industry, 

Local, State and Australian Governments to facilitate the cost efficient and effective development of gas 
and mineral processing activities, and promote regional employment opportunities in the West 
Kimberley region? 

(2) Is the Minister aware that Mr Bevan Stott was engaged by the Wunambal Gaambera Aboriginal 
Corporation before, during, and after his participation on the consultant team? 

(3) Is the Minister aware that Mr Bevan Stott is now called upon by members of the Wunambal Gaambera 
Aboriginal Corporation to advise, inter alia, as to whether those same members should enter into long-
term financial arrangements with organizations that previously sat on the Government-Industry 
Management Committee that oversaw the Study? 

(4) Is the Minister aware that Mr Bevan Stott holds what might reasonably be considered to be a fiduciary 
relationship with the Wunambal Gaambera Aboriginal Corporation and its members and that they are 
particularly reliant upon the advice of Mr Stott and he exercises a position of extreme trust? 

(5) If yes to (4), is the Minister required to take note of this information? 
(6) If no to (4), will the Minister avail himself of this information?   

(7) Will the Minister confirm that he is aware that Mr Bevan Stott, in the course of his work with the 
Wunambal Gaambera Aboriginal Corporation, is called upon to regularly organize meetings on behalf 
of the same, the Kimberley Land Council, Government and with mining and gas proponents? 
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(8) If no to (7), will the Minister avail himself of this information? 

(9) Will the Minister confirm that he is aware that Bevan Stott, by virtue of his position, can control which 
Wunambal Gaambera Aboriginal Corporation members are in attendance at particular meetings on the 
basis that it is he that, —  

(a) provides notice of the same; 

(b) controls timing as to notice of the same; and 

(c) makes travel arrangements for many of the members to attend the same? 

(10) If no to (7), will the Minister avail himself of this information? 

(11) Will the Minister confirm that he is aware that the Executive Director of the KLC has made it clear that 
the Kimberley Aboriginal people cannot afford to ignore the vast financial inducements that stand to be 
made from the mining and oil companies seeking to exploit the Kimberley’s resources by stating, 
‘These are multi-billion dollar projects and traditional owners should expect no less than a multi-billion 
dollar deal,’ when interviewed on the ABC’s 7.30 Report? 

(12) If no to (11), will the Minister avail himself of this information? 

(13) Does the Minister consider it appropriate for the Executive Director of the KLC, as head of the Native 
Title Representative Body, to proffer this view when his duty is to represent the wishes of all Native 
Title claimants in an open process in line with the Premier’s statement in the Legislative Assembly, 
on 21 November 2006? 

(14) Bevan Stott is a former senior employee of the KLC.  Does the Minister consider that Bevan Stott might 
reasonably be considered to hold a serious conflict of interest in the discharge of his duties on behalf of 
the Wunambal Gaambera Aboriginal Corporation by virtue of, —  

(a) his former long-term employment relationship with the KLC and continuing friendships with 
senior members of that organisation; and 

(b) his having previously been paid by the Government, and overseen by industry to advise both 
the Government and industry on the development of the West Kimberley’s mineral and energy 
resources? 

(15) If no to (14), will the Minister confirm that a serious perception of conflict might reasonably be seen to 
exist? 

(16) If no to (15), why not? 

(17) Will the Minister confirm that Bevan Stott has at all times discharged his fiduciary duty, and continues 
to discharge that fiduciary duty to act in relation to the Wunambal Gaambera Aboriginal Corporation 
and its members by, —  

(a) continuing to advise those members on whether they should enter into major long-term mining 
and energy arrangements with companies that previously sat on the Government-Industry 
Management Committee that oversaw the Study; 

(b) continuing to participate in the arrangement of meetings involving the KLC and/or proponents 
and/or Government and the Wunambal Gaambera Aboriginal Corporation and its members; 
and 

(c) continuing to participate in meetings involving the KLC and/or proponents and/or Government 
and the Wunambal Gaambera Aboriginal Corporation and its members? 

(18) If no to (17), why not? 

(19) Has the Government or its Agencies contracted with Mr Stott for the provision of any consultancy 
services (other than the Study) by Mr Stott since 1 August, 2004? 

(20) If yes to (19), please state the, —  
(a) the names of all contracting parties, as broken out by consulting engagement in which Mr Stott 

has been engaged by Government or its Agencies since that time; 
(b) the Australian dollar value of the consulting services provided by Mr Stott, as broken out by 

consulting engagement in which Mr Stott has been engaged by Government or its Agencies 
since that time; 

(c) the services which formed the subject of Mr Stott’s consulting engagement, as broken out by 
consulting engagement in which Mr Stott has been engaged by Government or its Agencies 
since that time; 
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(d) details of the entire consulting engagement that Mr Stott’s services formed a part of, as broken 
out by consulting engagement in which Mr Stott has been engaged by Government or its 
Agencies since that time, if, in the case that Mr Stott’s services formed a subset of a broader 
consulting engagement; 

(e) the term of Mr Stott’s consulting engagement, as broken out by consulting engagement in 
which Mr Stott has been engaged by Government or its Agencies since that time; 

(f) reports produced as a result (whether in whole or in part) of Mr Stott’s involvement in the said 
consulting engagement, as broken out by consulting engagement in which Mr Stott has been 
engaged by Government or its Agencies since that time; and 

(g) any other information that might be relevant, as broken out by consulting engagement in which 
Mr Stott has been engaged by Government or its Agencies since that time? 

(21) Has the KLC or its associated parties contracted with Mr Stott for the provision of any consultancy 
services by Mr Stott since 1 August 2004? 

(22) If yes to (21), please state the —  

(a) the names of all contracting parties, as broken out by consulting engagement in which Mr Stott 
has been engaged by the KLC since that time; 

(b) the Australian dollar value of the consulting services provided by Mr Stott, as broken out by 
consulting engagement in which Mr Stott has been engaged by the KLC since that time; 

(c) the services which formed the subject of Mr Stott’s consulting engagement, as broken out by 
consulting engagement in which Mr Stott has been engaged by the KLC since that time; 

(d) details of the entire consulting engagement that Mr Stott’s services formed a part of, as broken 
out by consulting engagement in which Mr Stott has been engaged by the KLC since that time, 
if, in the case that Mr Stott’s services formed a subset of a broader consulting engagement; 

(e) the term of Mr Stott’s consulting engagement, as broken out by consulting engagement in 
which Mr Stott has been engaged by the KLC since that time; 

(f) reports produced as a result (whether in whole or in part) of Mr Stott’s involvement in the said 
consulting engagement, as broken out by consulting engagement in which Mr Stott has been 
engaged by the KLC since that time; and 

(g) any other information that might be relevant, as broken out by consulting engagement in which 
Mr Stott has been engaged by the KLC since that time? 

(23) Will the Minister confirm that Mr Stott holds a Wunambal Gaambera Aboriginal Corporation corporate 
credit card, notwithstanding that he is engaged as a consultant for the same and is not a Wunambal 
Gaambera Aboriginal Corporation employee? 

(24) If no to (23), will the Minister avail himself of this information? 

(25) Will the Minister please state what formal academic and professional qualifications Mr Stott holds? 

(26) If no to (25), why not? 

(27) Will the Minister confirm that Mr Stott has been in receipt of a consulting day rate greater than or equal 
to A$ 1 500 per day plus out-of-pocket expenses for work taken in relation to Wunambal Gaambera 
Aboriginal Corporation? 

(28) If no to (27), will the Minister avail himself of this information? 

Hon KATE DOUST replied: 

(1) Yes 

(2)-(10) No 

(11) I am aware of the Kimberley Land Council's recognition of the economic opportunity that the Browse 
gas development provides for indigenous participation, but am not aware of the gas industry offering 
any inducements to the Kimberley Land Council (KLC) or any other party. 

(12) N/A 

(13) It is not appropriate for me to comment on this matter. 

(14) It is not appropriate for me to comment on this matter. 

(15)-(16)N/A 
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(17) It is not appropriate for me to comment on this matter. 

(18) N/A 

(19) No 

(20)) N/A 

(21) This question should be directed to the KLC. 

(22) N/A 

(23) I have no knowledge of Mr Stott's arrangements with the Wunambal Gaambera Aboriginal Corporation. 

(24)-(25)No 

(26) The Government or its agencies have not directly contracted his consultancy services. 

(27) Information is not known. 

(28) It is part of my role to answer parliamentary questions in the public interest. However I am reluctant to 
be drawn into what could be a private dispute. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6103. Hon Ray Halligan to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Sport and Recreation 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5775, and I ask —  

(1) What is the name of the media monitoring service used by the Department of Sport and Recreation? 

(2) Does the Department operate on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 

(1) Media Monitoring 

(2) Yes 

(3) 12 month contract: 
 * monitoring service — media portal $410 per month. 
 * media portal hosting fee: $300 per month. 
 * press clip — digital: $2.55 per clip. 
 * copyright — $4.10 per clip. 
 * downstream copyright — up to 1000 recipients 
 $0.25 per clip. 
 * broadcast news alerts — metro: $2.80 ea. 
 * broadcast news alerts — regional: $3.50 ea. 

(4) From 31/07/07 to 31/12/07. Total $27,657. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6106. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Employment Protection representing the Minister for Police and 
Emergency Services 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5772, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Western Australian Police? 

(2) Do the Western Australian Police operate on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon JON FORD replied: 

(1) Media Monitors. 

(2) Yes. 

(3) Media Monitors was contracted to WA Police in August 2005. The contract was for an initial period of 
one year with four, one year extension options. 
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(4) Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6108. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Local Government 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5749, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Department of Local Government? 

(2) Does the Department operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

(1) Media Monitors Australia 

(2) No 

(3) Not Applicable 

(4) $727.00 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6109. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Multicultural Interests and Citizenship 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5751, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Office of Multicultural Interests? 

(2) Does the Office operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

(1) Media Monitors 

(2) No 

(3) Not applicable 

(4) Nil 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6110. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Government Enterprises 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5752, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by, —  

(a) Gold Corporation; 

(b) Insurance Commission of Western Australia; 

(c) Government Enterprise Superannuation Board; and 

(d) Lotterywest? 

(2) Do these services operate on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of each service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

Gold Corporation 

(1) (a) Media Monitors 

(2) Yes 

(3) An initial 12-month service contract commencing 21/9/07 which until terminated will be ongoing.  
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The contract operates on a "fee per press clip/ summary/ station syndication list", as well as a monthly 
monitoring retainer. Delivery costs and copyright fees are also charged.  

(4) Not applicable 

Insurance Commission of Western Australia 

(1) (b) Media Monitors. 

(2) Yes. 

(3) 12-month contract from date of signing. 

(4) Not applicable 

Government Employees Superannuation Board 

(1) (c) Media Monitors 

(2) Yes 

(3) Media Monitors are contracted on a monthly basis to provide daily press summaries and clippings for 
specified press outlets and summaries of radio interviews. 

(4) Not applicable 

Lotterywest 

(1) (d) Media Monitors 

(2) Yes 

(3) The contract is for one year commencing 1 January 2008 with an additional one year option and 
provides email summaries of stories appearing in broadcast media (radio, free to air and PAYTV in 
capital cities and regional centres) and emailed 'clippings' of press coverage (national, metropolitan and 
regional newspapers) relating to Lotterywest, lottery products and the gaming industry. The contract 
operates on a 'fee per press clip/broadcast news alert' as well as a monthly broadcast retainer.  

(4) Not applicable 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6111. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Youth 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5755, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Office for Youth? 

(2) Does the Office operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

(1) Media Monitors 

(2) Yes 

(3) The service was contracted by the Department for Communities for an initial 12 month period, plus an 
additional 12 month extension which will expire in June 2008. 

(4) Not applicable 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6114. Hon Ray Halligan to the Leader of the House representing the Premier 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5763, and I ask —  

(1) Does the Office of the Public Sector Standards Commissioner operate its media monitoring service with 
AAP on a contract basis? 

(2) If yes to (1), what are the details? 

(3) If no to (1), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 
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Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 

Office of Public Sector Standards Commissioner advises: 

(1) Yes 

(2) The Office of Public Sector Standards uses Australian Associated Press. 12 months contract which 
expires on 12 November 2008. There is a charge of $265 per month, and $1.56 per media clip and $1.09 
copy right fee. 

(3) Not applicable.  

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6115. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Treasurer 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5770, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the  —  

(a) Department of Industry and Resources; and 

(b) Economic Regulation Authority? 

(2) Does the Department operate these services on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of each service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon KATE DOUST replied: 

Department of Industry and Resources 

(1) (a) The Media Monitors news monitoring service is used by the Department of Industry and 
Resources. 

(2) Yes. 

(3) Media Monitors provide daily print and electronic media information to its Mediaportal website, which 
the Department accesses under contract, effective from January 2008 until 1 January 2009.  

Economic Regulation Authority 

(1) (b) Media Monitors 

(2) Yes 

(3) Service/Product Description:  

• Press News Alerts Retainer   
• Press Clip Digital   
• Fairfax Business Media Summary  

Service Contract: The initial term of the service will be 12 months commencing on 01/07/2007, and 
until terminated, in accordance with the Terms and Conditions will be ongoing.  

(4) Not applicable 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6116. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Local Government 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5749, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Department of Local Government? 

(2) Does the Department operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

Please refer to question on notice 6108. 
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6117. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Employment Protection representing the Minister for Community 
Safety 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5773, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Office of Crime Prevention? 

(2) Does the Office operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon JON FORD replied: 
(1) The Office of Crime Prevention uses Media Portal, an online media monitoring service operated 

through Media Monitors.  
(2) Yes.  
(3) The contract commenced for a 12 month period on 27 August 2007. The current contract cost is $1024 

per month for monitoring, web hosting and issuing of media statements.  

(4) Not applicable. 
 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6118. Hon Ray Halligan to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Water Resources 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5774, and I ask: 
(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Department of Water? 
(2) Does the Department operate the service on a contract basis? 
(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 
(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 

The Minister for Water Resources has provided the following response: 
(1) Media Monitors 
(2) Yes 

(3) Media Monitors provides monitoring services when water issues are reported in the media, the cost 
between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007 was $18,182.53 

(4) Not applicable 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6122. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Culture and the Arts 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5787, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Department of Culture and the Arts, for the —  

(a) Art Gallery of Western Australia; 
(b) State Library of Western Australia; 
(c) Western Australian Museum; 
(d) Perth Theatre Trust; and 
(e) ScreenWest? 

(2) Does the Department operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon ADELE FARINA replied: 

(1) (a)-(e) Media Monitors  
(2) Yes  
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(3) 12-month contract  

(4) Not applicable 
 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6123. Hon Ray Halligan to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Consumer Protection 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5788, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Department of Consumer and Employment Protection? 

(2) Does the Department operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon ADELE FARINA replied: 

(1) Media Monitors Pty Ltd 

(2) Yes. 

(3) The services include comprehensive monitoring of print and broadcast media Australia wide. The total 
cost of the contract is $400,000 over a four year period (2+2) or $100,000 per annum. However, it may 
vary year to year depending on news items that raise media interest. 

(4) See answer 2 and 3. 
 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6124. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister for Education and 
Training 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5789, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Department of Education and Training? 

(2) Does the Department operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

(5) What are the details of the contract between the Curriculum Council and Media Monitors? 

(6) If there is no contract, what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 
(1) Media Monitors. 
(2) Yes. 
(3) In November 2007 the Department of Education and Training awarded a tender for media monitoring 

services for one year with four, one year options to extend the contract.  
(4) Not applicable. 
(5) The Curriculum Council has contracted Media Monitors to provide a Press News Alerts service. This 

contract is reviewed annually. The Council pays a monthly retainer of $281, plus fees per clip and for 
copyright. The cost per month averages out at approximately $480. 

(6) Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6125. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Local Government 
I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5749, and I ask —  
(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Department of Local Government? 
(2) Does the Department operate the service on a contract basis? 
(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 
(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 
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Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

Please refer to question on notice 6108. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6127. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Employment Protection representing the Minister for Small 
Business 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5794, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Small Business Development Corporation? 

(2) Does the Corporation operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon JON FORD replied: 
(1) Media Monitors 
(2) No 
(3) Media Monitors is retained to provide the service on a month by month basis. 
(4) The cost of media monitoring between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007 was $5,080. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6130. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Health 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5777, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Department of Health? 

(2) Does the Department operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
(1) Media Monitors Pty Ltd. 
(2)-(3) Yes. The service is provided on a monthly basis under a signed contract/tender with the Department of 

Health.  
(4) Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6131. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Electoral Affairs 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5778, and I ask —  
(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Western Australian Electoral Commission? 
(2) What is the cost of obtaining selected transcripts? 
(3) What was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
(1) The Western Australian Electoral Commission (WAEC) uses Media Monitors if it requires a transcript. 
(2) The cost of each transcript is different. 
(3) The WAEC did not use this service during the time stated. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6132. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister for Housing and 
Works 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5780, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Department of Housing and Works? 
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(2) Does the Department operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 
The Department of Housing and Works advises: 

(1) Media Monitors Pty Ltd. 

(2) Yes. 

(3) The Department has an ongoing service agreement which is able to be terminated on one month's 
notice. 

(4) Not applicable. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES — MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6133. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister for Indigenous 
Affairs 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5781, and I ask —  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Department of Indigenous Affairs? 

(2) Does the Department operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

The Department of Indigenous Affairs (DIA) advises that: 
(1) the DIA uses the services of Media Monitors. 
(2) the DIA has a service agreement with Media Monitors, which commenced on 31 March 2008; and 
(3) the service comprises: 

•  Mediaportal package $517 per month 
•  Web Hosting Fee $282 per month 
•  Press Clips $2.40 per clip 
•  Copyright $1.09 oer clip 
•  Downstream copyright $0.33 per clip 
•  Newsalerts metro $2.70 per alert 
•  Newsalerts regional/internet $3.40 per alert 
 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES —MEDIA MONITORING 
SERVICES 

6134. Hon Ray Halligan to the Minister for Agriculture and Food 

I refer to the answer to question on notice No. 5745, and I ask -  

(1) Which media monitoring service is used by the Department of Agriculture and Food? 

(2) Does the Department operate the service on a contract basis? 

(3) If yes to (2), what are the details? 

(4) If no to (2), what was the cost of the service between 1 July 2007 and 31 December 2007? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 

(1) Media Monitors Australia Pty Ltd. 

(2) Yes. 

(3) The contract is for the provision of services on behalf of the Department of Agriculture and Food for a 
period of one year from 1 May 2006to 30 April 2007. There are two, one year extension options, 
exercisable at the absolute discretion of the Department. The following details have been accepted. 
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Price: 
Description Costing inc of GST 

Monitoring service monthly retainer if applicable $200.00 

Full press clips - price per printed page Hard copy delivery $1.40 per clip (irrespective of the number of 
pages). Email delivery (optional) $1.30 per clip (irrespective of the 
number of pages). 

Courier Delivery - price per delivery to DAWA, 
South Perth 

$22.00 per delivery by 8.00 am (Mon - Fri). 

Copyright clip charge - price per clip As per Copyright Agency Limited (CAL) license:  
Hard copy delivery 16.5% of invoice.  
($1.40 x 16.5% = $0.23). 
Email delivery (optional) 
$1.10 per clip. $0.25 per additional email address. 

Broadcast news alerts metropolitan - price per alert $1.75 

Broadcast news alerts regional - price per alert $2.20 

Broadcast transcripts (radio) - price per transcript 
based on 5 min interview 
 
· Based on estimate that a 5 minute radio interview 
is 5 pages @ $21.00 per page. 

$105.00 

Broadcast transcripts (television) - price per 
transcript based on 30 second interview 
 
·Based on estimate that a 30 second television 
interview is one page @ $21.00 per page. 

$21.00 

Video - price per copy 
· Plus courier cost for hard copy delivery. 
Electronic delivery cost is included. 

$120.00 

SURCHARGES 

REGIONAL - Transcripts/Radio Clips/Television 
Clips 

WEEKEND/PUBLIC HOLIDAYS — Transcripts 
Radio Clips/Television Clips. 

Add $35.00 per item 

Add 20% 

LICENSING FEES - Australian Association of 
Information Monitors (AAIM) 
 
Commercial and ABC radio/television stations. 
 
Applicable only to Transcript/Radio 
Clips/Television Clips 

5%-10% 

(4) Not applicable 

MENTAL HEALTH ACT 1996, SECTION 162 

6136. Hon Helen Morton to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Health 
(1) Does the Minister dispute that the Mental Health Act 1996, section 162, provides for a penalty of 

$4 000 or imprisonment for one year if a person having any responsibility towards a person as a patient, 
ill-treats or wilfully neglects that patient? 

(2) Does the Minister dispute that the Mental Health Act 1996, section 162 remains binding legislation? 

(3) Does the Minister dispute that section 162 of the Mental Health Act 1996 applies to all natural persons? 

(4) Does the Minister dispute that under Part 2, Division 7, section (7), it is the statutory function of the 
Minister to promote high standards of education and training for, and accountability of, persons 
providing care to persons who have mental illnesses? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 
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(1)-(4) No. 
NEVILLE VAN HAEFTEN 

6137. Hon Helen Morton to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Health 

In follow up to question No. 5624, answered on 19 February 2008, regarding Neville Van Haeften, I ask -  

(1) Does the Minister acknowledge receipt of an appropriately signed authorisation for the requested 
information? 

(2) Who gave consent for the Department of Health staff to transfer Neville Van Haeften from the Whitby 
Falls hostel to Fremantle Hospital in October and November 2005? 

(3) Who gave consent for staff to undertake the thorough physical and psychiatric assessment that allegedly 
took place in October and November 2005 at Fremantle Hospital? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 

(1) Having read PQ 5624, I remain unclear as to the requested information.  

If the Hon Member is referring to obtaining the details of the Guardianship Order covering the period 
October 2005, these have been obtained. From 12 July 2002 to 10 July 2007 Mr Van Haeften was the 
subject of a guardianship order that appointed as joint limited Guardians his mother and step-father Mr 
and Mrs Maumill and his sister Ms Debbie Van Haeften.  

(2)-(3) Following a priority recommendation made in the Office of Chief Psychiatrist review of the Whitby 
Falls hostel in August 2005, the Executive Director MH SMAHS and other mental health staff met with 
Ms Debbie van Haeften and Mrs Mary Maumill to discuss the need for Neville to have a thorough 
assessment, at which time the family members agreed.  

PRISONS — MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES FOR INMATES 

6139. Hon Helen Morton to the Minister for Employment Protection representing the Minister for Corrective 
Services 

(1) Since 2001, by year, what has been the total annual amount spent on mental health services to persons 
in prisons in Western Australia? 

(2) Since 2001, by year, what has been the total annual number of persons in prisons in Western Australia? 
(3) Since 2001, by year, what has been the total annual amount spent on inpatient mental health facilities 

for those persons convicted of a crime, sentenced to a period of imprisonment, and actively serving that 
sentence? 

(4) Since 2001, by year, what has been the total annual amount spent on mental health assessments for 
those persons convicted of a crime, sentenced to a period of imprisonment, and actively serving that 
sentence? 

Hon JON FORD replied: 

(1) A response is not available. Current departmental databases do not capture the information. 

(2) Since 2001, the total annual number of persons in prisons in Western Australia is as follows: 

Year Distinct persons in prison 
during the year* 

Daily average 

2000-01 7734 3117.08 

2001-02 7429 2922.74 

2002-03 7152 2843.42 

2003-04 7384 3005.76 

2004-05 8250 3371.56 

2005-06 7860 3432.86 

2006-07 8181 3622.45 

1/7/07 to 31/3/08 7925 3825.29 

* Counts distinct persons who spent any time in prison during any part of the year (including those admitted 
prior to and still in prison as at the start of the year). 

(3) There are no inpatient mental health facilities within the Western Australian prison system. 
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(4) A response is not available. Current departmental databases do not capture the information. 

EDUCATION DISTRICTS — PHYSICAL ASSAULTS BY STUDENTS ON TEACHERS 

6140. Hon Peter Collier to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister for Education and 
Training 

I refer the Minister to his answer to part 1 of question on notice No. 5998, to which he responded on 1 
April 2008, and I ask -  

How many incidents of physical assault by students against staff were recorded in, -  

(a) July - December 2006; and 

(b) 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

(a) 181 

(b) 511 

PINJARRA — BRUNSWICK SUSTAINABILITY STRATEGY 

6145. Hon Nigel Hallett to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for South West 

Can the Minister please advise -  
(1) Details of grants administered and/or support provided in accordance with LPB Strategy 3 of the 

Pinjarra-Brunswick Sustainability Strategy to, -  

(a) provide training opportunities to local communities to increase their knowledge of available 
grants and grant application processes; and 

(b) provide ongoing grant application assistance and community event organisation and 
coordination? 

(2) How can organisations access these benefits/grants? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 

(1)  No grants have been provided for this specific purpose. The South West Development Commission has 
increased the availability of its staff to the Harvey-Brunswick area to assist local groups with a range of 
services including grant information.  

BEACONSFIELD PRIMARY SCHOOL 

6147. Hon Barbara Scott to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister for Education and 
Training 

When is the review of the Beaconsfield Primary School’s application for resources, being undertaken by Mr 
Barry Dowsett, due to be completed? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 
The review by Barry Dowsett has commenced and is ongoing.  This review will continually examine the school's 
resourcing requirements to enable teaching and learning adjustments to be made.. 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION AND TRAINING — REMUNERATION OF SENIOR OFFICERS 

6148. Hon Peter Collier to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister for Education and 
Training 

I refer the Minister to his response to question on notice No. 5732 of 11 March 2008, and I ask -  
(1) Who are the two senior officers that now occupy positions of ‘increased responsibility’? 
(2) What are the ‘extra responsibilities’ of the two officers referred to in (1)? 
(3) Who are the two new executive officers and what are their roles? 
Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

(1)-(2) The two officers occupying positions of increased responsibility were engaged to act in the positions of 
Executive Director Schools and Deputy Director General Schools while the departmental restructure 
was formalised and positions substantively filled. 

(3) The two new executive roles established are Executive Director Policy, Planning and Accountability 
and Executive Director Professional Standards and Conduct.. 

SCHOOL STUDENT SUSPENSIONS 
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6149. Hon Peter Collier to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister for Education and 
Training 

How many students were suspended from Department of Education and Training in -  
(a) primary schools; and 
(b) secondary schools, 

for drug use and alcohol use in,  -  
(i) 2004; 
(ii) 2005; 
(iii) 2006; and 
(iv) 2007? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 
Suspension data is collected on: 

(a) Substance misuse (which may include alcohol, cigarettes, prescribed medications and other 
items) 

(b) Illegal substance offences 
There are not specific and separate categories for drug and alcohol use.  
 

  2004 2005 2006 2007 

Primary (Yrs K-7) Substance Misuse 34 23 32 23 

Primary (Yrs K-7) Illegal Substance offences 25 14 25 18 

Secondary (Yrs 8-12)  Substance Misuse 202 226 243 322 

Secondary (Yrs 8-12)  Illegal Substance offences 384 345 343 348 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION AND TRAINING — VEHICLES 

6150. Hon Peter Collier to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister for Education and 
Training 

How many vehicles were allocated to the Department for Education and Training for, -  

(a) teaching staff; and 
(b) non teaching staff, 

in, -  

(i) 2004; 
(ii) 2005; 
(iii) 2006; 
(iv) 2007; and 
(v) 2008? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

(a)-(b) Excluding arrangements such as the Government Vehicle Scheme, vehicles are allocated to Central 
Office, District Education Offices and schools to undertake departmental business. The criteria used in 
the allocation of vehicles is business need and they are used by both teaching and non teaching staff. 

The figures below indicate the number of passenger vehicles as at 31 March each year. 

2004 - 350 
2005 - 344 
2006 - 348 
2007 - 399  
2008 - 444  

SECURITY PERSONNEL-CROWD CONTROLLERS — LICENSING 

6152. Hon George Cash to the Minister for Racing and Gaming 

How does the Department satisfy itself that each of the security personnel/crowd controllers required to be on 
duty, are licensed under the relevant legislation and are on duty during the period stipulated in the further 
conditions applicable to the nightclub licence? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 
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Nightclub licenses all carry the condition that crown controllers must be licensed under the Securities and 
Related Activities (Control) Act 1996. The onus is placed on the licensee to ensure compliance with all 
conditions. While the Department employs a number of inspectors to monitor licensed premises, primary 
responsibility for enforcing license conditions and compliance with the Securities and Related Activities 
(Control) Act 1996 rests with the WA Police. 

TOWN OF CLAREMONT — NOISE MEASURING EQUIPMENT 

6154. Hon George Cash to the Minister for Local Government 

(1) What noise measuring equipment is owned or operated by the Town of Claremont? 

(2) Who are the officers qualified to operate this equipment? 

Hon LJILJANNA RAVLICH replied: 

(1) Two Bruelkjaer 2250 Sound Level Meters 

(2) Elizabeth French - Manager Environmental Health 
Eduardo Perotti - Environmental Health Officer 

CHRISTINE BRUCE INCIDENT — INQUIRY 

6159. Hon Helen Morton to the Minister for Child Protection representing the Minister for Health 

(1) Has there been a formal inquiry into the Christine Bruce incident? 

(2) If no to (1), why not? 

(3) If a formal inquiry has been undertaken, has a report been prepared relative to that inquiry? 

(4) Was staff at the community clinic where Christine Bruce worked at the time of her assault, interviewed? 

(5) If no to (4), why not? 

Hon SUE ELLERY replied: 

(1)-(2) Yes. In keeping with the North Metropolitan Area Health Service (NMAHS) policy, when a serious 
incident occurs a Root Cause Analysis (RCA) inquiry is initiated. The RCA is a systematic process to 
identify gaps in systems and processes which may have contributed to the incident and then provide 
recommendations to address these issues. This included the Occupational Health and Safety review and 
Police reports. 

(3) A formal report has been prepared and provided to the Acting Director State Forensic Mental Health 
Service and Area Executive Director, NMAHS Mental Health. 

(4)-(5) Yes, relevant staff were interviewed as part of these processes. 

PUBLIC SERVANTS — PARENTAL LEAVE 

6162. Hon Helen Morton to the Minister for Forestry 

For each portfolio under your responsibility, please indicate the extent to which public servants have been paid 
for parental leave in each of the past five years according to the, -  

(a) number of staff taking parental leave each year; 

(b) amount of time taken in parental leave each year, measured by weeks; and 

(c) total payments in parental leave made to public servants each year? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 

(a)  2002/03   Nil.  
 2003/04   3 
 2004/05   Nil.  
 2005/06   4 
 2006/07   3 

(b)  2002/03   Nil.  
 2003/04   18 
 2004/05   Nil.  
 2005/06   20 
 2006/07   26 

(c)  2002/03   Nil.  



 [COUNCIL - Tuesday, 6 May 2008] 2395 

 

 2003/04   $17,242 
 2004/05   Nil.  
 2005/06   $19,052 
 2006/07   $24,933 

PUBLIC SERVANTS — PARENTAL LEAVE 

6163. Hon Helen Morton to the Minister for the Mid West and Wheatbelt 

For each portfolio under your responsibility, please indicate the extent to which public servants have been paid 
for parental leave in each of the past five years according to the, -  

(a) number of staff taking parental leave each year; 

(b) amount of time taken in parental leave each year, measured by weeks; and 

(c) total payments in parental leave made to public servants each year? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 

Mid West Development Commission: 

2006/2007 (a) 1 staff member 

(b) 10 weeks paid, 11 weeks unpaid 

(c)  $8,374.33 
2005/2006 Nil 
2004/2005 Nil 
2003/2004 Nil 
2002/2003 Nil 

Wheatbelt Development Commission 

2006/2007 - (a) One person (b) 10 weeks paid (c) $6037.95 

2005/2006 - (a) One person (b) 7 weeks paid, 6.4 weeks unpaid (c) $8274.42 

2004/2005 - Nil 

2003/2004 - Nil 

2002/2003 - Nil 

PUBLIC SERVANTS — PARENTAL LEAVE 

6201. Hon Helen Morton to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Disability Services 

For each portfolio under your responsibility, please indicate the extent to which public servants have been paid 
for parental leave in each of the past five years according to the, -  

(a) number of staff taking parental leave each year; 

(b) amount of time taken in parental leave each year, measured by weeks; and 

(c) total payments in parental leave made to public servants each year? 

Hon ADELE FARINA replied: 

With regard to the Disability Services Commission: 

Financial Year 02/03 

(a)-(c) Paid Parental Leave came into effect from 1 July 2003. No specific data is available prior to 
this date. 

Financial Year 03/04 

(a) 22 
(b) 663 weeks 
(c) $101 794.78 

Financial Year 04/05 

(a) 26 
(b) 565 weeks 
(c) $138 071.95 
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Financial Year 05/06 

(a) 33 
(b) 1023 weeks 
(c) $191 995.87 

Financial Year 06/07 

(d) 29 
(e) 744 weeks 
(f) $243 922.51 

PUBLIC SERVANTS — PARENTAL LEAVE 

6202. Hon Helen Morton to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Tourism 

For each portfolio under your responsibility, please indicate the extent to which public servants have been paid 
for parental leave in each of the past five years according to the, -  

(a) number of staff taking parental leave each year; 

(b) amount of time taken in parental leave each year, measured by weeks; and 

(c) total payments in parental leave made to public servants each year? 

Hon ADELE FARINA replied: 

(a) 2002/03 Paid Parental Leave came into effect from 1 July 2003.  No specific data is available 
prior to this date. 

2003/04   10 employees 
2004/05   3 employees 
2005/06   1 employee 
2006/07   9 employees 

(b) 2002/03 Paid Parental Leave came into effect from 1 July 2003.  No specific data is available 
prior to this date. 

2003/04   60 weeks 
2004/05   20 weeks 
2005/06   8 weeks 
2006/07   84 weeks 

(c) 2002/03 Paid Parental Leave came into effect from 1 July 2003.  No specific data is available 
prior to this date. 

2003/04   $61,820 
2004/05   $17,060 
2005/06   $10,400 
2006/07   $99,130 

PUBLIC SERVANTS — PARENTAL LEAVE 

6203. Hon Helen Morton to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Culture and the Arts 

For each portfolio under your responsibility, please indicate the extent to which public servants have been paid 
for parental leave in each of the past five years according to the, -  

(a) number of staff taking parental leave each year; 

(b) amount of time taken in parental leave each year, measured by weeks; and 

(c) total payments in parental leave made to public servants each year? 

Hon ADELE FARINA replied: 

Financial Year 02/03 

Paid Parental Leave came into effect from 1 July 2003.  No specific data is available prior to that date. 

Financial Year 03/04 

(a) 10 
(b) 465 weeks (average = 46.5 weeks) 
(c) $31,605 
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Financial Year 04/05 

(a) 8 
(b) 426 weeks (average = 53.25 weeks) 
(c) $41,930 

Financial Year 05/06 

(a) 11 
(b) 478.5 weeks (average = 43.5 weeks) 
(c) $35,204 

Financial Year 06/07 

(a) 14 
(b) 649.5 weeks (average = 46.39 weeks) 
(c) $125,265 

PUBLIC SERVANTS — PARENTAL LEAVE 

6204. Hon Helen Morton to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Consumer Protection 

For each portfolio under your responsibility, please indicate the extent to which public servants have been paid 
for parental leave in each of the past five years according to the, -  

(a) number of staff taking parental leave each year; 
(b) amount of time taken in parental leave each year, measured by weeks; and 
(c) total payments in parental leave made to public servants each year? 

Hon ADELE FARINA replied: 

(a) 2002-2003 Paid Parental Leave came into effect from 1 July 2003. No specific data is available 
prior to this date. 

2003-2004: 7 
2004-2005: 10 
2005-2006: 19 
2006-2007: 23 

(b) 2002-2003 Paid Parental Leave came into effect from 1 July 2003. No specific data is available 
prior to this date. 

2003-2004: 34.8 
2004-2005: 60.17 
2005-2006: 128 
2006-2007: 165.06 

(c) 2002-2003 Paid Parental Leave came into effect from 1 July 2003. No specific data is available 
prior to this date. 

2003-2004: $33,900.30 
2004-2005: $70,835.09 
2005-2006: $127,980.66 
2006-2007: $189,073.32 
 

PUBLIC SERVANTS — PARENTAL LEAVE 

6206. Hon Helen Morton to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for South West 

For each portfolio under your responsibility, please indicate the extent to which public servants have been paid 
for parental leave in each of the past five years according to the, -  

(a) number of staff taking parental leave each year; 
(b) amount of time taken in parental leave each year, measured by weeks; and 
(c) total payments in parental leave made to public servants each year? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 

(a) (i). 2002/2003 - Nil 
(ii) 2003/2004 - Nil 
(iii) 2004/2005 - One 
(iv) 2005/2006 - Nil 
(v) 2006/2007 - One 
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(b) (i) 2002/2003 - Nil 
(ii) 2003/2004 - Nil 
(iii) 2004/2005 - 15 weeks 
(iv) 2005/2006 - Nil 
(v) 2006/2007 - 52 weeks 

(c) (i) 2002/2003 - Nil 
(ii) 2003/2004 - Nil 
(iii) 2004/2005 - $6,727 
(iv) 2005/2006 - Nil 
(v) 2006/2007 - $11,661 

BURRUP PENINSULA — INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT 

6219. Hon Giz Watson to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for State Development 

With regard to industrial development on the Burrup, I ask -  

(1) Has the Department of Industry & Resources sought any funding to investigate the possibilities to 
develop alternative industrial locations to the Burrup Peninsula industrial estate? 

(2) If yes to (1), will the Minister table any communication between the Department and his office in 
respect of any funding inquiry? 

Hon KATE DOUST replied: 

(1) As one of its core functions, the Department of Industry and Resources routinely investigates suitable 
locations in Western Australia for industrial development potential.  Land on the Burrup Peninsula and 
other nearby locations is included as part of this process. 

(2) Not applicable. 

WATER CORPORATION — LEGAL SERVICES UNIT 

6225. Hon Norman Moore to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Water Resources 

(1) Does the Water Corporation employ internal legal officers? 

(2) If yes to (1), how many persons comprise the legal services unit and what are their respective legal 
qualifications and classifications? 

(3) What are the functions of the legal services unit? 

(4) Is Craig Masarei employed as internal legal counsel at the Water Corporation, and if so, what are his 
legal qualifications? 

Hon KIM CHANCE replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Seven. Four have legal qualifications: 
•  · Branch Manager, Legal Services: Bachelor of Jurisprudence, Bachelor of Laws. 
•  · Solicitor, Legal Services: Bachelor of Laws. 
•  · Legislative Manager Solicitor, Legal Services: Bachelor of Laws, Bachelor of Arts. 
•  · Solicitor, Legal Services: Bachelor of Laws, Bachelor of Arts. 

(3) To provide a framework and manage the provision of legal services to the Water Corporation, 
incorporating internal and external legal services, legislation, Freedom of Information, corporate 
insurance.  

(4) Yes. Bachelor of Jurisprudence and Bachelor of Laws. 

__________ 


