
 

 

Legislative Assembly 

Thursday, 17 May 2007 

                 

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

STATE EMERGENCY SERVICE WORKERS - RECOGNITION 
Petition 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [9.02 am]:  I present the following petition - 

TO THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES ASSEMBLED IN PARLIAMENT 

Residents from the State of Western Australia recognise the hard work and dedication of all our 
emergency services volunteers, including fire-fighters and State Emergency Service workers, who help 
communities deal with emergencies and natural disasters. 

We draw to the attention of the House that since 2002, the States and Territories, (including Western 
Australia) have lobbied the Commonwealth Government to consider giving tangible support for 
emergency services volunteers, including through the tax system - such as providing a tax rebate for 
volunteers. 

Your petitioners therefore request the House give appropriate recognition and support for Australia’s 
emergency service volunteers, by providing tax incentives to those who volunteer their time to help 
during emergencies and natural disasters. 

The petition bears 236 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative 
Assembly. 

[See ruling on page 2366.] 

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

SELECT COMMITTEE TO INQUIRE INTO AND REPORT ON WATER LICENSING AND  FEES 
Notice of Motion 

Mr P.D. Omodei (Leader of the Opposition) gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move - 

That this house calls on the government to establish a parliamentary select committee to inquire into 
and report on water licensing and fees with specific reference to - 

(a) the basis of water licences and fees in the governance of water resources in this state; 

(b) the basis for a rational, equitable and fair water licence and fee system across the state; 

(c) the rationale for any licence; the renewal and duration of licences and fees; 

(d) the role and rationale, if any, for a licence administration fee for checking compliance and 
management of appeals; 

(e) report on the consistency of the imposition of licences and fees as compared to other 
legislation applying to the same places; 

(f) investigate the feasibility of self-regulation in proclaimed areas; 

(g) whether water should be separated from land title in all cases and how licences will be 
affected; 

(h) the impact on agricultural viability in localities should water licences be transferred to other 
areas; 

(i) consumptive pools and water licence transfer both within and outside creek and river 
catchment; and 

(j) any other matter related to water licences, management fees, volumetric charge and water 
resource management.  

The committee to report by March 2008. 
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HEALTH FACILITIES - STUDY GROUP VISIT TO UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Statement by Minister for Health 

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Minister for Health) [9.04 am]:  The state government is undertaking a 
$4.1 billion program to rebuild Western Australia’s public hospitals and health facilities.  Between 15 and 
27 April this year, I led a study group to the United States of America to visit some of the most advanced 
hospitals in the world and to meet top-level health experts.  This is to ensure that the hospitals that we build in 
Western Australia are world class.  I visited 17 of America’s leading hospitals and health-care systems and held 
more than 58 separate meetings with experts.  I visited four of the nation’s top six hospitals and each of the other 
hospitals rated as among the best in the nation for its particular speciality.  For example, the MD Anderson 
Hospital in Houston, Texas, was rated as the best cancer hospital in the USA.   

I note some conclusions that should be considered for Western Australia.  For new hospitals, single bedrooms 
were the norm for privacy and better infection control.  Obviously, questions of cost and flexibility may result in 
a small number of two and four-bed wards, but the objective should be an overwhelming preponderance of 
single bedrooms.  Patient and visitor resource centres are extremely valuable for patients and their families to 
obtain more information about their illness and treatment.  Outside gardens with patient and family access were 
thought important contributors to the healing environment.  The Ronald Reagan UCLA Medical Center in Los 
Angeles had the most interesting and thought-provoking design and was also an excellent example of 
philanthropy that we do not often experience in Australia.  Key design elements included horizontal and vertical 
alignment of core functions, corridor placement and use of light for patient areas.  The use of space, colour, light 
and children’s themes gave the children’s hospitals a “non-hospital” feel.  Innovative layout and consideration of 
the needs of parents as part of the treatment team resulted in parental beds in each child’s room.  The key to 
recruitment and retention of staff was the quality of the work environment.  Perhaps the most advanced hospital 
in terms of programs to attract and retain staff, particularly nurses, was the New York-Presbyterian Hospital of 
Columbia and Cornell.  It undertook all the initiatives undertaken by other hospitals plus more.  As a result, the 
hospital, which employs more than 4 000 nurses, has a relatively low vacancy rate. 

In both wards and intensive care units, the traditional nursing station has become decentralised into nursing pods.  
These arrangements were backed up by a layout designed to reduce the amount of walking done by nurses; 
therefore, supplies are located close by.  US hospitals were more advanced in use of day surgery without 
requiring admission to a hospital bed.  Surgeons regarded pushing the limits of what could be done as an 
outpatient as a progressive indication of clinical best practice.  Ambulatory care centres located adjacent to 
hospitals contained the full range of facilities for patients who did not require admission as an inpatient.  The use 
of electronic patient records was regarded as essential for an efficient, twenty-first century hospital. 

The tour party comprised Department of Health Director General, Dr Neale Fong; my Chief of Staff, Danny 
Cloghan; and me.  The airfare cost was $43 100 and estimated accommodation, meals and incidentals was 
$14 700, subject to currency fluctuations and receipt of invoices from the US. 

I table a copy of the report. 

[See paper 2714.] 

NATIONAL VOLUNTEER WEEK - “SEE THE CHANGE - VOLUNTEERING” 
Statement by Minister for the Environment 

MR D.A. TEMPLEMAN (Mandurah - Minister for the Environment) [9.08 am]:  This week is National 
Volunteer Week.  The theme of the week is “See the change - Volunteering” and not only gives us the chance to 
acknowledge the work volunteers do, but also to draw public attention to that work and hopefully encourage 
even more community members to get involved.  The research study “Giving Australia: Australians Giving and 
Volunteering 2004” reported that 37.3 per cent of Perth residents volunteered with an average of 118 hours per 
year and 49.4 per cent of rural West Australians volunteered with an average of 132 hours per year, putting our 
country people close to the top of volunteering rates across the nation.  A recent survey by Newspoll reported 
that 77 per cent of respondents were more aware of volunteering and 80 per cent said they believed volunteering 
was more important for the community than it was five years ago.  

It is not just the practical help that is worthwhile.  Volunteering plays a vital role in ensuring healthy 
communities in Western Australia - communities that are connected and thrive on social interaction.  The wider 
community of course benefits from projects made possible through the work of volunteers, but individuals also 
gain new life skills, make new friends and get the satisfaction that comes from making a difference.  The 
government has a strong track record in supporting volunteering with the establishment of the volunteering 
secretariat in 2002.  This will now reside within the new Department for Communities and will contribute to the 
government’s broader strategic objectives for strong communities.  The Minister for Communities was pleased 
to announce last week recurrent funding valued at $400 000 per annum for 16 volunteer resource centres across 
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the state.  This replaces grant funding provided since 2001 and will allow the centres to develop stability and 
strategic direction to meet the needs of their local communities and support local agencies.  The national police 
checks for volunteers program run by the secretariat assists more than 800 organisations.  It provides their 
volunteers police checks at reduced fees and in prompt fashion, and has completed more than 40 000 checks.  A 
range of other policy initiatives, training programs and recognition activities also provide regular support. 

The National Volunteer Week supplement in The West Australian on Monday morning gives an excellent picture 
of volunteer achievement in Western Australia.  I was particularly pleased to see the section on government 
volunteering in which 12 different government agencies, including the Fire and Emergency Services Authority, 
the Department of Culture and the Arts, and the Department for Child Protection, to name a few, promoted the 
work and acknowledged the efforts of their special volunteers.  National Volunteer Week runs until Sunday and 
various events designed to promote volunteering and recruit new volunteers are being held throughout the state.  
Volunteering gives us the chance to express our citizenship in a way that is meaningful to each of us.  I 
encourage all members to use this week to acknowledge the contribution of volunteers in our community and 
spread the word to persuade others to take up the volunteering challenge. 

HEALTH SERVICE, VARLEY 
Grievance 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [9.11 am]:  Madam Deputy Speaker, may I commend you on the colour of your attire 
today; I think it is fantastic! 

My grievance is to the Minister for Health; I believe he has some knowledge of it.  It concerns the health service 
in a small community called Varley.  Varley is a very small community of 150 people.  It has an additional 
population of approximately 80 casual workers during the seeding and harvest season.  It is approximately 
53 kilometres north of Lake King and 50 kilometres south of Hyden.  It is 163 kilometres from Lake Grace, 120 
kilometres from Ravensthorpe and 100 kilometres from Kondinin.  Until 1976, the health service in Varley was 
provided by a nursing post.  However, due to the downturn in the region in 2004, a new service delivery plan 
was arranged in agreement with the community on 13 October 2004.  The service model was for a community 
nurse to visit Varley every fortnight and for a Royal Flying Doctor Service clinic to be held there once a month.  
I will read from an inquiry from Malcolm Smallacombe, a store owner in Varley.  He describes his concern 
about the lack of health services in Varley and the fact that health requirements are not being met.  The inquiry 
reads - 

RFDS Clinic is supposed to go to the town every month and provide a community service.  It has only 
been there once in the past 5 mths.  A nurse from the Ravensthorpe hospital - 

A community nurse - 

is supposed to have a clinic there every 2 weeks.  She has only been once since the beginning of 
January.  As a community service . . .  

Mr Smallacombe - 

. . . organises the appointments at his shop.  Very upset at RFDS . . .  

And the lack of service.  It appears that the community nursing service has also collapsed. 

I know that the school has closed and that there is presently no fuel outlet in Varley.  In 2006, the RFDS 
conducted 12 clinics.  The number of patients attending the clinics over that time was varied.  I refer to the 
Varley RFDS clinic schedule.  In February 2006 there were eight patients.  The monthly number of patients 
between February and August 2006 varied from eight to 12.  There were on average about 10 patients per clinic.  
Admittedly, there was a flood event on 4 January 2007, which made it difficult to provide the service, 
particularly for the community nurse visiting from Ravensthorpe.  The nurse cited issues of personal safety and 
problems with the road.  However, today the road is in a perfectly good condition, but the service has collapsed.  
I ask the minister to help me to try to provide a good health service for Varley.  If the clinic days are chopped 
and changed at such short notice, the service will fail because people will not turn up.  An RFDS clinic was 
scheduled to visit the region on 26 March, but it was changed to 28 March.  Fourteen patients nevertheless 
presented at the clinic.  However, because the service was changed at such short notice, the nurse could not be in 
attendance.  The clinic was dirty and in need of some work.  Another clinic day was scheduled for 25 April.  
That was found to be a public holiday and was changed to 26 April.  Some of the ladies attending the Anzac Day 
service went over to the clinic to clean the nursing post in preparation.   

It appears that this service is not continuing as it should.  It does not run on a regular basis.  I have a solution; I 
do not believe one should pose a problem without suggesting a possible solution.  I think the RFDS clinic needs 
to be run regularly and its dates not be chopped and changed.  The storekeeper has to keep cancelling people’s 
appointments, which results in poor attendance at the clinic.  We need to coordinate the visits by the community 
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nurse from Ravensthorpe.  This needs to be done on a regular basis and we need to keep the nursing 
establishment clean.  This is important for the health of the people in Varley. 

I draw the minister’s attention to a March 2004 report by the Health Reform Committee entitled “A Healthy 
Future for Western Australians”.  In reference to service options, the report states - 

The funding of these centres could be shared between a number of agencies providing a flexible range 
of services to meet the needs of the local community. 

. . . such facilities and services to small communities is likely to lower operating costs for individual 
agencies and enable economies of scale.  This would facilitate an increase in the range and type services 
delivered to . . .  

It refers to small communities and settlements.  I wonder if the minister can offer some genuine help for the 
health service for the people of Varley. 

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Minister for Health) [9.18 am]:  One of the difficulties I have in responding 
this morning is that I had no advance knowledge of the detailed grievances that would be raised. 

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  Minister, I talked to Dawn, your assistant, last night.  We had a conversation and she said that 
she would pass that information on to you. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I was only aware in a general sense that the grievance was to do with nursing visits to 
Varley.  That was all that was related to me; maybe I should have taken that up further.  I thank the member for 
raising the grievance.  I will do my best to respond now, but I will respond in two parts because of the failure on 
my part to appreciate the nature of what was to be raised. 

Firstly, one of the fundamentals of the Australian health care system is that, to the extent that it is possible, there 
ought to be equality of access to health care, regardless of where people live or their economic circumstances.  I 
think that is one of the foundation principles of the Medicare system under which our health system operates.  
That is obviously strained in very small communities such as Varley where people cannot have access to the 
tertiary facilities that, for instance, would be available in Perth.  Nobody would expect that.   

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  We are not asking for that. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  No, I understand that.  It is in that context that I make these comments that there should be 
fortnightly visits by community health staff from Ravensthorpe, once a month without the Royal Flying Doctor 
Service present and once a month to coincide with a visit from the Royal Flying Doctor Service.   

The member is correct.  In the first four and a half months of this year those visits were not as regular as they 
should have been.  I am told that in January there was one visit by community health staff.  The second planned 
visit was cancelled due to the storm or flood event to which the member referred.  All non-essential road travel 
was cancelled in that region at that time.  It is quite understandable that second visit did not occur.  The 
community health staff visited in February, but the Royal Flying Doctor Service visit was cancelled.  As a 
consequence, the community nurse did not take part in the second visit during February.  During March, there 
was no visit due to staff leave commitments.  In April and May, the community health staff visited as planned.  I 
do not regard that as sufficient.  I accept the criticism that the member for Roe has made.  In a small community, 
if the service is not reliable, people will look elsewhere.  That will then threaten the ongoing viability of the 
service, which is the point that the member for Roe has made.  I will contact the Country Health Service today, 
and get it to conduct a thorough investigation into - apart from the storm, which I think is quite understandable - 
why the regularity of the service is not guaranteed.  I will ask the Country Health Service to guarantee the 
regularity of the service, so the people of Varley can be confident that they will receive the service. 

The second issue raised by the member for Roe related to the cleanliness of the clinic.  I am told that the standard 
of cleanliness at the clinic leaves something to be desired.  It needs a good clean before the nurse can attend each 
time.  Again, having been made aware of this issue for the first time today, I will ensure that it is investigated.  
Bear in mind that this is the only health service for the people of Varley.  A health service needs to maintain high 
standards of cleanliness.  I will ensure that the WA Country Health Service reports back to me on the issue of the 
clinic’s cleanliness, and what it will do to ensure that the appropriate standards are achieved and maintained. 

I really did not know much more than that.  Now that the member for Roe has raised these issues, I will certainly 
undertake to pursue both the issue of the regularity of the visits, to guarantee that is continued, and also the 
cleanliness of the clinic.  I undertake to communicate directly with the member for Roe when I receive that 
advice from the WA Country Health Service to ensure that everybody receives access to health care.  Given the 
remoteness and size of the communities, from what has been relayed to us by the member for Roe today the 
access to health care that is necessary for those communities appears to me to have failed somewhat in Varley.  

Dr G.G. Jacobs:  The people of Varley will appreciate that. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Thank you. 
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STREETLIGHTS - NORTHERN SUBURBS 
Grievance 

MR A.P. O’GORMAN (Joondalup) [9.23 am]:  My grievance is to the Minister for Energy.  I would also like 
to compliment the Minister for Energy on his attire this morning; he is not wearing the pyjama top shirt, so I 
thank the minister very much for that. 
My grievance is what I term “the mushroom grievance”.  It is about the people in the northern suburbs; we are 
being kept in the dark and we are being fed a lot of what can be called “BS”.  The problem is that streetlights are 
out continually right across my electorate.  In fact, I am receiving calls about not only my electorate but also 
other suburbs that immediately surround my electorate.   
I probably will not take the full seven minutes for my grievance, because I will give the minister a list of 
streetlights that were out and have been reported to Western Power.  Some of the streetlights have since been 
repaired, but members will notice as I go through the list the length of time it takes to have a replacement globe 
fitted.  Indeed, it has been suggested to me that maybe I should stick a couple of globes in my pocket and 
shimmy up the pole and stick them in.  However, I am not willing to do that.  There is a demarcation line 
between politics - 
Mr F.M. Logan:  Does the member not have a restricted electrical licence? 
Mr A.P. O’GORMAN:  I do not have a restricted electrical licence.  I tried to get one, but it was not happening 
at the time.   
Mr A.D. McRae:  Before the member for Joondalup goes through the list, the member for Victoria Park and I 
were just talking about how we are also receiving lots of reports.  
Mr A.P. O’GORMAN:  I am not grieving on behalf of Joondalup; I am grieving on behalf of the whole 
metropolitan area!   
Several members interjected. 
Mr A.P. O’GORMAN:  Sorry, minister.  This is a multi-pronged attack and I hope we have a multi-pronged 
answer to resolve these lighting issues.  My office reported lighting issues to Western Power on 17 April, after 
previous reports by constituents to Western Power had no success in having light shed on the problem.  In 
Cumberland Way, Beldon, the lights went out mid-March.  The constituent who reported it was told in early 
April that it could take another three or four weeks to repair it.  He is definitely not happy about that.  The work 
order he was given was TC6748164.  Those lights in Cumberland Way finally got fixed on 9 May - from March!  
Minister, that is just not acceptable.   
Another issue my office reported to Western Power on 17 April was in Awhina Place, Kallaroo.  The lights in 
the cul-de-sac have been out since late March and the constituent reported it to Western Power in Early April.  
The lights at the end of the cul-de-sac are out near a public access way.  He is claiming that crime has increased 
since the streetlights went out and that the perpetrators are managing to escape by that darkened public access 
way.  The residents have had more break-ins to their homes and cars in the street.  My constituent has also 
informed me that a lot of elderly people in the street are feeling very vulnerable and anxious because of the lack 
of lighting.  He was given work order TC1252248.   
This grievance was prepared for the minister last week, but unfortunately he was overseas- 
Mr F.M. Logan interjected. 
Mr A.P. O’GORMAN:  Doing his job.  The lights in Awhina Place were also fixed on 9 May.  Another 
problem also reported on 17 April, was at the corner of Silkeborg and Pedder Place.  This is a very important 
one.  It is right at the end of my street.  I reported that incident myself, and that also took a lot of time to be 
repaired.  In February, a constituent reported to my office that lights in Korella Street were not working.  There 
are probably about 10 streets in Mullaloo with lighting problems: Korella Street, Gunida Street, Yulema Street, 
Page Drive, Marjorie Street, David Street, and Oceanside Promenade between Marjorie and Korella streets.  All 
have streetlights that are not working.  When this constituent reported this incident to Western Power, the 
constituent was told the wait would be months, because of a backlog due to a change of contractor.  Once we got 
onto Western Power, we managed to get some action on that.  I do not think that it is good enough that 
constituents have to get on to their local member to get some light shed in their streets.  More recently, this was 
not reported directly to my office, but we picked up an article in the local newspaper headlined “Weeks in dark 
and counting…”, which reads -  

Let’s make a list.  How many more suburbs can we name without street lights? 

We have had Heathridge, Connolly (now fixed) - Marmion, and now I am adding Beldon. 

We have been without lights for over three weeks, the usual phone calls, job numbers, calls to council, 
where my husband was told to try our local MP. 
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Therefore, our local council is sending them back to me.  I continue - 

I hope the Mayor of Joondalup follows the Mayor of Fremantle and refuses to pay the Western Power 
bill, and maybe, just maybe, reduce our rates for services we do not get. 

That was in our local newspaper on 24 April. 

We also received a call - as I said, I am starting to receive calls from outside my electorate - from a resident in 
Tarcoola Retreat, Ocean Reef, where the lights have been out for eight weeks.  I therefore ask the minister to 
take the people from Western Power, give them a good swift kick where they need it, get them back out on their 
ladders, cherry pickers or whatever it takes to get them up to the lights, and have them screw in a couple of bulbs 
so that people will be safe in their homes and safe walking around the streets at night. 

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  You are in big trouble! 

MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn - Minister for Energy) [9.30 am]:  I thank members for that unanimous vote of 
confidence in Western Power! 

I thank the member for Joondalup for presenting this grievance.  It is an issue, obviously I am aware of it, and I 
will give him the reasons, as provided to me by Western Power, that it has become an issue.  As the member 
knows, Western Power is responsible to councils - I think under contract in many cases - for maintaining and 
repairing streetlights, unless they are controlled by Main Roads, are privately owned, are on private property or 
are on non-gazetted roads.  That means that Western Power is responsible for approximately 207 000 streetlights 
in the south west interconnected system.  The organisation that was contracted by Western Power to maintain 
streetlights was a company called Safeline.  That company was disengaged in late 2006. 

Mr A.J. Simpson:  Why, minister? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I am just coming to that. 

The company was disengaged, according to Western Power, for not meeting Western Power’s standards for 
quality, particularly for maintaining inadequate documentation on quality standards and procedures.  Western 
Power then issued the contract through a preferred-vendor arrangement and the contract for the repair of 
streetlights was awarded to Alinta under that preferred-vendor arrangement.  I believe Alinta commenced work 
on streetlight repairs in December 2006.  Western Power introduced Safeline to Alinta to allow Alinta to work 
with Safeline, to learn its procedures, engage some of its workforce and continue with the work that had been 
done before by Safeline.  However, I am aware that Safeline then received further work from a different 
industry, the construction industry, and therefore a significant proportion of its workforce went off to work in the 
construction industry, leaving Alinta with a very small component of Safeline’s workforce.  Alinta then took on 
a significant number of its own crews, and had three crews available.  Unfortunately, with a smaller workforce 
than Safeline had in the first place, Alinta simply got behind in the number of streetlights that were being 
repaired.  As members know, streetlights do go out quite regularly; there are 207 000 of them.  The bulbs fail 
quite regularly and if the company is not on top of the repairs, the backlog builds up.  If the company does not 
have the workforce to repair them, the backlog will build up very quickly indeed, and that is exactly what has 
occurred.  I am particularly disappointed about it, but this is what Western Power has informed me it intends to 
do about it -  

it will investigate the following options to improve the performance in the short term; 

it will further engage with Alinta to encourage additional increases in its resources for streetlight repair; 

an additional six Alinta people - that is, three crews - will be trained over two weeks, and it is expected 
that they will be able to commence work no sooner than in three weeks, with the exact start date being 
subject to the availability of supporting equipment which is currently being sourced; 

the longer-term view is that Alinta will resource up to seven crews, resulting in 10 crews overall being 
available, including three subcontract crews; 

it will redirect internal Western Power crews themselves to assist in streetlight repair; and 

it will engage with a company currently employed by Western Power for non-streetlight work, but 
which provides streetlight repair services in the eastern states. 

That company will therefore be brought into play, and I believe also that Western Power has engaged a company 
from New Zealand that provides streetlight repair services in New Zealand to also address the backlog and meet 
the need.  I inform the member for Joondalup that I was told by one of the policy officers who works for Western 
Power that a person repairing a streetlight must have the qualifications of a linesman. 
Mr A.P. O’Gorman interjected. 
Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I know.  As the member for Joondalup well knows, there is literally a global shortage of 
linesmen currently, and it takes a significant time to train them.  Why Western Power needs a linesman to 
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replace a bulb is beyond me.  That is one of the issues that I will take up with not only Western Power but also 
EnergySafety to see whether we can actually find a different level of training simply for the replacement of 
bulbs. 

Mr A.P. O’Gorman interjected. 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Yes, exactly; likewise. 

So that is one of the issues.  I will express my concerns about these issues in writing to the chief executive 
officer of Western Power, Doug Aberle.  I will also arrange a meeting with him personally and take up these 
issues with him directly.  I will use Hansard to pick up the issues that the member for Joondalup has raised with 
me today to ensure that Mr Aberle is aware of the specific items that the member has raised.  However, from the 
comments that have come from both sides of the house today, it is obvious that this issue is affecting a 
significant number of suburbs and that is totally unacceptable.  Why Western Power has got itself into this mess 
simply by changing contractors is beyond me; that is the issue I really want to get to the bottom of.  Western 
Power has indicated to me that to address the longer term, Western Power is looking to move away from the 
preferred-vendor contracting process and go to an open-contracting process and put the contract out in the 
market to attract a far greater level of performance from contractors who would then competitively bid for that 
longer-term contract for the replacement and repair of streetlights.  With those issues that I have highlighted in 
mind and the way in which Western Power will address them in the short and longer terms, I hope we will not 
get ourselves into this situation again. 

MANDURAH VEHICLE LICENSING CENTRE 
Grievance 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville) [9.36 am]:  My grievance is to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and 
is about the Mandurah vehicle licensing centre.  I know we are not orphans in this state in having a problem with 
our licensing centres; it is a fairly widespread problem.  However, I am sure I do not need to tell the minister that 
the Peel region is the fastest growing region in Australia and just behind, I think, the Deputy Speaker’s 
electorate. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  That just depends on how you assess that. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Certainly the local council members, comprising some people who are strong supporters of 
the minister’s government, are strong believers that it is true.  Perhaps the minister can argue with them. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  It is the fastest in percentage terms but in absolute growth Wanneroo is still ahead. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I thank the minister! 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Pipped at the post! 
I want to stress to the minister that this grievance is not in any way a criticism of the staff at the Mandurah 
licensing centre; in fact, anything but.  The staff there are extremely dedicated and work extremely hard under 
enormous pressure.  The reason for this grievance is to try to alleviate their burden, not to add to it in any way.  I 
also want to stress that none of the staff has complained to me.  One of the major complaints from people using 
the centre came from the partner of someone who works at the centre.  That person expressed dismay at the huge 
workload under which the partner is working.  That person talked to me about some of the issues there, one of 
which is that people who attend there to see about their licence or just pay their bill have a one and a half hour 
wait to be served.  I went there myself.  I took a ticket, went away and came back an hour later and I still had 
half an hour to wait.  The poor girl working at the desk had had no morning tea break, she had about 15 minutes 
to snatch her lunch and she was otherwise on her feet working through the whole day.  Those are totally 
unacceptable working conditions for public employees in this state.  I think the Occupational Safety and Health 
Regulations require much better management of staff than that.  The staff are extremely overworked, there being 
no replacements for them, and there are no toilets in the building for people waiting to be served.  An elderly 
person or anyone with bladder difficulties or who does not prepare and go to the toilet before going to the 
licensing centre will be standing in a queue for one and a half hours with no toilet to go to.  People have to leave 
the queue and the building and drive somewhere else to find a toilet.  I think the nearest toilet is at McDonald’s 
about a kilometre down the road.  People then have to go back to the licensing centre and rejoin the queue.  I am 
told that some of the counters are not staffed because there are not enough staff to serve everyone. 
Another issue is the waiting time to book for driving tests.  I was just told by the member for Murray of someone 
he knows who failed his first driving test and had to make a time to be re-tested, and there was a four-month 
wait.  I am told that if people ring up and say they want to make a booking for a licence test, they are told it will 
be five or six months.  Then a little parcel of bookings is released along the way somewhere, so sometimes 
people can be slotted in.  People may say they have been told they cannot get a booking for six months but they 
are told, “No, there’s one in a month”, or it may be two months.  Little parcels of booking times are saved to 
farm out along the way. 
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There is also a problem with trying to get through by phone.  I had a complaint from someone about a particular 
issue.  It was handled very well when I finally got hold of a person at the licensing centre, but my staff were half 
an hour on the phone trying to get through.  The staff at the centre just do not have time to take phone calls and 
serve people at the counter at the same time.  Another particular concern is that when all the staff arrive for work 
in the morning at about 8.15 there are about 40 people waiting at the centre to get in to beat the queue and be 
served first.  St John Ambulance is right next door and a person expressed concern to me about a potential 
blockage that might occur with all those cars and people being outside the centre.  It is not possible to fit 40 cars 
in the parking spaces and they may block access and egress for the ambulance.  I am told at least an extra four 
staff are required.  I am also told the centre was promised at least two staff and thought it was getting two, but 
suddenly that fizzled out.  I do not know what happened, but the centre desperately needs four extra staff.  I am 
told that the Mandurah licensing centre sees about 17 000 customers a year compared to the 13 000 people a year 
seen by the average metropolitan centre with the same number of staff. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  When you talk about four extra staff, which part of the centre do you mean? 
Dr K.D. HAMES:  I do not know.  I am passing on what was said to me. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  Are you talking about the licensing centre staff or the vehicle inspection staff? 
Dr K.D. HAMES:  I think it is the licensing centre staff, but I am not positive.  Four years ago there was a 
licensing and vehicle inspection centre at Pinjarra.  That was closed and vehicle licensing inspections are not 
done any more.  That centre is open one day a week - I am not sure whether it is for a half day or a whole day - 
for licensing.  The point is there are not enough staff.  Peel is a booming area, regardless of whether it is the 
fastest or second fastest growing area.  Alcoa is there and Wagerup is doubling in size.  There is a huge increase 
in the number of workers.  There is a booming young population who want to be able to get to work.  There is an 
excellent set up in high school and at TAFE so that they can get trade certificates and get into the workforce.  
One person needed a licence to get to Alcoa to get an apprenticeship and had to wait to do the test.  I notice that 
in the budget the minister has been allocated an extra $8 million or $10 million to address this problem in the 
licensing system.  I want to make sure that minister is aware of Mandurah’s problem and that the licensing centre 
does not miss out.  I have spoken to the member for Mandurah, who supports a resolution of the problem and 
was going to talk to the minister about this issue. 
MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [9.44 am]:  I think the 
member made up that last bit. 
Dr K.D. Hames:  No, not true.  I spoke to him yesterday. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I have no doubt the member for Mandurah shares the member’s concerns about 
waiting times, but he would be aware that for at least the last two and a half years I have not been the minister 
responsible for this area.  I have raised this on numerous occasions in this place - 
Dr K.D. Hames:  Minister, don’t think this is criticism of you, because it isn’t. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  No, but I am pointing this out.  I know the member for Dawesville wrote to me and 
the letters came back from Minister Ljiljanna Ravlich.  I just want to get that clear: I am not the minister 
responsible.  The member is correct in saying there are enormous waiting times for service at the licensing centre 
and an unacceptably long waiting time for people wanting to get a driver’s licence.  All of these issues have been 
compounded because massive numbers of people are coming here from overseas.  We have put on four 
additional staff to deal with those people coming in with overseas drivers’ licences.  The growth in the state has 
been enormous and a place like Mandurah experiences quite a bit of that. 
The waiting times for driver’s licence testing have been compounded by the fact that although we have increased 
the full-time equivalents to four, unfortunately two of those people have been away for extended periods of time 
due to illness, which has created a particular problem for the Mandurah centre.  Minister Ravlich’s staff and the 
senior officers of the licensing division say they are looking at overhauling the whole way in which testing is 
done to try to deal with these problems, change the basic mechanism and put in place a more efficient booking 
system.  It is true that it appears vacancies come up from time to time on the booking list.  Sometimes there are 
urgent cases when someone needs a particular licence in order to get a job.  There is a lot of that going on at the 
moment, so urgent situations arise and sometimes bookings are given preference.  The issue is exacerbated by 
the fact that lots of driving instructors, basically because it is relatively cheap to do a driving test, put their 
clients through before they are ready.  It is seen as a trial run.  While I had responsibility for this some three 
years ago we put in place a penalty whereby people who did that had to wait a month before they could re-book 
for a test.  I hope that is being enforced.  Also, many people were booking and not turning up. 
Dr K.D. Hames:  The other example I had was a four-month wait to get retested.  It has obviously got a lot 
worse since you were there. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I understand it fluctuates.  Our advice is that it has blown out sometimes to 
15 weeks, but it can change quite dramatically the following week because people come back from leave or after 
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a period of illness and suddenly there are more people available and customers can be brought forward.  It is a 
rather wildly fluctuating situation.  The member is quite correct, and certainly Minister Ravlich and the 
government have acknowledged there is a problem and a lot more work has to be done.  As the member will be 
aware, there is a $73.8 million package for improving licensing services over the next four years.  Around 
$15 million of that is in recurrent spending in the coming budget and there will also be $7.9 million in the capital 
works budget.  I think the recurrent funding would be of most interest to Mandurah.  Part of the work will be 
enhancements of the transport executive and licensing information system, TRELIS, to get it operating more 
efficiently so that when people phone in, their calls can be processed more quickly.  It is a very reliable system 
but it is not terribly speedy.  Part of this package will provide further enhancements.  Additional resources will 
be allocated to address customer hot spots, including driver assessments.  I will ensure that Minister Ravlich 
receives the details of the member for Dawesville’s grievance.  After dialogue with the member for Mandurah, 
she will no doubt ensure that the member’s area receives its fair share of the considerable increase in resources 
that are being allocated.   
The vehicle inspection system has changed.  Vehicle inspections in the Mandurah and Peel region are carried out 
by the private sector.  There are five inspection centres in the Peel area.  The member for Dawesville mentioned 
vehicle inspections, but I do not think that they are an issue.  The issuing of drivers’ licences is an issue.  Over 
the past five or six years, we have been building new licensing centres and installing new technology to achieve 
better conditions for staff.  Fabulous new licensing centres have been built around the state from Broome to 
Albany.   
Dr K.D. Hames:  What about toilets?  
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Toilets are provided at the centres for staff.  Normally, specific public toilets are 
not provided.  
Dr K.D. Hames:  Some people have had to wait for an hour and a half.   
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  The task is to try to address that and to increase staff levels.  The budget allocations 
have been made.  I will ensure that the specific concerns raised by the member for Dawesville are brought to the 
attention of Minister Ravlich.   

BUILDING DISPUTES TRIBUNAL 
Grievance 

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [9.52 am]:  My grievance this morning is to the Minister for Consumer 
Protection.  I am concerned about the integrity of the Building Disputes Tribunal and its ongoing viability as a 
tribunal that is accessible to ordinary Western Australians.   
I refer to the jurisdiction of the tribunal.  As members would be aware, the tribunal hears two kinds of disputes; 
namely, workmanship complaint disputes and contractual disputes.  Since being approached by a couple of 
constituents who have found themselves caught up in the tribunal process, I have become concerned that the 
tribunal can determine only contractual complaints that relate to lump sum home building contracts valued 
between $6 000 and $200 000.  It is my concern that the tribunal’s jurisdiction is now no longer sufficient for the 
kind of home building contracts that Western Australians are entering into.  The tribunal has achieved its greatest 
successes in its workmanship jurisdiction.  I am aware that the minister has some positive comments to make 
about the jurisdiction of the Building Disputes Tribunal.   
The more significant area of concern is accessibility to the tribunal and legal costs.  The website of the Builders’ 
Registration Board of Western Australia states that the Building Disputes Tribunal, which is an independent, 
quasi-judicial body that is separate from the Builders’ Registration Board, provides a straightforward, 
inexpensive forum for adjudicating building disputes between owners and builders.  Although it was the 
intention of Parliament pursuant to the Builders’ Registration Act 1939 to create a tribunal that was 
straightforward and inexpensive, it is my fear that Parliament’s intent as set out in that legislation has become 
distorted due to the operation of the legal process.  Section 38(4) of the Builders’ Registration Act reads -  

In any proceedings costs are not to be awarded to any party to the proceedings for the services of any 
legal practitioner or other person representing or assisting in the representation of that party unless, in 
the opinion of the Disputes Tribunal, it is fair to do so, having regard to -  

The following paragraphs and subparagraphs deal with a party that has conducted the proceedings in a way that 
unfairly disadvantages the other party, vexatious applications and applications that are particularly complex.  In 
specific circumstances, legal costs can be awarded at the discretion of the tribunal.  One of my constituents is 
currently going through the tribunal process.  It is clear that a number of builders are trying to incorporate 
Calderbank principles from the mainstream legal process into the tribunal process.  From the decisions that have 
been handed down, one can see a strategy emerging.  Lawyers for builders have issued my constituents and other 
Western Australians with Calderbank letters with the intent of trying to import mainstream legal costs into the 
tribunal process which, as set out in the legislation, is quite clearly inappropriate.  Indeed, it is clear from a 
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cursory examination of the Builders’ Registration Act that a Calderbank letter has no place in the tribunal 
process.  I refer to a tribunal decision of deputy chairman McGowan in July 2006 in which he specifically stated 
that it would be problematic if a Calderbank offer in the Building Disputes Tribunal had consequence because a 
costs award is discretionary, with the discretion exercised on the basis of the criteria set out in the legislation.  
My constituent was ultimately unsuccessful in the tribunal hearing.  However, against the clear intent of 
Parliament and its legislation, the builder made application to the tribunal for an order of costs.  Given that the 
circumstances set out in section 38(4) of the act did not exist in that case, the tribunal quite rightly rejected that 
application for costs.  The State Administrative Tribunal heard an ongoing appeal that was solely based on the 
issue of costs.  It relied on a Calderbank letter that had been issued.  It is my concern that builders are 
deliberately using the tribunal process to appeal on issues that deal solely with costs; they do not deal with the 
specific merits of a case.  They are trying to import those principles into the operation of the Building Disputes 
Tribunal.   
Given the circumstances in which my constituents find themselves, it is clear that those actions are an attempt to 
bring in common law principles of costs.  In light of the fact that the legislation specifically stipulates that no 
costs are to be awarded except in certain narrow cases such as those that involve vexatious litigants or a 
particular complexity of proceedings, I am greatly concerned about this issue.  If we accept that the jurisdiction 
is irrelevant because of the increased costs of building property, and if we add to that the fact that ordinary 
Western Australians who feel aggrieved by a particular building contract will no longer access the tribunal 
because of a fear that mainstream legal costs will be awarded against them, it is my view that the tribunal has 
moved away from being accessible to Western Australians.  The legislation is designed for ordinary Western 
Australians to air their views if they feel that a builder has acted inappropriately due to contractual or 
workmanship issues.  The legislation may require a minor amendment that specifically states that appeals based 
solely on the issue of costs in which the tribunal has exercised its discretion based on the facts before it cannot be 
made, thereby limiting further cost orders to situations in which there have been successful appeals based on the 
merits of a case.  I look forward to the minister’s response, because this is an issue of concern for all Western 
Australians.   
MS S.M. McHALE (Kenwick - Minister for Consumer Protection) [9.58 am]:  I thank the member for 
Victoria Park for his grievance and for raising legitimate concerns on behalf of his constituents.  The matters that 
he raised have resonance for quite a number of constituents.   
Dr K.D. Hames:  You don’t say that when we make grievances.   
Ms S.M. McHALE:  The member for Dawesville should grieve to me; I am sure I will respond in a similar way, 
depending on the topic.  I commend the member for Victoria Park for his initiative in raising this matter.  The 
member raised two essential issues.  The first is the accessibility of the tribunal.  The second issue, which I am 
particularly concerned about, relates to legal costs.  By way of background, as the member has indicated, the 
Building Disputes Tribunal is a quasi-judicial body established under the Builders’ Registration Act 1939 to 
mediate in disputes between owners and builders regarding claims that the standard of building work is not 
acceptable or is considered to be very shoddy.  One of the big problems that the member has correctly identified 
is that the upper price limit for home building contract work is $200 000.  We all know now that many buildings 
cost way in excess of that.  The member for Victoria Park has been lobbying to have that upper limit increased.  I 
confirm that the government has acted on this issue.  I am pleased to inform the house that the current $200 000 
upper limit contained in the Home Building Contracts Act is scheduled to be increased to $500 000 from 2 July 
2007.  I think that will capture the majority of home building contracts entered into by consumers and will result 
in a number of major elements of building contracts being subject to the consumer protection provisions of the 
Home Building Contracts Act 1991.  As of July 2007, that limit will be $500 000.  I wanted an earlier 
implementation date, but the building industry said that it needed time to educate its members to change the 
contract, and I allowed that time to ensure consistency during this change.  I acknowledge the member’s 
advocacy.  The limit will increase to $500 000, and I think that will capture the majority of home building 
contracts.  The work on education has almost been completed, as have the changes to the necessary 
documentation.  I thank the member for Victoria Park.  All members should be aware of that so that they can 
promote it in their constituencies through their newsletters, etc.  
The second matter the member raised is of concern.  We need to ensure that even though these bodies are quasi-
judicial, they remain, as far as practicable, informal and unintimidating to the ordinary person who appears 
before them.  The member is correct; the act provides that in the ordinary course of hearings, legal costs are not 
awarded.  However, the tribunal has a discretion to order that costs be awarded in certain stipulated 
circumstances.  Those circumstances relate to parties that unreasonably commence, delay or try to thwart 
proceedings or act inappropriately.  The intent of the relevant section, therefore, is to discourage or prevent 
vexatious or deceptive behaviour by parties in a dispute.  I believe that it is a necessary power for the tribunal, 
but one that should apply only in strict accordance with the stipulated conditions, which are there to protect the 
consumer and, when a consumer behaves vexatiously, the building company.  More particularly, the legislation 
is in place to protect the consumer.  Whilst the threat that a party will claim costs from another party is used 
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widely in the legal profession, as the member for Victoria Park correctly pointed out, and I wholeheartedly agree 
with him, the use of such tactics to intimidate consumers who are taking action in good faith - I am sure that 
applies to the case he raised with me - has no place in the disputes tribunal, however rarely it may occur.  
Nevertheless, I am cautious to ensure that any attempt to prevent such unacceptable behaviour does not deny 
parties to a dispute the right to seek a review of a decision when they believe the tribunal may have erred in the 
application of law or that a finding of fact, based on the evidence, was entirely unreasonable.  The best advice I 
can give the member for Victoria Park about his second issue on costs is that we are endeavouring to make sure 
that the tribunal remains straightforward, accessible, inexpensive and unencumbered by legal processes that 
occur in other jurisdictions and tribunals.  The tribunal needs to maintain a limited power to award costs.  
However, the main advice I want to give the member for Victoria Park is that the building legislation is the 
subject of review.  His submissions made both today and previously will be considered by the Department of 
Consumer and Employment Protection as part of that review.  I will ensure that his views about costs are 
considered.  I will certainly keep the member informed of the outcomes of the review once a final report has 
been provided to me.  I acknowledge and accept the comments made by the member and will ensure that they are 
incorporated into the review.  

IMPROVED ACCESS TO THE PARLIAMENTARY PROCESS - NOTICE OF MOTION 
Removal of Notice - Statement by Deputy Speaker 

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs D.J. Guise):  I wish to advise members that private members’ business notice 
of motion 1, notice of which was given on 31 May 2006 and renewed for a further 30 sitting days on 19 October 
2006, will be removed and will not appear on the next notice paper. 

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Inquiry into the Efficacy of Public Hearings by the Corruption and Crime Commission - Statement by 

Deputy Speaker 
THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mrs D.J. Guise):  I advise members that the Speaker has received a letter dated 
16 May 2007 from the member for Perth as Chairman of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and 
Crime Commission, advising that the committee has resolved to conduct an inquiry into the efficacy of public 
hearings by the Corruption and Crime Commission.  Specifically the committee has adopted the following terms 
of reference - 

That the committee inquire into and make recommendations on the statutory discretion of the 
Corruption and Crime Commission to take oral evidence from persons in open or closed session, with 
particular regard to - 
(a) the adequacy of criteria for opening or closing examinations under sections 139 and 140 of the 

Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003;  
(b) the opportunities for persons aggrieved by allegations made before the commission, 

particularly during a public examination, to respond to those allegations; and   
(c) any other relevant issue.  

The committee will report to the Assembly at the commencement of sitting in March 2008.  I advise members 
that I have arranged for the committee’s terms of reference to be placed on the noticeboard of the Legislative 
Assembly. 

ESTIMATES COMMITTEES - MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE 
Report - Presentation 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [10.08 am]:  In accordance with standing orders I 
present the report of the management committee prescribing which parts of the estimates and off-budget public 
corporations will be considered by Estimates Committees A and B and the time allocated for that consideration. 
[See paper 2717.] 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I put the question that the report be adopted. 
Question put and passed. 

JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE CORRUPTION AND CRIME COMMISSION 
Twenty-fourth Report - “Interim Report on Amendments to the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003 - 

A Public Interest Monitor” 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth - Parliamentary Secretary) [10.07 am]:  I present for tabling the twenty-fourth report 
in the thirty-seventh Parliament of the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, 
entitled “Interim Report on Amendments to the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003 - A Public Interest 
Monitor”. 
[See paper 2715.] 
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Mr J.N. HYDE:  The Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission recommends that 
Western Australia establish an independent public interest monitor for better oversight of the listening device 
and search warrants of the police and the CCC.  This report is one of a series pertaining to the standing 
committee’s inquiries into legislative amendments to the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003, 
commenced in November 2005.  This report examines the accountability requirements for covert devices, 
including telecommunications interceptions, surveillance devices and covert search warrants, both at the point of 
application and after approval.  It focuses on the need to appoint a public interest monitor in WA to provide a 
level of review through representing the public interest in matters pertaining to applications for covert warrants.  
Such a role exists for applications for surveillance devices and covert search warrants in Queensland.  
Discussions have occurred between the commonwealth and Queensland governments about the inclusion of a 
public interest monitor in that state’s impending telecommunications interception legislation.  The committee 
accepts that covert devices are critical in assisting law enforcement agencies such as the police and the 
Corruption and Crime Commission to detect, prevent and prosecute serious crime.  It is inarguable that this is in 
the public interest.  The challenge we face as a community is balancing this requirement with the significant 
public interest in the rights and privacy of individuals.  When such strong powers are given to these agencies by 
the Western Australian Parliament, we have a right and duty to ensure that on every occasion the warrants can 
transparently be shown to have been used responsibly and legally.  The committee firmly believes that there is a 
necessity to ensure that applications for covert warrants are justifiable and that law enforcement officers and the 
agencies that employ them execute those warrants according to any prescribed conditions and in compliance 
with the associated acts. 

This report provides a detailed analysis of relevant accountability frameworks for covert devices in Australian 
states and territories.  Given that telecommunications legislation in Australian jurisdictions is complementary to 
the commonwealth’s legislation and that covert search warrants are a recent development in line with the 
enactment of antiterrorism legislation, this report focuses largely on the adequacy of Western Australia’s 
Surveillance Devices Act 1998.  The fact that our report considers additional accountability mechanisms for 
covert devices does not suggest that warrant applications sought by WA Police or the Corruption and Crime 
Commission are done so for superfluous reasons or are questionable in their quality, or that the judiciary is not 
practising sound jurisprudence in relation to those applications.  Rather, it is to ensure that systems of 
accountability, particularly those authorising the use of special powers, are optimal. 

We report that the WA Police and the Corruption and Crime Commission do not support the notion of a public 
interest monitor.  Both agencies view that judicial oversight and relief provide ample protection within the 
legislation.  Further, the Corruption and Crime Commission believes that additional protection is afforded by the 
Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission.  The committee disagrees.  A public interest 
monitor provides the judiciary with a considered countervailing viewpoint to that of the applicant in matters of 
public interest on covert warrant applications.  This is not the role of the parliamentary inspector.  Further, the 
committee views that it would be difficult for a presiding judge or another authorised person to give attention to 
this issue to the degree afforded by an independent entity such as a public interest monitor.  Although the option 
for relief through the courts is available, this occurs after the alleged intrusion has occurred.  It is not an ideal 
remedy in circumstances in which the use of a device was unwarranted.  The committee has liaised with 
Hon Wayne Martin, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Western Australia, who, on the basis of our 
discussions and contact with his counterparts in Queensland, sees distinct possible advantages to the creation of 
such an office in this state.   
Although the committee firmly believes that telecommunications interception warrants require the application of 
a public interest monitor, the state government would need to negotiate this with the commonwealth.  The 
Queensland government has tried to seek federal government approval for the inclusion of a public interest 
monitor in its proposed telecommunications interception legislation.  Apart from a lack of representation of the 
public interest for telecommunications interception warrants, the commonwealth Telecommunications 
(Interception and Access) Act is comprehensive in its accountability arrangements, including those post the issue 
of a warrant.   
In line with its examination of the concept of a public interest monitor, the committee reviewed accountability 
arrangements for covert devices in all Australian jurisdictions.  Procedural accountability after surveillance 
device warrants are issued fares poorly in the Western Australian Surveillance Devices Act compared with 
equivalent legislation in other states and territories.  In this regard the committee has identified a number of such 
deficits; however, it finds two key areas in which the legislation fails significantly.  Firstly, the act lacks an 
independent inspection entity for warrant documentation.  Although the committee notes the role of the 
Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission under the Corruption and Crime Commission 
Act 2003 in auditing the commission’s use of special powers, the specifics of this role are not prescribed, and 
neither are time lines in which auditing and reporting must occur.  Such arrangements are in place for 
telecommunications interception warrants.  The committee queries: where lies the difference?  Secondly, the 
annual reporting requirements to the responsible minister are not comprehensive and would limit considered 
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assessment of the impact of those devices in serious criminal matters.  Given that the legislative requirements for 
covert warrants are similar to that of surveillance devices, the committee has made 15 recommendations 
regarding the Surveillance Devices Act and associated matters that require consideration in the context of the 
management of covert devices.  I note that in the past week the federal Ombudsman has revealed that the 
Australian Federal Police has admitted that in 2004 it installed devices before a warrant or authorisation was 
issued.  In another case, a device was retrieved after the cessation of the warrant or authorisation.  The 
Ombudsman’s powers are nowhere near as exact and intense as those of the Queensland public interest monitor.  
In Queensland, it is ensured that all conditions that are stipulated by the judiciary are adhered to and can be 
demonstrated in a transparent way. 
The committee notes that the definition of “public interest” waxes and wanes.  We believe it is very important 
that the issue of public interest be considered and that we have agreement on what is public interest and that the 
state of Western Australia establishes a public interest monitor. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  Order!  I bring to the attention of members in the chamber that 
while I was waiting to take my position in the chair from the Deputy Speaker, a number of members entered the 
chamber, moved about, and entered into conversations while the Deputy Speaker was on her feet.  I draw to the 
attention of members the provisions of standing orders 83, 84 and 95 concerning showing due regard to the 
Chair.  I trust members will take that on board. 

Twenty-fifth Report - “Report on Past Misconduct Inquiry - Western Australia Police” 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth - Parliamentary Secretary) [10.18 am]:  I present for tabling the twenty-fifth report of 
the Joint Standing Committee on the Corruption and Crime Commission, entitled “Report on Past Misconduct 
Inquiry - Western Australia Police”. 

[See paper 2716.] 
Mr J.N. HYDE:  This report is one of a series pertaining to our committee’s inquiry into legislative amendments 
to the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003.  In 1999 the former Anti-Corruption Commission 
commenced an inquiry into allegations that one of two police officers had disclosed details to persons with 
known criminal records.  That inquiry focused on whether Western Australia Police officers had improperly 
accessed and disclosed Mr Andrew Petrelis’s covert details, whether such access was linked to the death of 
Mr Petrelis in 1995 and whether the WA Police took timely and appropriate action in regard to the latter.  
Following intense focus and public interest in the aforementioned incident in November 1999, former Minister 
for Police Hon Kevin Prince announced a review into the operation of the WA state witness protection program.  
A review was conducted by Len Roberts-Smith, QC, and a report entitled “Review of the Western Australia 
Police Witness Protection Program” was tabled in the Parliament of WA on 9 August 2000.  As a consequence 
of recommendation 33 in that report, a further review of matters pertaining to the conduct of former police 
officer Mr Murray Shadgett was undertaken by the Anti-Corruption Commission and a report submitted in 
September 2001 to the Director of Public Prosecutions.  The committee noted that the DPP took just six days to 
determine that no charges would be laid against Mr Shadgett.  The committee has argued strongly in the interests 
of transparency for disclosure of the combined report on the investigation by the ACC and the assessment by the 
CCC under section 22 of the Corruption and Crime Commission Act regarding alleged misconduct by WA 
Police officers in the Petrelis inquiry.  In this report today we publish in full the report of the Anti-Corruption 
Commission, a report by the Corruption and Crime Commission, into those original recommendations which 
recommended prosecution of a police officer.  We also attach a response from the WA police service regarding 
our request for the police service to consider the CCC’s ability to undertake a cold case review into matters 
associated with the death of Mr Andrew Petrelis.   

The committee views that it is essential to illustrate the consequences of tolerating illegal activities by police 
officers.  This includes not taking action on the grounds of not wanting to compromise ongoing operations.  The 
ACC and the CCC reports, which are available in the appendix to the committee’s report, detail fully a chain of 
events dating back more than 20 years into activities that should have led to the prosecution of a police officer in 
the view of the committee.  The committee offers no criticism of the ACC; in fact, if the ACC had had the power 
to conduct inquiries in public and informed the then committee accordingly, as the CCC operates today, many 
matters pertaining to official misconduct in this report would and should have been made public at the time.  
Although the appended report of the ACC and the CCC focuses on unauthorised access to Mr Petrelis’s covert 
details by Shadgett and subsequent conveyance of that investigation to known criminals, it also details an 
extensive history of misconduct by this former officer prior to that disclosure.  The Kennedy royal commission 
examined the matter and made the following comment - 

The IAU [Internal Affairs Unit] records reveal that Shadgett had an extensive disciplinary history 
within WAPS.  As at June 1994, he was known to have had more defaulter sheets (disciplinary charges) 
than any other current member of WAPS…In particular, Shadgett was suspected of disclosing 
confidential police information to known criminals and persons of interest to law enforcement agencies. 
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Shadgett’s reprehensible and illegal behaviour first came to the attention of the WA police service in 1986.  In 
that year the joint operation between the WA Police and the Australian Federal Police could not be 
compromised.  In 1992, Shadgett was again exposed disclosing confidential material during the National Crime 
Authority’s Operation Beagle, which “couldn’t be compromised”.  In 1994, at issue was the NCA’s Operation 
Harpy.  Shadgett was at it again, but “Harpy couldn’t be compromised”.  On this occasion it was argued that 
taking criminal action against Shadgett would have alerted criminal identities to the existence of phone taps.  By 
the time the WA police service had commenced its Operation Red Emperor in 1996, Shadgett was again 
reprieved through fear of compromising that operation.  As one police inspector told the ACC, WAPS had now 
become the obstacle instead of the NCA.  In May 1997, it was ongoing state crime squad investigations that kept 
Shadgett in uniform and on the job, yet as the ACC report reveals, which the committee publishes in full for the 
first time today, at least some police - namely Sergeant Hill of the police internal affairs unit - had formed clear 
views on Shadgett’s association with persons in the drug trade.  He made comment in 1997 that “there’s no 
doubt in my mind that Shadgett must be dealt with either criminally or departmentally”.  However, by 1998 the 
police service decided that, due to the staleness of the alleged 1992 offence, cost, credibility and various other 
reasons, no further action be taken against Shadgett.  Accordingly, on 5 August 1998, the matter was filed by 
Sergeant Hill and the telephone intercept material forwarded for destruction to the WAPS Criminal Intelligence 
Bureau telecommunications unit in accordance with the commonwealth Telecommunications (Interception) Act.   
In light of the committee’s previous report, the committee notes that this expedited destruction of telephone 
intercept material precluded consideration of that 1992 material in the eventual Len Roberts-Smith inquiry and 
the Queensland Coroner’s inquest into the death of Andrew Petrelis.  Interestingly, in the report that we have just 
tabled, our committee refers to the lack of evidence of TI material regarding innocent parties ever being 
destroyed as is the requirement under the TI act.  The only firm evidence we can discover of TI material in WA 
having been destroyed was in relation to former police officer Murray Shadgett and within a very short six years 
from when the intercept occurred. 
The committee notes the ACC’s view that Shadgett’s improper conduct should have received attention from the 
assistant commissioner as early as 1992.  The committee commends the 2007 WA Police and the Corruption and 
Crime Commission for their assistance and agreement to make this material public today.  The committee is not 
an investigatory body but is an oversight body and therefore makes no finding in this report.  It notes the 
recommendation of the CCC that consideration should not be given to prosecution of or the taking of 
disciplinary action against Mr Shadgett, who is no longer a member of WAPOL, due to the DPP’s earlier 
decision not to support his prosecution and the subsequent passage of time.  The committee urges all interested 
parties to read both attached reports in full and the police service’s attached correspondence to the committee 
together with the Queensland Coroner’s report.  While it is unlikely that Shadgett will be charged for his 
appalling record of misconduct, it is important that this behaviour is continually exposed.  The committee asserts 
that there have been vast improvements in the ability of the WA Police and the CCC to more appropriately 
prevent and address misconduct by police officers.  Since the Royal Commission Into Whether There Has Been 
Any Corrupt or Criminal Conduct by Western Australian Police Officers, WA Police has adopted a new 
governance framework comprised of a corporate executive team and a strategy and performance directorate.  Its 
strategic focus is supported by systems that capture data to inform decision making.  Although the reform 
program is fluid, responding to corporate demands as they arise, the initial strategic focus was the 
recommendations of the royal commission.  These proposals centred on systems improvements and cultural 
change.  Hence we have seen the development and implementation of strategies for recruitment and training, 
supervisory accountability and leadership, a more secure information technology network with associated audit 
trails, corruption prevention plans and strategies and code of conduct.  In addition, the Corruption and Crime 
Commission has maintained a strong focus on unauthorised release of information and has undertaken proactive 
educational strategies, in addition to ongoing misconduct investigations.  This committee also has the capacity to 
review the management of integrity within the public sector given improved transparency in the commission’s 
investigations. 
We know that no system is foolproof and some people can and will find a way to commit misconduct.  We are 
fortunate that public hearings and other tools are available to the CCC to deter misconduct and ensure, through 
publicity, that even the dimmest recalcitrant is aware of the consequences of his or her intended actions.  It is 
therefore incumbent on each of us to maintain the integrity of that system and report misconduct or opportunities 
for misconduct when they become evident.  I encourage anybody concerned, or anybody with an interest in the 
issues that have arisen since the death of Andrew Petrelis in 1995, to read these reports in full.  I quote the 
recommendations of the Anti-Corruption Commission, reproduced in this report -  

226) The Commissioner of Police consider the formulation of a policy/procedure in dealing with 
police officers who have committed criminal acts or serious improper conduct in situations 
where such actions might impact on police operations.  

227) A review be undertaken of recording procedures in IAU to ensure the problem of 
investigations being forgotten does not reoccur.  
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I will read briefly from the report of the Western Australia Police.  The committee requested the police service to 
address 17 specific issues in relation to the consideration for a cold case review.  The acting Commissioner of 
Police, Chris Dawson, states -  

Given that this death and surrounding issues have been investigated and examined to varying degrees 
by a number of agencies and bodies, including the Queensland Police, WA Anti-Corruption 
Commission, Justice Roberts-Smith, Kennedy Royal Commission, and most recently by the Queensland 
Coroner, it is my view that a cold case review is not warranted.  

Due to the number and breadth of previous inquiries and the lapse of time since the death, in my view, 
the possibility of ascertaining further evidence is negligible.  To undertake a cold case review under 
these circumstances is simply not an efficient use of police investigative resources.  

I have responsibility to ensure that police resources are allocated efficiently and appropriately, and 
therefore I do not believe that a cold case review of this matter would be in the best interests of the 
public of WA.  

Again, I urge all members, media workers and others with an interest in this matter to read all this information in 
full.  

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) BILL (NO. 1) 2007 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) BILL (NO. 2) 2007 

Second Reading- Cognate Debate 

Resumed from 16 May. 

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [10.35 am]:  I am pleased to speak on this year’s budget, and I have chosen 
the topic of improper and corrupt behaviour within the Labor Party and the state government.  As members 
would appreciate, that is a vast and complex topic, and I foreshadow that I will need my allocated time plus an 
extension.  

As I have said previously in this house, for the second time in 20 years a government has brought shame on 
Western Australia.  Both times it has been a Labor government.  The current Premier, Alan Carpenter, and a 
former Premier, Brian Burke, may well be two different people, but they will share a place in history as the two 
Premiers who headed governments that were riddled with improper and, I would suggest, corrupt behaviour by 
significant numbers of members of cabinet and of Parliament.  We have seen the proceedings of the Corruption 
and Crime Commission, which are still continuing.  We have seen four ministers forced to resign.  We have seen 
serious breaches of conduct by ministers and members of the Labor Party backbench.  This government thinks 
that the worst is over, but I can assure members that it is not.  Labor tries to defend itself publicly by using the 
argument that Labor set up the Corruption and Crime Commission, and it tries to argue how effective the 
commission is.  The government tries to make a virtue of its behaviour.  I do not buy that, and I do not think the 
public of Western Australia will. 

The consequences of the performance of the Labor Party and this government are many and serious.  They 
include damage to the state’s reputation, just as happened in the 1980s.  They include a public service that in 
many respects is now compromised, with many people and decisions discredited.  Doubt has been cast over the 
dealings of previous and present ministers and public servants with business organisations in this state.  There 
are serious consequences for decisions and processes, whether they be planning, environmental or project 
approval.  The Labor Party and the government have compromised this Parliament in a number of ways.  Who is 
to blame?  All members opposite are to blame.  The Labor Party and this government reeks of impropriety.   

Before I look at the behaviour of individual members and the implications, I will make a couple of comments 
about the public sector and the appropriate role of government and the public service.  Under the Westminster 
system, there is meant to be a separation between the public service and the political side of government.  Labor 
has failed.  In some cases its failure is a result of ineptitude or incompetence, but too often it is a result of a 
calculating and dishonest approach by the Labor Party.  The problem of improper and, I suggest, corrupt 
behaviour is deep seated within the Labor Party and this government.  It is not confined to those ministers who 
have already fallen on their swords. 

I will give some of the background before I get to the CCC itself.  We have seen this government force out 
senior public servants.  Examples include Peter Browne from education and David Eiszele from Western Power.  
This government has excessively used the so-called golden gag to silence people forced out under so-called 
management-initiated redundancies.  It has misplaced and misused taxpayers’ funds for political advertising.  
Pre-election, taxpayers’ funds were used for advertising on policing, power and water.  Now it is being used on 
liquor law reform and budget information.  The government has even used the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet to draft newsletters for lazy backbenchers.  The government has used public servants for political 
purposes.  The Commissioner of Police appeared in pre-election advertising; he should not have done so.  Public 
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servants are routinely sent out on weekends to combat claims or comments made by the opposition.  Public 
servants should not be put in that position.  The public service is compromised when that happens.  This 
government has not abided by longstanding caretaker provisions during election campaigns.  That relates to the 
use of government aircraft, public servants commenting on the election issues during the campaign, and even to 
the extent of placing signs on capital works outside schools that are used as polling booths.  That is highly 
improper behaviour. 

We have seen excessive growth in the number of ministerial staff - up 50 per cent since 2001, as reported by the 
Commissioner for Public Sector Standards.  We have seen the parachuting of Labor sympathisers into public 
service positions, and none is more significant than Sharryn Jackson, the Australian Labor Party president, 
heading up the so-called community cabinet liaison unit.  We see a complete lack of courtesy and respect to 
other members of Parliament.  When members of the opposition or Independents seek briefings with public 
sector departments, this government sends along political advisers as spies.  That is not the Westminster system.  
This government does not understand.  It does not understand what it is doing.  As a consequence, an estimated 
80 public servants have been questioned by the Corruption and Crime Commission, including Gary Stokes, the 
Deputy Director General of the Department of Industry and Resources; Paul Frewer, the Acting Director General 
of the Department of Water; Mike Allen, the executive director at the Department for Planning and 
Infrastructure; and Dr Wally Cox, chair of the Environmental Protection Authority.  They are all compromised.  
They have not behaved with propriety.  They are not low-level public servants.  They are senior people holding 
positions of trust.  Their behaviour is improper.  They have been doing what they thought their political masters 
wanted. 

I will now move on to the main game, and that is Labor members of Parliament.  There is a broad culture of 
impropriety within the Labor Party and this government.  Surviving Labor members would like to blame, and 
think the public will blame, those ministers who have already lost their positions.  However, although those 
ministers are responsible for their behaviour and deserve the price to be paid, whatever that might be, who 
opened the door?  The current Premier opened the door.  He lifted the ban of his predecessor, Dr Gallop, on 
ministers dealing with Burke and Grill.  He allowed former member Norm Marlborough into cabinet, knowing 
that he was a close associate of Brian Burke.  He put the member for Ballajura, John D’Orazio, into the police 
portfolio, knowing that there were question marks about his history in a number of areas, including the City of 
Bayswater.  That member would be the last person anyone would put into a portfolio such as police. 

I will go through a number of members opposite, and I will start with the member for Yokine, Mr Bob Kucera.  
He is a former police officer and has history in the Mickelberg case as the officer in charge of the Belmont 
Police Station.  He was given by the Attorney General - 

Point of Order 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Although I do not have any problems with the member for Cottesloe mentioning me in 
that particular case because I am fully aware of my level of integrity in the matter, the matter is before the courts 
at the moment.  The Speaker of the house has ruled quite clearly that it is not an issue that should be raised. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Further to the point of order, the matter is not before the courts as a trial and, in my 
opinion, it does not fall under the sub judice rule.  I just think the member is being a bit touchy because his name 
has been mentioned.  The member for Cottesloe is referring to some history that has been published in the 
newspapers and in other media. 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  The Speaker of the house has ruled that it is sub judice.  It has not been reported on yet.  
The matter has not come to a decision.  Furthermore, the member for Cottesloe has a history of using 
parliamentary privilege in this place, particularly in my case, and putting himself outside the confines - 

Several members interjected. 

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

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  In fact, on one occasion already he has made allegations outside this house on this matter, 
which will be, when this decision is brought down, the matter of a writ. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The point of order relates to whether or not this matter is sub judice.  I will direct 
the Clerk to ascertain the standing of this particular matter.  In the meantime, I ask the member for Cottesloe to 
continue with his dissertation.  I will draw to the attention of the house a ruling made by the Speaker that has 
been presented to me by the Clerk.  I will read it so that members are clear about what is acceptable in this place.  
The Speaker’s statement, dated 25 September 2003, reads -  

Now that a few more people are in the Chamber, I restate a statement that was made earlier today by the 
Acting Speaker . . . I wish to make clear to members that the use of the word “corrupt” in reference to 
current members of the House, whether in their individual capacity or as part of a present or previous 
Administration, is not acceptable.  The use of the word directly alleges improper motives on the part of 
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a member.  Although the use of “corrupt” has been allowed in recent years when referring to 
Governments rather than individuals, it is unparliamentary and I will not permit its use in future.  In 
general, members should not expect that an unparliamentary term becomes more appropriate to the 
Chair and the House when it is used to refer to a group of members rather than an individual member. 

I draw the attention of members to that ruling.  I now ask the member for Cottesloe to continue.  There is no 
point of order.  I will direct the Clerk to ascertain the current status of that inquiry. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I remember when that matter was raised last time and I remember that ruling by the 
Speaker.  However, it is very easy for members to stand in this place and say that a matter is before the court.  
This chamber needs more -  

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  You are canvassing the Speaker’s ruling. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am not canvassing it.  I think members here - 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I take on board what the member is saying, but I have directed the Clerk to 
ascertain the current status of the matter.  We will get to the bottom of it. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I will move on.  The member for Yokine received from the Attorney General a copy of 
the Lewandowski confession or affidavit, as it was known.  If there was one person in this chamber who should 
not have received that affidavit, it was the member for Yokine, but he did receive it.  He failed in a cabinet 
meeting to declare his wife’s ownership of Alinta shares when cabinet decided on an $88 million grant to the 
benefit of Alinta and its partners.  That forced his resignation.  I do not believe the member for Yokine behaved 
particularly improperly on that occasion; I suspect he was more naive, stupid or neglectful.  However, he 
breached the ministerial code and he lost his job. 

Let us look at the misdemeanours of the member for Ballajura, John D’Orazio, the rising star of the now Premier 
and now better known as the “Godfather”.  He was driving his ministerial car without a licence when he had a 
crash.  He met with a panelbeater, Pasquale Minniti - 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The member knows full well that I have been cleared of that by the State Solicitor.  He 
knows that that is absolutely not true and I ask him to withdraw that comment. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Cottesloe is referring to events that took place and were widely reported 
by all media outlets some time ago.  I suggest that the member for Cottesloe has not breached any standing order 
at this stage. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  The member has not made an accusation against the member 
for Ballajura directly.  The point is that he is stating a fact.  If he makes a certain allegation, I will call him to 
order. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  I point out that the comment made by the member was that the minister was driving 
without a licence.  That is not true. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I think you were driving while your licence was suspended. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I ask the member to please rephrase that comment. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Whether it was a matter of driving with a suspended licence or whether his licence had 
not been renewed, the fact is that he was driving a ministerial car and he had a crash.  The member for Ballajura 
also met with a panelbeater, Pasquale Minniti, and was recorded by the CCC in a discussion about traffic 
infringements and how they might be fixed.  Would a police minister not be concerned about that?  He also had a 
meeting in his electorate office with Mr Drago and Adam Spagnolo that ultimately led to Mr Adam Spagnolo 
being pursued by the CCC and pleading guilty to vote rigging and failing to declare donations.  The member also 
failed to pay his pharmacy staff their due superannuation.  For all those reasons, and they are probably only some 
of them, he was never fit to be a minister and was certainly never fit to be a Minister for Police.  He is number 
two. 

Number three is our former colleague Norm Marlborough.  He should never, ever have been in cabinet, yet this 
Premier publicly embraced him.  The former member leaked cabinet information to Burke and Grill.  He lobbied 
in government on behalf of Burke and Grill, particularly on the Canal Rocks project.  At Burke’s request, he 
promised to get Beryle Morgan, a former Shire of Busselton president, a job.  He carried a special phone given to 
him by Burke.  He even used it in this chamber.  He was caught out lying before the Corruption and Crime 
Commission.   
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I will read from the transcript of the CCC hearing -  

BURKE:  Mate, the other thing is you’re not going to let me down on Beryle, are ya? 

MARLBOROUGH: No.  No.  Who’s Beryle?  The girl from, uhm, uh, Busselton? 

What a performance that was!  The one thing I will say about Norm Marlborough is that at least he did the right 
thing and had the decency to resign from the Parliament.  I acknowledge that. 

Number four is the member for Riverton, Tony McRae.  The member for Riverton burst into prominence during 
the last election campaign when a nurse in his electorate, Choy Chan Ma, went into his electorate office to help 
out, presumably, and found herself, inexplicably, a candidate in the election! 

Point of Order 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The member for Cottesloe is now engaged in salacious lie telling.  He knows that to make 
the allegation that Choy Chan Ma came into my office to sign a document -  

Ms S.E. Walker:  He did not say that. 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Yes, he did - has been investigated and found to be not true.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  What is the point of order? 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The member for Cottesloe, by repeating that allegation, is impugning my reputation.  That 
matter has been investigated by the Corruption and Crime Commission and found to be not true.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  There is no point of order in what the member for Riverton is saying.  The member is 
simply embarrassed about some events that were widely reported in the media at that time.  The member for 
Cottesloe has not impugned -  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  We are taking a point of order. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member for Cottesloe has not impugned the integrity of the member for Riverton in 
this chamber.  He has not referred to the member as being corrupt, or anything of that nature.  He is simply 
reporting events that were reported in the media at the time of the last election.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no point of order.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I will move on.  The member for Riverton was then caught by the CCC trying to solicit 
fundraising help from Burke and Grill.  He seemed to tie that -  

Point of Order 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  The CCC has conducted a public hearing and put propositions about certain behaviour.  The 
CCC is still conducting that investigation. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  Member, what is your point of order, please?  
Mr A.D. McRAE:  That the matter is, if not sub judice, then still under - 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  There is no point of order. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  That is on the record of the CCC.  There seemed to be some sort of link - that is what the 
CCC seems to conclude - between seeking fundraising, and the timing, if nothing else, of decisions relating to 
land developments.  The member for Riverton’s former chief of staff, Rewi Lyall, was forced to resign - 
Mr R.C. Kucera interjected.  
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, member for Yokine! 
Mr R.C. Kucera interjected.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  - over links to Burke and Grill -  

Withdrawal of Remark 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  Excuse me, member.  Member for Yokine, please withdraw 
your comment.  I heard it clearly, twice. 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  I withdraw my comment, but I can still think it, Mr Acting Speaker.   

Several members interjected. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER:  Member, I would like an unqualified withdrawal, please. 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  I withdraw my comment, Mr Acting Speaker. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Thank you, member. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The member for Riverton chaired the committee into the closure of the Windimurra 
vanadium project.  Part of the report of that committee is clearly compromised.  I will return to that matter later.  
The member for Riverton was involved in various issues to do with Gingin land subdivisions.  Again, that 
involved a property developer who was a client of Burke and Grill.  We could put it down to inexperience - 
maybe.  However, it seems to me that just about everything the member for Riverton goes near has a stench 
about it.   

I will move on.  Number four is the member for Murchison-Eyre, John Bowler.  He is a close friend and 
associate of Grill.  Grill was his election campaign chairman.  Mr Bowler was also a member of the committee 
that was inquiring into the Windimurra project.  Burke and Grill were acting on behalf of Precious Metals 
Australia, a group that had a direct and significant financial interest in the outcome of that committee.  The 
member for Murchison-Eyre leaked drafts of the report of that committee.  He had the report amended to assist 
the client of Burke.  In my opinion, the member for Murchison-Eyre compromised this Parliament totally in that 
committee.  The member stood in this house and said he had made one mistake.  From my memory, he made 108 
phone calls -  

Points of Order 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Mr Acting Speaker, I would like your advice as to whether it is appropriate for a member to 
be canvassing matters -  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  What is the point of order?  Refer to the standing orders!   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  Order, members!  The member for Riverton is making a point 
of order. 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.  I would like your advice as to whether it is appropriate in 
this debate for the member for Cottesloe to discuss a matter that is under investigation by the privileges 
committee of this chamber.  I have some concerns that the member should not canvass matters that are under 
consideration by the privileges committee. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Point of order.  I am a member of that privileges committee -  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Then you should not be speaking about it, should you? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Point of order. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am not like members on your side.  Do not ever say that to me!  I know about corrupt 
coppers and various other members in this place! 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  Take a seat please, member for Avon.  The member for Hillarys 
has the call.  I would like to hear the member’s point of order, please. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I have a more urgent point of order. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!  Member for Avon.   

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Mr Acting Speaker, I clearly heard a member opposite -  

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  Mr Acting Speaker, point of order.  My point of order is more urgent than the urgent 
point of order by the member for Hillarys. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Sit down, member.  The member for Avon. 

Mr T.G. Stephens:  But I have a more urgent one! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The member for Riverton said clearly that the member leaked information from a 
current inquiry to the member for Cottesloe.  The privileges committee is a very difficult committee -  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Member for Avon, what is your point of order? 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  That is not what was said. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Yes, it is.  I heard it clearly.  He said he should not have been giving information to 
the member for Cottesloe.  That is an outrageous thing for a member of this chamber to say, and it should be 
withdrawn. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER:  Thank you, member.  The member for Hillarys.    

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will get back to my point of order, if I may.  I cannot remember who raised the point of 
order now.  I think it was the member for Riverton.  The member for Riverton raised a point of order that the 
member for Cottesloe should not be referring to items which have been exhibited in an open public hearing at the 
CCC, and, indeed, items about which the member for Murchison-Eyre himself made comments in this 
Parliament when he apologised to the Parliament.  The fact that an investigation is being conducted by the 
Procedure and Privileges Committee is not a matter that is sub judice.  I do not believe any of the members of 
that committee would be leaking any information.  I think what the member for Cottesloe is referring to is items 
before the CCC that have been publicised in the media, and, indeed, the comments and confession of the member 
for Murchison-Eyre.  

The SPEAKER:  Order!  Although I have only just entered the chamber, I have been listening to the debate.  I 
do not think there is a point of order in relation to mentioning information that may or may not have also come 
before the privileges committee.  I do indicate that the warning issued earlier by the Acting Speaker is still in 
force.  There is always a danger, when members attack other members within this chamber, that, if it gets to the 
point that that attack is against the credibility of members, I will stop that particular attack.  The method for 
pursuing issues such as that is through a substantive motion.  That is my advice.   

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I continue with the member for Murchison-Eyre.  Yes, Mr Speaker, this matter is subject 
to a report of the privileges committee, and presumably that committee will report in due course.  The member 
for Murchison-Eyre’s behaviour was improper.  It was disgraceful.  The member for Murchison-Eyre is not in 
the chamber.  In his absence, I would say to him: do the decent thing, and resign from the Parliament.  The 
member should do himself and the Parliament a favour, and go.  The member is beyond saving in that sense. 

That is five ministers gone.  Number six is Hon Nick Griffiths.  He lost his portfolio, too.  Hon Nick Griffiths is 
now the President of the Legislative Council.  Good luck to him.  His former chief of staff, Graham Burkett - a 
former Labor member of Parliament - also came under investigation in the CCC and was jailed for 14 months for 
receiving kickbacks for gaining planning approvals for childcare centres.   

Hon Nick Griffiths also had an involvement in a casino agreement.  There were meetings with Senator Graham 
Richardson, of some fame, from New South Wales.  Hon Nick Griffiths’ driver pulled a gun on a member of the 
public.  At least the former minister was not in the car at the time. 

Point of Order 

Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Under standing order 92, there is now a direct attack on the President of the other place.  
There is no doubt about that.  We are asked to do nothing other than take by imputation that there is something 
improper in the role of the President of the upper house in these issues that are being raised by the member for 
Cottesloe.  In fact, some of the imputations are absolutely scurrilous.  They do not involve the President.  I 
believe that the whole issue of substantive motions in this matter is being totally ignored for the sake of a 
personal attack on a member of the other house. 

The SPEAKER:  I listened with some interest to the comments about the President of the upper house.  I would 
put some of the issues that have been raised by the member for Cottesloe in the long-bow department.  However, 
no actual allegations or adverse comments have been directed at the President, and I am sure the member for 
Cottesloe will not cross that line. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Thank you, Mr Speaker.  As it turned out, Hon Nick Griffiths lost his ministerial position 
in a reshuffle and, as members are aware, he is now President. 
I will move on.  That was number six minister.  Number seven minister is the member for Central Kimberley-
Pilbara, Tom Stephens.  He is another former minister, number seven.  He lost his portfolio because of a bit of a 
problem in the Department of Housing and Works about tenders.  He seemed to adopt a policy of interfering, I 
would say, in tender processes and procedures, and seemed to have a personal vendetta against Len Buckeridge 
and the BGC group.  It came to a head - 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The SPEAKER:  I think the inference that a member of this house interfered in a process in fact crosses the line.  
I direct that the member withdraw that comment.  If he wishes to pursue that matter, he should pursue it in a 
substantive motion. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The situation, however, with respect to Geraldton - 
The SPEAKER:  Perhaps the member for Cottesloe did not hear.  I directed that he withdraw that comment. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I am sorry.  I withdraw that comment, Mr Speaker. 
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Debate Resumed 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I will deal with the Geraldton hospital project.  As reported, the minister received a tender 
list.  He added one Broad Construction to the tender list when it was returned to the department handling the 
project.  It was reported also that Broad Construction was, once again, a client of one Brian Burke. 
Other ministers’ officers have also been caught up in the Corruption and Crime Commission.  As I said, they 
include chiefs of staff such as Rewi Lyall, the former chief of staff to former minister Tony McRae; Nathan 
Hondros, former chief of staff to minister Hon Jon Ford; and Simon Corrigan, former chief of staff to John 
Bowler.  All three of them were forced to resign.  They were all part of a rotten Labor Party.  That brought in, 
indirectly if one likes, Hon Jon Ford.  His office has been compromised because of his former chief of staff. 
What about some other ministers?  I am now up to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, Hon Alannah 
MacTiernan.  Who will ever forget her spectacular start as a minister in her new ministerial car?  She drove at 98 
kilometres an hour through the town of Pinjarra.  She lost her licence on demerit points.  She would not be alone 
in that, but it emerged that she had lost her licence three times: twice for drink driving and once for points.  In 
addition, she had an earlier conviction for reckless driving in a car park.  Can members imagine it?  There would 
have been mums with prams and old people with walking frames, and there was the minister recklessly driving 
in a car park. 
Mr T.G. Stephens interjected. 

Withdrawal of Remark 
The SPEAKER:  I am sure that the member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara knows that what he said is 
unparliamentary, and I direct that he withdraw it, even if it is true. 
Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I am amazed that the minister has not been questioned by the CCC, because many of the 
issues are planning issues that relate to her portfolio.  I do not imply that she has necessarily done anything 
wrong.  However, I am very intrigued by the Port Coogee project.  That minister was very concerned about the 
Port Coogee project.  At the time, she also had some serious problems with her preselection.  The Transport 
Workers Union was not happy with her at all.  All of a sudden she had a change of heart and became an advocate 
for Port Coogee.  Who was involved with Port Coogee?  No-one other than Brian Burke and Julian Grill.  On the 
Moore River project, she has attacked one Marcus Plunkett and accused him of being a client of Burke.  He has 
not been, and the minister will not apologise.  There is also the Gingin project and others.  Therefore, I do not 
think that the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure should relax too much.  
Number 10 is the Attorney General.  He had access to the Lewandowski affidavit.  No-one on this side of the 
chamber has seen the Lewandowski affidavit, and the one person who should not have seen it was the member 
for Yokine.  The Attorney General handed, in secret, the Lewandowski affidavit to the member for Yokine.  That 
was highly improper, especially for an Attorney General.  While chaos continues in our hospitals, the Attorney 
General, as pointed out by members opposite, seems more interested in surrogacy and a bill of rights.  People are 
hardly marching up and down St Georges Terrace demanding a bill of rights. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I move on to the Minister for - I am not sure what portfolio she has now - Housing and 
Works.  She will always be best remembered for her performance as a justice minister.  She was in charge when 
those dangerous prisoners trotted out of the holding cell at the Supreme Court.  That is her place in history.  
However, she sought higher office.  When former Premier Geoff Gallop decided to retire, this minister, the 
member for Midland, wanted to be Premier.  What did she do?  She rang Brian and said, “Brian, can you help?”  
Do members know what Brian said?  He said, “No, Michelle; no, not you.”  She was turned down.  There is 
number 11 with some links. 
We will move on to the Minister for Tourism; and Culture and the Arts.  She was a disaster when in charge of 
community development.  She has overseen the decline in the tourism industry, as was pointed out earlier in the 
week.  She took arts to the suburbs.  The Museum is now in Welshpool in a former pinball factory.  That is 
taking arts to the community!  As an indigenous affairs minister, she would not even get off the bus in Halls 
Creek.  She did not even deal with the Burrup rock art issue, which is an issue for me.  She became involved in 
the approval of a railway corridor relating to iron ore developments.  That was a very serious issue.  I will again 
read a quote from the CCC.  Mr Hall, on behalf of the CCC, said - 

All right, did you disclose to Ms McHale that you had been lobbied by Mr Burke and Mr Grill?---Look, 
you know, there was no secret that FMG had engaged them as lobbyists. 

It goes on.  I will read some evidence that was given by the member for Murchison-Eyre.  The transcript states - 

BOWLER:  ACMC . . . - 
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That is, the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee -  

Sheila, Sheila understands that they have to say that and that she will now 
overturn it. 

GRILL:   Uhm, alright so if I can just take a note on this err. 

BOWLER:  So it is expected that uhm Sheila will overturn the ACMC decision. 
She is in there too. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  You are a disgusting weasel. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I thank the member for - what is her electorate -  

Withdrawal of Remark 
The SPEAKER:  That terminology is unparliamentary.  I direct that the minister withdraw it. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I move on to number 13, Hon Shelley Archer, the self-confessed go-between for Burke in 
the upper house.  She was punished.  She lost her position on a couple of committees.  I suppose it has cost her a 
bit of money now.  She has been compromised over the Broome airport and Nor-West Pearls.  Indeed, she 
seemed to play a role on behalf of Burke in trying to help set up a committee into iron ore policy.  Burke and 
Grill were acting for someone with a significant interest in Cazaly Resources.  Clearly, she was Burke’s person 
in the Legislative Council.   
Number 14 is the member for Wanneroo, the Deputy Speaker of this house.  She was reported in the media on 
24 February as being disappointed and having a feeling of dismay about what was unfolding before the CCC.  It 
is little wonder.  I will give members a couple of quotes involving the member for Wanneroo.  A transcript from 
the CCC of a conversation between Grill, Mr Miller and a person called Oates says in part - 

Oates:  The next . . . task is to go to the Education Department and have that accepted. 
Grill said - 

. . . we don’t work in sort of neat modules like that.  For instance, Diane Guise. 

. . . 
 . . if she’s strongly behind you, you got a good chance of getting up. 
. . . 
So she was in here yesterday.  She was sitting over there.   

Mrs D.J. Guise:  Can I interject? 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  No, the member can speak later. 
Mrs D.J. Guise interjected. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The Deputy Speaker can speak later.  Grill goes on later to say - 

So we’ll organize twenty five thousand dollars for her campaign.  And Brian sold four tickets for that 
last night . . . 

. . .  

But you know, there, there’ll be twenty five thousand dollars going to her, so.  But we won’t make the 
direct link between you and, and her. 

Miller:  Mm. 
There is another one - number 14.  The member for Kingsley is number 15.  I will read another quote from the 
media, which states - 

Yesterday the CCC gave Mr Marlborough some brief respite when it caught Labor -  
Sorry, that was the wrong quote.  A quote from The West Australian states - 

Kingsley MLA Judy Hughes, whose name was raised in the CCC hearings this week as a person 
Mr Burke wanted spoken to about - 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Mrs J. HUGHES:  The media actually had reported that wrongly.  The CCC never mentioned my name as Judy 
Hughes.  In actual fact, the CCC has contacted me on those issues and I point out that this is a fabrication and 
would like it to be withdrawn. 
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The SPEAKER:  The newspaper that the member for Cottesloe is quoting from is something that The West 
Australian, I presume, has printed.  I do not know whether that is an inference by this member of some improper 
motive.  He may be wishing to do that but that is not, at this stage, what has occurred in my view.  This entire 
contribution by the member for Cottesloe is sailing very close to the wind but does not in fact go that extra 
distance of imputation. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The quote from The West Australian states - 

Kingsley MLA Judy Hughes, whose name was raised in the CCC hearings this week as a person 
Mr Burke wanted spoken to about a critical council vote involving her husband Colin, denied any 
wrongdoing . . .  

There is another one named. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mrs J. HUGHES:  Those comments are a complete fabrication and no communications took place.  I ask that 
those comments be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER:  It is a quotation.  The standing orders do say that members cannot use a quotation to get 
around the rules of imputation.  Although that particular quotation may well be wrong, points of order are not an 
avenue to debate the accuracy of a particular statement.  If it is wrong, other action must be taken, I would have 
thought.  The quoting of the newspaper article is not in itself an offence against the standing orders. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  An article from The West Australian on 21 February states - 

Other backbenchers - Wanneroo’s Diane Guise and Kingsley’s Judy Hughes - have also popped up as 
people Mr Burke either wanted “kept in the loop” or in Ms Hughes’ case spoken to about a critical 
council vote involving her husband Colin, a Wanneroo councillor. 

Again the member for Wanneroo’s name appears.  The member for Wanneroo holds a particularly significant 
position in this chamber.  She is the Deputy Speaker, and she does a good job.  What I find incredible is that we 
have a privileges committee inquiring into the conduct and behaviour of the member for Murchison-Eyre and the 
member for Wanneroo is on that committee.  She should not be on that privileges committee. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mrs D.J. GUISE:  Under standing order 97, I object to the line that the member is taking.  There are no 
allegations against me at the CCC and I have not been called to appear.  The member is trying to impugn my 
reputation by association.  I am sorry member, but he will stand by his own action and not by that of others.  I 
ask that the comments be withdrawn.  They are inappropriate. 

The SPEAKER:  The point of order is particularly well directed.  The member for Cottesloe is now suggesting, 
for whatever reason, that a member should not be on the privileges committee because of what he says are 
actions that prohibit that person from being on it.  That is clearly an imputation against the member.  I direct the 
member to withdraw that comment.  If he wishes to make those sorts of allegations, as I said, he should do so via 
a motion.  There has never been any suggestion that I am aware of that the member for Wanneroo is anything but 
an outstanding member of the privileges committee.  To suggest otherwise is an insult, in my view.  I direct the 
member to withdraw that comment. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I withdraw any imputation of wrong conduct. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I will not canvass your ruling, Mr Speaker.  However, we do, in this Parliament, I think 
you will agree, Mr Speaker, not only have to deal with reality but also perceptions. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I think that anyone would question the composition of that committee.  The member for 
Wanneroo is performing an unusual role in this chamber and she has appeared a number of times in interviews 
and tapes and recordings before the CCC.  The member for Wanneroo has had Burke and Grill raise $25 000 for 
a dinner that at least the Premier had the decency to walk out on.  They are all matters on the public record.   
I move on.  Hon Kate Doust, an upper house member, also gets a mention before the CCC for something to do 
with a powerline route and the effect it would have on land and developments in Wanneroo.  I will move on to 
number 18.  I have a whole football team now!  I can add Hon Vince Catania.  Again, I quote from The West 
Australian on 21 February, which states - 
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Yesterday the CCC gave Mr Marlborough some brief respite when it called Labor MLC Vince Catania 
to the stand to explain why he had been prepared to hunt around the Government’s corridors for 
information on the finance brokers’ issue for Mr Burke. 

He is number 18 on the team, and what a rotten team it is.  Members might think that I have run out, but I have 
two reserves - I have a couple of reserves on the bench!  I have the member for Perth, John Hyde.  What sort of a 
choice was he to head the CCC committee?  He jumped to the defence of the former deputy head of the CCC 
Moira Rayner when she was charged with tipping off the former and disgraced Clerk of the upper house.  The 
member for Perth has had problems that have been debated in this house about the authenticity of a speech he 
gave in Sydney.  I refer to a close friend and political ally of his.  I will use a quote concerning his friend -  

Bribery allegations involving a close friend and political ally of Labor MP John Hyde - the chairman of 
Parliament’s Corruption and Crime Commission committee - are being investigated by the CCC. 

Last month, the MP resisted calls that he stand down from the committee after David Drewett, a former 
Town of Vincent councillor with Mr Hyde, was raided by organised crime squad detectives 
investigating Coffin Cheaters bikie gang links to North Perth strip club the Doll House. 

He asks how low I have to go.  How low does the government have to go?  He was number 19 on the bench.   

Last but not least is my friend the member for Mindarie.  He is number 20; he is right up there.  Apparently it has 
emerged during the Corruption and Crime Commission investigations that the police have complained about a 
phone call made by the member for Mindarie.  He is very upset about that. 

Point of Order 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  Point of order, Mr Speaker.  Upon reflection, Mr Speaker, I withdraw the point of order; I 
want to hear what the member has to say.  Last time I had the edifying experience of the member throwing a wet 
lettuce leaf at me. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  To add to the member’s repertoire, he has been found guilty of unprofessional conduct by 
the Legal Practice Board of Western Australia and the Supreme Court.  He created a scene at a Scarborough 
restaurant, forcing a couple of patrons to move so that he could get his preferred table. 

Point of Order 

Mr A.D. McRAE:  Mr Speaker, my point of order goes to the question of relevance.  I am wondering what 
relevance a restaurant in the northern suburbs of Perth has to the budget bill. 

The SPEAKER:  The second reading debate on the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Bills gives a broad 
capacity to comment on the operations of government. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  You’re a self-righteous prat. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I thank the member.  At least I do not wear a tracksuit to Parliament. 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Mr Speaker, I continue with the member for Mindarie, John Quigley.  He has had a CCC 
investigation, has had complaints made against him by the police, has engaged in unprofessional conduct at 
Supreme Court level and has created a scene at a Scarborough restaurant.  He has never properly explained why 
he was bailed up in Swanbourne by three or four police squad cars late at night.  I have never heard an 
explanation for that.  What happened? 

The SPEAKER:  The member for Cottesloe is now clearly in the area of breaching the rules in suggesting that 
there was some improper motive in relation to actions that took place.  If the member wishes to pursue that, he 
should pursue it via a motion. 

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  Talk about some of your nocturnal visits!  I’ve heard some anecdotes! 
A government member:  With his glass of red wine in his hand! 
Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members!  Order, minister! 
Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Members, it is impossible for anyone to continue with this level of interjections across the 
chamber. 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Mr Speaker, I have no idea why the member for Mindarie would be in my electorate in 
Swanbourne late at night and why so many police cars would be there.  The only point I make is to ask whether 
there is an explanation.  The point I make is that that is not a normal, everyday occurrence.  It has never 
happened to me.  I do not think it has ever happened to anyone on this side of the chamber - that they have pulled 
up and have been surrounded by a lot of police cars. 
The SPEAKER:  Perhaps the member did not hear what I said.  I clearly stated that the member had crossed the 
boundary into what should be involved in a substantive motion.  The member should desist from that. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Mr Speaker, there is one minute left; I will conclude.  The point I make is that so far there 
are 20 members of the Labor Party somehow caught up with the CCC to a greater or lesser extent.  We have had 
four ministers go - 

Point of Order 

Mrs J. HUGHES:  The statement that was just made is clearly false given some of the assertions the member 
made earlier.  I ask him to withdraw it. 
The SPEAKER:  There is no point of order.  It is not appropriate to use points of order to further a debate.  
Members can judge the veracity of what the member for Cottesloe says on their own opinion. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Mr Speaker, of those 20 members of Parliament, some have been incompetent; in my 
view, some have behaved improperly.  It will be up to the courts and the CCC to determine whether there has 
been corrupt or criminal behaviour.  We will wait and see.  The point I make and conclude with is that this is not 
something that is confined to only a couple of members of Parliament; there are 20 members of Parliament 
caught up in this to a greater or lesser extent.  Mr Speaker, Brian Burke and Julian Grill go right to the core of 
the Labor Party.  It is a rotten Labor Party, and the Labor Party is not fit to govern.  The people sitting opposite 
are not fit to be in government. 
MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [11.25 am]:  Mr Speaker, I will speak in response to the Appropriation 
(Consolidated Account) Bills.  I have heard people in the chamber say that they do not like to have to follow a 
preceding speaker and live up to lofty standards.  Any humble, pathetic offering I make this morning would far 
exceed the drivel of vindictiveness and the river of hatred that flowed from the member for Cottesloe.  The 
reason I withdrew my point of order is that it was reminiscent of the occasion of my inaugural speech.  
Mr Speaker, you will recall that in that speech I revealed to the chamber the dishonesty of the member for 
Cottesloe when he was Minister for Education and Training, in making promises in writing to the community of 
Scarborough. 

Point of Order 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I heard the member for Mindarie refer to the member for Cottesloe as being dishonest. 
The SPEAKER:  That is a correct statement.  My understanding is that the member for Mindarie is suggesting 
that, in his earlier speech, he used those words.  I direct the member for Mindarie to consider his words more 
carefully in relation to allegations against members in this place.  I direct that the imputation of dishonesty be 
withdrawn. 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  Thank you for your help, Mr Speaker.  I withdraw unequivocally and I thank you for your 
help. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  I remind the house of my inaugural speech, in which I pointed out the level of deception 
practised against the people of Scarborough and Innaloo with respect to the Scarborough Senior High School.  I 
was able to present to the chamber the letter written by the then Minister for Education, the member for 
Cottesloe, through which fraud was practised against that community.  Will members ever forget that at that 
point the then Leader of the Opposition, the member for Cottesloe, tore into this chamber to make a point of 
order against me during my maiden speech?  Mr Speaker, you were helpful on that occasion also; you rose to my 
protection and said to the member that he should not interject on a member making his maiden speech.  I hope I 
did not insult you, Mr Speaker, when I said that I did not need your protection from such a pathetic creature, 
wielding and throwing bunches of wet lettuce leaves at me.  It has gone considerably downhill from there, 
Mr Speaker.  At that point, the then Leader of the Opposition and his mates believed that the election of 2001 
was a temporary aberration; that a mistake had been made on the back of the furore surrounding the finance 
broking scandal; and that the public had made some sort of mistake and had temporarily voted for the Labor 
Party and put in a Labor government.  The opposition’s arrogance could be seen in the way the member for 
Cottesloe tore back into the chamber.  However, over the passage of years, the opposition’s disillusionment has 
percolated into a very bitter whine, as the reality has hit the member for Cottesloe and his Liberal Party 
colleagues that the public most assuredly does not want them.   
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Was there any firmer rejection of them than the rejection of the member for Cottesloe himself?  Not only was he 
rejected most handsomely by the public of Western Australia when he made his announcement during the 
leader’s debate on the stupid, uncosted, unworkable canal proposal from the Kimberley to Perth, but also hotly 
rejected by the member for Nedlands and other members who said that this issue was being run by the member 
for Cottesloe just out of his own arrogance and driven by his own ignorance.  Having been such an abject failure 
and having been isolated not only by the public of Western Australia but also by his colleagues in his own party, 
who want nothing to do with him, what did he do to make a big fellow of himself?  He turned to vindictiveness.  
There was not one helpful comment made on the public administration of Western Australia during his 
opportunity to address the budget and the budget papers in Western Australia.  It was yet another abysmal 
failure.  His conduct, however, is consistent.  When members from both the political wing of his party and the 
lay party urged him to take on some responsibility and to shadow a cabinet portfolio, no, he did not want to do 
that.  He did not want to make a decent contribution.  He just wanted to sit there like a guttersnipe running down 
other people.  I remind the member for Cottesloe that there are very few circumstances in life in which members 
can advance themselves, their party or their causes by seeking to run down other people on an utterly false basis. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  You’re the classic act! 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Nedlands! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  The purveyor of falseness now speaks up.  I refer to the member for Nedlands, who came 
to this chamber as the great prosecutor who prosecuted the Argyle Diamonds case.  Her star witness, 
Mrs Crimmins, had a judgment entered against her the other day for malicious prosecution and deception; lies 
and deception that this terrible woman put through the courts with the assistance of the member for Nedlands.  
The member for Nedlands is the star! 

Members never actually advance themselves by running down people on a false basis.  If the member for 
Cottesloe wants to know what happened on the evening of my traffic stop, not in Swanbourne but in 
Scarborough, he should read the paper. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Tell us. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  The police put it all in there, you fool!  I would expect that the word “fool” is not 
unparliamentary when it is spoken sincerely and truthfully about the member for Cottesloe. 

A government member:  Point of order! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  No, there is no point of order taken.  I see that even the member for Cottesloe concedes 
that point. 

Having dealt with this vindictive piffle on the basis of semi-truths, untruths and such a hopeless effort, I will turn 
to the budget, which is the very important business before the house. 

I have a thankyou to make to the government of Western Australia.  Shortly after I was elected to the seat of 
Mindarie, I complained loudly that there was no minister from the northern suburbs and I apprehended that the 
new seat that I had been elected into would not get the close attention that it might get if it had a resident 
minister in that suburb or another close suburb.  I was hauled in - this is no secret - by the Premier and told that 
my comments were unhelpful.  I made the point that I, together with other members from the northern suburbs - 
the member for Wanneroo and the member for Joondalup - wanted to be heard and heard clearly.  A fantastic 
initiative was then made by the Premier called the northern suburbs cabinet subcommittee, chaired by none other 
than the Deputy Premier of Western Australia.  Every couple of months, northern suburbs members go along to 
the committee with the relevant cabinet minister and departmental officers and discuss their concerns about the 
area.  I have found the response of the government absolutely fantastic.  I said to the subcommittee that if, as 
reported in The West Australian the other day, Fortescue Metals Group and Mr Forrest are the industrial face of 
the mining boom in Western Australia, surely the electorate of Mindarie is the human face of the industrial boom 
in Western Australia.  It is the fastest growing zone in the metropolitan area and is filling up with tradesmen, fly 
in, fly out workers and thousands of families working directly or in association with the mining boom.  It is the 
area of Perth that is really in every sense of the word booming.  When I arrived in the electorate of Mindarie, one 
aspect that stood out was that it had gone from comprising Burns Beach, Quinns Rocks, Two Rocks and 
Yanchep to a community of more than 20 000 people living between Mindarie and Two Rocks.  The need for 
resources out there is desperate because of the boom.  The northern suburbs subcommittee of the cabinet has 
been a fantastic initiative for the northern suburbs and the community there.  For example, I have repeated 
myself at those meetings almost to the point of unpleasantness on the need for further education resources in that 
booming area of Perth.  In this term of government alone and sealed in this budget is a spend of $36 million on 
education in the electorate of Mindarie.  That $36 million on education in the electorate of Mindarie has flowed 
from the northern suburbs subcommittee of cabinet.  Let me explain the spend: $5 million for an upgrade to 
Kinross middle school; $5 million for an upgrade to Mindarie Senior College, which teaches years 11 and 12; 
$12.5 million for the new Summerlea primary school in the Clarkson suburb; and $12.5 million for a new TAFE 
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campus in the Clarkson Community High School grounds.  What a fantastic initiative by the Western Australian 
government.  I will not resile from the fact that Clarkson had been a socially challenged area.  The high school 
was capable of taking 1 200 students but was down to 650 because people were choosing other schools.  Now 
with TAFE going into the campus, families will be able to enrol their children next year in Clarkson where they 
will be able to do the TAFE course in conjunction with their secondary education in year 10 and come out in 
year 12 with a fully qualified trade ticket ready to go straight into the mining boom.  We know those tradesmen 
can pull 100 to 120 grand in the mining boom without too much difficulty.  These young graduates from 
Clarkson Community High School will be looking at that sort of income in a few years.  It is a fantastic 
education initiative for the electorate of Mindarie. 
Another initiative out there that has come through in the budget is the prepayment to the shires there for building 
the north extension of Connolly Drive to connect the suburbs of Kinross and Clarkson.  The challenge out there 
for the government will be to continue supplying infrastructure to that area.  Education is right on track now for 
the moment and the freeway will be coming through.  A lot of demands have been made on the northern suburbs 
subcommittee of cabinet to accelerate the freeway build.  Stages 6 and 7 are being constructed together now.  
The freeway, therefore, will not extend just to Moore Drive but will go right along to Burns Beach Road, at a 
cost of $187 million right in my electorate; and of course the railway has been extended to Clarkson now.  Two 
things must happen in the electorate of Mindarie: funding must be provided for the physical infrastructure and 
for the social infrastructure.  I heard members speak earlier about funding for removing graffiti.  I am proud to 
be at the centre of a community-based movement called People Against Vandalism, which aims to remove all 
graffiti from any wall in my electorate within 24 hours of its being reported to my office.  We have raised money 
to buy a van and high-pressure equipment and through Rotary we have gathered together volunteers to be trained 
at the City of Wanneroo.  In fact, the other day, when the North Coast Times and the Wanneroo Times sent out a 
reporter to see how our anti-graffiti initiative was going, we went around Clarkson to get a photo of me with one 
of the cleaning guns cleaning off graffiti.  We could not find any graffiti in the electorate to show a mock-up of 
me cleaning it off, as the teams had been continually cleaning it off.  We believe that if we clean it off within 
24 hours of it going up, it will act as a disincentive to the taggers.   
Building on that, with the advent of the new hoon laws, I had a community meeting the other night for two of the 
eight suburbs in the electorate.  The police were also invited to the meeting.  Six police officers, including 
District Superintendent Garkaklis and the senior traffic officer, and nearly 100 residents from just the two 
suburbs attended the meeting to talk about what the community could do to provide video or other complaint 
evidence to the police to get on top of the hoon problem in our suburbs.  At the time, I mentioned that I would 
like to think that Mindarie would be the first district to activate the new citizens-initiated hoon laws.  However, I 
notice that that happened last weekend in Kalgoorlie, so I am hoping that one of our suburbs will be the first 
metropolitan area to take advantage of those new laws.  I want it reported and known that there is a very active, 
vigilant community out there - not a community of vigilantes, but a community of committed local people who 
will report hoon behaviour to take control of their suburbs, in the same way that they got this building 
community to come together to take control and get on top of the graffiti menace.   
We have some problems out there, and I am glad that the Leader of the House is in the chamber, because he 
could attest to the fact that the biggest problem in my electorate is sewage at Quinns.  Both the Liberal 
government and previous Labor governments promised a sewer at Quinns.  There is a problem: the Water 
Corporation was hived off as a separate entity, and it was responsible for the planning and installation of the 
sewerage plant.  Those previous governments did not move on the sewerage treatment plant in time to connect 
Quinns.  I have been at the Minister for Water Resources to the point of unpleasantness; I almost have to 
apologise to him afterwards for the aggressive and persistent manner in which I badger and approach him.  I 
know that he has been to the Water Corporation on behalf of the community to get something done, but until the 
Water Corporation gets the treatment working in Alkimos we are snookered.  There are several infrastructure 
projects that I want to mention, but one of the biggest projects that is desperately needed is the sewerage 
treatment plant at Alkimos, because it will unlock a lot of problems in the electorate.  Once that is settled and in 
place, the Marmion Avenue extension through to Yanchep - which has been pre-funded by the developer, the 
Tokyu Corporation - will be able to go through, because the sewerage works will be there.  The Mindarie 
electorate will then really be poised for the enormous development that it will undergo in the next four years.  Its 
population is growing at about seven per cent a year.  It is huge growth out there.   
I thank the government for attending to those infrastructure projects.  However, members are not going to hear 
the end of Quigley, because it is booming so fast out there, and I have to put the government on notice.  We 
cannot wait to be overrun by the population.  I know the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure has been very 
busy in the southern suburbs with the railway line, which is a fantastic and most stunning piece of infrastructure.  
However, as that railway is coming to completion, the engineers, planners and contract managers within the 
department now have to turn their minds back to the north, lickety-split.  We have the rail through to Clarkson, 
but the planning has to start now for the extension of the line north from Clarkson to Butler and Alkimos.  We 
need to have the rail keep up with the population because the road network will never keep up with it.  We have 
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this booming population, and we can only build roads to see them become parking areas.  We have to get this rail 
through.  I know it is going to cost money, Leader of the House and minister, but I am urging the government to 
turn its attention to this most important task now.   

There have been very many positives in the budget for the electorate of Mindarie, but I cannot look to the past.  I 
sincerely thank the government for the attention it has given the electorate of Mindarie since I have been the 
member, and for the initiative of the northern suburbs subcommittee of cabinet.  However, I invite the 
government to do what the community, and I myself on its behalf, must do - look to the future.  The immediate 
future in Mindarie requires that the government start to plan for the extension of the railway line from Clarkson 
to at least one or two stations north.  This will involve planning for the acquisition of perhaps rolling stock, and 
other construction works.  The bridge is already over Hester Avenue.  The railway extension will be the subject 
that most members will hear me speak about in the next 18 months.  I looked at one of my past speeches in 
which I promised that every time I stood up, I would raise the issue of Clarkson TAFE until I secured a 
commitment.  Big tick; we have secured the commitment - $12.5 million.  I can stop chewing the ears of 
members over Clarkson TAFE.  That fantastic thing has happened for Mindarie, so now I must turn my sights to 
the next big project.  Mindarie is a fantastic area to represent; it is fantastic to be in the middle of a booming area 
like that.  Helping all these young families build this area and build their sense of community is a very big 
privilege that gives me a sincere sense of pride.  However, as I said before, the northern extension of the railway 
is the next critical issue for my community, together with, of course, the completion of the sewerage works.  I 
will remain strongly in favour of these projects and I urge the Minister for Water Resources to do something 
about them. 

I cannot invite the Speaker to give me a mark out of 10 for this speech, but after the pathetic speech that 
preceded mine, even these humble offerings that I have made must far exceed that river of vindictiveness.   

MRS D.J. GUISE (Wanneroo - Deputy Speaker) [11.46 am]:  I must say that the member for Mindarie is a 
hard act to follow.  There is one thing my mother drummed into me as a child and that is “you are never too old 
to learn”.  Over the months since late last year I have learnt quite a lot about people.  I have learnt that some 
might have a method of operation that does not necessarily meet one’s own standards.  This morning I learnt 
something about a member in this place that I can say dismays me.  That person used this place to make 
comments based on perception and innuendo to try to impugn the reputation of others without any basis of fact 
and without even bothering to try to find out the facts.   
Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Members! 
Mrs D.J. GUISE:  It is a very sad state of affairs -  
Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Members! 
Mrs D.J. GUISE:  Mr Speaker -  
Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Member for Nedlands! 
Mrs D.J. GUISE:  The Speaker needs to alert the staff.  I think one of those black ravens from outside, those 
ones that I think are called “ADS birds”, attention deficit syndrome birds, that keep squawking has got into the 
chamber.  Batten down the hatches; we need to keep them outside.   
It was a very disappointing effort, but I think the member for Mindarie said that rather well.  It does dismay me.  
It dismays me on a whole range of levels, and I am not going to sink to the same level to respond.  I do not need 
to.  Those who know me, know that the only people who ever influenced me in my life were my late mother and 
my late husband, and even they had a hard time trying from time to time.  I will leave it at that.   
Now I will contribute to the budget debate with a particular focus on my electorate of Wanneroo.  As someone 
who has lobbied strenuously to try to get relief for first home buyers, the stamp duty exemption is a good place 
to start.  It is tremendous news for them.  For the number of young people in my electorate who have been 
lobbying for this, who wish to achieve their dream of owning their first home, the removal of the stamp duty 
from the purchase of a home to the value of $500 000 is exciting news for them.  Also exciting news is the duty 
exemption being raised from $150 000 to $300 000 for the purchase of vacant land.  Given the growth in 
Wanneroo, I do not know whether it is necessarily a good thing to be encouraging even more growth, but it is a 
wonderful place to live.  Raising the exemption to $500 000 really does reflect the median house price in my 
electorate.  I know that, based on this tax relief, all the young families will be very keen to get into their first 
home.  The other initiative in this budget that really focuses on families is that of the stamp duty reduction for 
the purchase of vehicles valued between $15 000 and $50 000.  For the standard family car worth about $35 000, 
that is a saving of around $525.   
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My wider community welcomes the investment that the government is making in health, police, education and 
training and water resources infrastructure and services.   

The northern suburbs are very pleased that the budget contains an allocation of money to continue work on 
stage 1 of the extension at Joondalup Health Campus.  The total cost of that project is $122.6 million, with 
$15.74 million allocated in this budget.  In addition, $5.5 million has been allocated to continue work on the 
expansion of the inpatient mental health unit at Joondalup Health Campus.  That expansion is badly needed and 
is welcomed by the community.   

The government has provided a 6.5 per cent increase in the police budget, which will be spent on recruiting 
90 police officers, frontline policing initiatives and, importantly, expanding the operations of the traffic 
enforcement group to improve traffic safety.  We are all fed up with bad behaviour on our roads; it is a constant 
complaint.  Any additional support that the government can provide police officers to try to address that issue is 
welcome.   

The member for Mindarie mentioned the much-needed construction of the extension of Mitchell Freeway from 
Hodges Drive to Burns Beach Road, which we in the northern suburbs have been working on collectively.  This 
will make a big difference to the community.  For those living on the eastern side of Wanneroo, that extension 
will certainly help to alleviate traffic pressure on Wanneroo Road.   

The big news in water is the $9.5 million replenishment trial and the decision to not go ahead with the 
Yarragadee aquifer proposal.  It was important for the government to heed the lessons from the Gnangara 
mound.  During a speech I gave last year, I said that we needed to share the pain.  I said then that the Gnangara 
mound could not sustain continued hits and that we needed to find alternative sources.  At that stage I gave 
limited support to the Yarragadee proposal because of what I had been told about the Gnangara mound.  
Thankfully, the government has decided not to proceed with the Yarragadee proposal.  In addition to limiting 
further drawdown on the mound - in fact, we will seek to replenish it - the government has decided, after 
considering other water sources, to build a second desalination plant.  I thank the government for that excellent 
and wise decision.   

The other major expenditure in water is a $102.9 million allocation for work on the Alkimos waste water 
treatment plant.  My message to the government is this: I fully expect that plant to be built with a recycling waste 
water capability.  The growers in my electorate, who just happen to provide Perth with their salad vegetables and 
other vegetables that cannot be grown elsewhere - in some instances, these growers are the last bastion - 
desperately need additional water.  Given that treated waste water is used successfully around the world, it is 
important that we get on with that project, which I welcome.  There are a number of waterworks projects in my 
electorate worth several millions of dollars.  These projects will address the serious service issues that have 
resulted from population growth on the north coastal side of Wanneroo and in east Wanneroo.   

I do not think that the community necessarily welcomes an allocation of funds to Western Power; however, it has 
to be made, otherwise we might lose our power supply.  Due to the growth in population, the government will 
establish new terminal stations at Neerabup and Wangara.  I look forward - I hope the Minister for Energy takes 
note - to the further work that Western Power will undertake to silicone-treat or replace wooden poles where 
possible, because we repeatedly experience pole-top fires in my electorate.  

Even though the government is reinvesting the surplus into infrastructure, some projects have to be deferred.  We 
know that the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure passed colouring-in at kindergarten, because she has been 
adept with a blue pen.  However, I am extremely disappointed to learn that she is equally adept with a red pen.  
Unfortunately, she seems to have drawn a red line - ably and abetted by the Treasurer - through the dualling that 
I wanted carried out on Wanneroo Road.  The word “miffed” comes to mind.  It is a colourful word.  One could 
quite easily say that the member for Wanneroo is miffed about this decision.  I have been assured that the 
planning will continue.  However, I put both the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure and the Treasurer on 
notice, because I fully expect the money for that dualling to be forthcoming at the earliest opportunity.  

I turn to education and training.  As everyone knows, the population growth in Wanneroo has meant that we 
have had to pedal hard to match the need and ensure that students in the Wanneroo electorate receive a high 
standard of education in a safe environment.  The big news is that $11 million has been allocated for the new 
Landsdale high school, which will be established in Darch, and $7.3 million has been allocated for the new 
Hocking Primary School.  One allocation, which came about because of the growth in my electorate, was a 
complete surprise.  I cannot turn people off my electorate; they seem to want to come, despite everything!   

Ms J.A. Radisich:  It must have something to do with the quality of the member.    

Mrs D.J. GUISE:  Is that it?  I thank the member for Swan Hills; that is very kind of her to say.  The new 
Madeley Primary School will alleviate the pressure being experienced at Ashdale Primary School.  The new 
suburbs in my electorate are growing at a rate of knots.  Another decision I welcome - I thank the Minister for 
Education and Training - is the allocation of money for improvements at Wanneroo Senior High School.  The 
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smartest thing I did was to invite the minister to the school so that he could see for himself its appalling 
conditions.  The classrooms and accommodation for some staff are very old.  I swear that I used the same 
equipment that is in the home economics room when I was at school.  Members who know my date of birth will 
realise how long ago that was.  It is a very old and tired-looking school.  The staff at that school do a good job 
and deserve better.  I am thrilled with that decision.  It will be a $6 million project overall, with the first 
$2 million allocated in this budget.  To say that we are ecstatic about that is an understatement.   

It is good to see the member for Mindarie back in the chamber; we share a common interest.  I thank him for his 
advocacy in ensuring that West Coast TAFE coexists with Clarkson Community High School.  I note that 
$1.12 million has been allocated for new buildings and additions to the wet trades training area at TAFE.  That 
project will ultimately cost $12.4 million.  There are many students in the northern suburbs.  West Coast TAFE 
is doing a tremendous job.  The additions at Clarkson Community High School, which is in the member for 
Mindarie’s seat - he has been a tremendous advocate for this addition - are fantastic for those who live in the 
north west corridor, which can be found in my and the member for Mindarie’s electorates.  

I want to highlight the outstanding success and joint achievement of community groups and individuals in the 
electorate of Wanneroo and the Western Australian government’s outer metropolitan community fund, which 
was set up with the help of my good friend the member for Swan Hills; the minister at the time, the member for 
Central Kimberley-Pilbara; and others in the outer metropolitan area.  It has been fantastic because it has brought 
great rewards to the communities that live on the fringe of the city.  Due to its fantastic efforts, the Wanneroo 
electorate has been rewarded in the areas of heritage, social services and the environment.  The fund will provide 
services to the community and electorate and benefit them in many ways.  It is due to their efforts that they have 
been successful in getting this money and in keeping the government and people working together.  It has been 
an innovative and productive effort.  I will give members an idea of the groups involved.  I will not go through 
the whole list but I will give it a good shot.  I wish to recognise the efforts of the following groups and people in 
my electorate for what they have been able to achieve over the past year, and I wish them well for the future: 
Mofflyn House; Quinns Rocks Fishing Club; Cambrai Village Residents Branch; City Entertainers Community 
Group; Northern Suburbs Stroke Support Group; Quinns Rocks RSL Sub Branch; the Gnangara Community 
Church of the Nazarene, which is doing a great job, and it introduced the Driving Deadly program; Soroptimist 
International for Wanneroo and Joondalup, which runs Riding For the Disabled and held a carers’ lunch; Two 
Rocks Volunteer Sea Rescue Group, which continues to do an amazing job because, believe it or not, 
unfortunately, idiots still go out to sea and get themselves into strife and need help; the Ashdale Gardens 
Residents Association, which does so much for its area; the North Metro Community Cricket Association, which 
helps with the score for charity day; Yanchep Two Rocks Recreation Association, which holds a number of 
events; the Yanchep Two Rocks RSL Sub Branch, which celebrated its thirtieth anniversary; and the Wanneroo 
Sports and Social Club, of which I am happy to be a patron of the bowls section.  Last year it won Club of the 
Year for the second year running and this year missed out by only a nose.  I make a special mention of the ladies 
who finished top in four divisions, which is a magnificent effort this year.  The list continues: Landsdale Primary 
School, which last year was a winner in the Solar Schools program; and Carramar Indoor Bowls.  I have proved 
that I am not very good at indoor bowls, so I will have to work on it.  Banksia Grove and Landsdale have both 
benefited from play areas for their children through the outer metro community fund.  I also recognise the 
wonderful work done by the Wanneroo branch of the Volunteer Task Force.  It moved into new premises in 
Wanneroo in March and is doing a wonderful job in our community.  Women’s Healthworks continues to do an 
outstanding job looking after women in the northern suburbs, particularly the women who come to the area who 
have no family or connectivity.  They have migrated to a new land, and Women’s Healthworks does an excellent 
job supporting them.  Last year, Peter D’Agostino won the 2006 junior swimmer of the year, and I wish him 
well.  I look forward to seeing him in the Olympics in years to come.   

One group that always brings a smile to my face when I visit is Brother Ollie Pickett and his team of volunteers 
at Wheelchairs for Kids.  This year, they celebrated providing wheelchair number 10 000, which is an amazing 
milestone.  Wheelchairs for Kids is a group of volunteers well supported by Rotary and others, and the 
government helps with the rent of its Wangara property.  They do an amazing job sending wheelchairs all over 
the world for children who suffer disease and loss of limbs as a result of landmines.  Last year, Tony DeKwant 
was recognised for a youth achievement award through the Fire and Emergency Services Authority.  He is a 
tremendous young man who continues to support our firefighting capability in Wanneroo.  The City of 
Wanneroo has been a great supporter of the community.  Funding has recently been provided through 
Lotterywest for a new community centre in Butler, the Lake Joondalup Community Kindergarten; Australian 
Flying Corps and the Royal Australian Air Force Association in Merriwa, which does an amazing job keeping 
people entertained as well as looking after them; Carramar Playgroup; the Challenge Brass Band; and Landsdale 
Family Support Association.  It is nothing if not a diverse group, as members will appreciate.  Others include the 
Pineview Lifestyle Village Social Club and the Joondalup Lifestyle Village, which is a tremendous group.  I look 
forward to the musical tomorrow night at the Joondalup village.  I also recognise the wonderful work done by 
the Yanchep Two Rocks Home Support Group, which looks after people in their homes when they need it and 
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helps with equipment and transport when people cannot drive themselves to hospital.  Lastly, I acknowledge the 
Wanneroo Joondalup RSL ANZAC Day group for the work it is doing throughout the community and for the 
wonderful services it can offer on Anzac Day and Remembrance Day.  The groups are too numerous to mention 
in full.  I have probably left out a range of people from other residents’ associations, sporting groups and school 
P&Cs.  However, I wanted to put on record the wonderful work they all do.  The Wanneroo Business 
Association continues to support our burgeoning businesses, both small and large, as we complete the Wangara 
industrial centre as well as successfully bring on the Neerabup industrial centre.  I wish I could say that we 
escape fires and disasters in my electorate, but we cannot, so I also recognise both the professional and volunteer 
firefighters who do a tremendous job in Wanneroo, as well as those in the State Emergency Services.  I also 
acknowledge the Department for Environment and Conservation because it is important that we keep the fuel 
load down in Gnangara Park.   

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mrs D.J. GUISE:  In closing, I also want to make special mention of the Constable Care Child Safety 
Foundation, of which I am privileged to serve as a government representative on the board, along with a number 
of other very fine people.  We are a quite colourful group: Patti Chong is a new board member, and Howard 
Sattler and Father Brian are on the board, so we are nothing if not a diverse group.  I will not name them all 
because I might miss someone.  The dynamic duo of Jim King and Vic Evans fill the roles of chair and chief 
executive officer respectively.  The member for Maylands has also had the pleasure of being a member.  The 
foundation is now housed in her electorate, so she knows exactly what I am talking about.  The whole team 
involves the staff and the puppeteers, who are talented and very hardworking and contribute a lot to the 
foundation.  I take this opportunity to commend them for the comprehensive programs and the ongoing support 
they give to the children of Western Australia.  The fantastic puppet and interactive shows are crafted for 
children of varying ages and now travel the breadth of the state.  I am very supportive of the foundation’s aims 
and objectives, and I take this opportunity to thank those involved and to thank the government for its continuing 
support.  

DR J.M. EDWARDS (Maylands) [12.06 pm]:  Mr Speaker -  

Point of Order 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Mr Acting Speaker, I did call first -  

Several members interjected. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Just a moment; it is a point of order. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  I will explain why I called the member for Maylands first.  She 
approached the Chair and asked to receive the call next because she has a personal matter to deal with.  I said 
that I would give her the call next.  She had the courtesy - 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I have only just come into the chair, and I was approached.  I apologise to the 
member for Nedlands; I will call her next.  There was a reason for giving the call to the member for Maylands; I 
was not ignoring the member for Nedlands.  

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I was in the queue because I have stood here previously and sought the call. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  Three in a row.  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I have only just come in the chair, so I apologise.  

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  No; I do not know, because I have just come in here.  

Debate Resumed 

Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  I use the opportunity of this budget speech to raise some issues of concern in my 
electorate that flow through the community.  I will start by reflecting on a previous budget and making some 
very positive comments about Maylands Primary School.  It is a new school in my electorate, and it has been 
running now for a couple of years.  It came about as a result of the amalgamation and closure of two other 
primary schools.  It is an example of how that process can be well managed, and how schools can take the 
community with them.  The greatest compliment made about that new school recently was a comment by one of 
the teachers when she said, “Gee, the children have really changed.”  No; the children have not changed; exactly 
the same children are attending the school.  The fact that it is a brand-new school and an excellent facility, and 
that great leadership is shown by the staff, gives the perception to the staff that something has changed.  Given 
the dynamics of families in my electorate and the stresses they face at the moment, it is my view that, despite the 
present boom conditions, families in that area may indeed be facing difficulties.  It is a tribute to the staff, who 
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are working well in that school, that this school is buzzing along really well.  The staff are managing some very 
difficult scenarios with refugee children who have witnessed deaths in camps they have come from and lived 
through some aspects of poverty and also faced other issues.  
Mr C.J. Barnett:  Is one of the schools in your electorate under a flight path? 
Dr J.M. EDWARDS:  No.  With this budget we are laying the foundations for a lot of other positive decisions 
like the one I have referred to.  This is very much a budget about looking at the conditions we have at the 
moment and the opportunities our fantastic economy presents, and then setting great directions and making great 
decisions for the future so that we get good outcomes; for example, in education, where our children and future 
generations benefit from decisions made today.  I am particularly pleased with the record amount in this budget 
for capital works.  It is fantastic to drive around the city and to go to outer metropolitan areas and regional areas 
and to see the capital construction that is currently going on.  There is a real buzz in the state.  We are lucky to be 
living in these times.  The budget reflects those great times.  I am delighted to see that legislation will be coming 
into the Parliament to set up a trust for the new Fiona Stanley Hospital and that the hospital will be built without 
any debt having to be serviced in the future.   
The biggest practical winners from the budget are first home buyers.  There is no doubt that in my electorate, 
housing is the number one issue that brings people through my door and into phone contact with my electorate 
office.  I am delighted to see the doubling of the stamp duty exemption for first home buyers and the recent 
establishment of the shared equity scheme.  People in my electorate are benefiting from this and they are 
extremely grateful. 
There are other local electorate issues that I will raise in the context of this budget.  In the coming financial 
year - in August - work will start on modifications to Guildford Road in Maylands between Caledonian Avenue 
and Ninth Avenue.  I am very pleased that the project will come to fruition and that some practical work will 
take place at that site.  The site has a huge amount of pedestrian traffic.  People cross the road from all parts of 
Maylands to go to the Maylands Park Shopping Centre and Coles.  It is an area where there have been a number 
of accidents.  Indeed, in March this year, a young woman pedestrian was injured there and died some time later.  
In January, a local postman was hit by a car at the same site.  Urgent attention is needed at that site.  I am 
delighted that the planning and consultation has now finished and that the delays that were occurring with some 
of the landowners to do with the slip lanes that are to be put in have been resolved and that construction will 
commence early in the new financial year. 
It is interesting to me that some of the major issues in my electorate at the moment relate to transport.  That is 
due to the gentrification of what are now regarded as inner-city areas, which has resulted in increased population 
density, traffic and activity.  As part of that process, my electorate is now involved in the first Network City 
strategy project, which is the Maylands-Guildford activity corridor project.  It will be a comprehensive land use 
and infrastructure planning strategy that will look at the key centres from Guildford to Maylands; in particular, it 
will look at the rail line and the opportunities that are offered by the rail line.  I am delighted that attention will 
be focused on areas in my electorate and just outside my electorate - Mt Lawley, Maylands, Meltham and 
Bayswater.  At all these sites there are huge opportunities for well thought through development to improve the 
quality of life for people who live there, to improve the activity and buzz in those centres, and to improve 
economic opportunities. 
Eighth Avenue is at the centre of where the village of Maylands is located.  There is a lot of activity there at the 
moment.  I am looking forward to the Match Group development coming to fruition.  It has gained all its 
approvals and is about to start.  It will benefit the local area.  It will be good over time to see similar projects at 
Meltham and Bayswater so that people can recreate the village hearts that were there.  That will increase the 
opportunity to walk to local facilities and improve people’s quality of life.  I was delighted to take part recently 
in the signing of a memorandum of understanding between the three local authorities involved - Swan, 
Bayswater and Bassendean - and the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, to set up the work for this project.  
An amount of $300 000 has been allocated, and a scoping workshop has already been undertaken.  The project 
will now get into full swing. 
As part of this I have raised, and will continue to raise, the problems we are experiencing at the Bayswater train 
station.  A situation exists in which people are coming from other places and parking locally and then catching a 
train to the city, probably to work.  The parking around the station has reached critical proportions.  As such, I 
have been working with the City of Bayswater, Main Roads and the Public Transport Authority to get 
improvements done.  Modifications to parking have been put in place by the City of Bayswater.  I now call on 
the City of Bayswater and Main Roads to decrease the speed limits in the area, particularly to make sure that 
there is a 50-kilometre-an-hour zone around where people are parking.  Through the Maylands-Guildford 
activity corridor project, more information will be gathered about exactly who is using the station.  My hunch at 
the moment is that some local people are avoiding parking at the station, because people who have come from a 
further distance have arrived their earlier.  In fact, people have to park almost halfway to the next station.  That is 
something we will be looking at. 
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Another transport issue I will raise is the Beaufort Street bus lane.  That is a 1.25-kilometre bus lane that runs 
from Central Avenue to Normanby Road in Inglewood.  I call on the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to 
revisit the bus lane, and abandon it.  She will be surprised that I am asking her to abandon it, but it is clearly not 
working.  I have recently surveyed local traders who are affected by the way in which the bus lane is operating.  
I will outline now why the bus lane should be abandoned and replaced by a clearway that operates in the 
morning for drivers on their way into town and in the afternoon for drivers on their way out of town.  In addition, 
the area that is currently the bus lane should have its speed limit decreased to 50 kilometres an hour. 

The Inglewood townscape was redeveloped and refurbished about six years ago.  As part of that, there was 
fantastic consultation, undertaken mainly by the City of Stirling, but also by the relevant state government 
agencies.  At that time the issue of the bus lane was raised.  As one of the people who participated, the full 
impact of what was being proposed was not appreciated.  The bus lane was instituted quite a number of years 
after the consultation, and with no education for people who use the bus lane.  One of the major problems is that, 
although there are designated areas in the middle of Beaufort Street that drivers are meant to pull into to turn 
right, they are not wide enough to accommodate a car.  That means that drivers in peak hour who are in the 
single lane that remains are often caught behind traffic that is trying to turn across Beaufort Street to go down 
one of the avenues.  Similarly, at Central Avenue - where the bus lane ends - people are often turning right at the 
intersection.  Often, other drivers are held up in one lane waiting for one car to turn right - usually during very 
busy times - while other drivers are using the bus lane, technically illegally, because they are so frustrated.  I am 
aware that patronage on the buses is increasing; I welcome that.  I drove down the road next to the bus lane this 
morning.  It is clear that many more people than previously are utilising bus public transport in my area.  I 
understand that the problem has reached such a degree that many of the buses that come down the route are full 
and are not stopping and that the previous express bus that was meant to benefit from the bus lane now stops at 
some of those stops because it is not full and people have been waiting some time.  From that point of view, the 
bus lane is not working. 

The major problem for the traders is that because the bus lane is designated by red gravel-like paving, people no 
longer park outside shops when in fact they can when it is not being used as a bus lane.  They are complaining 
that their trading has fallen off because while there is some parking off the street, the shops that rely on 
discretionary parking from passers-by are being affected by people not parking there.  We have raised this with 
both the Public Transport Authority and the City of Stirling.  We are aware that a review was to be undertaken of 
the bus lane and that that is happening at the moment.  The impact on traders is quite profound.  I have surveyed 
traders.  Of the 30 responses I have received to date, 24 complained that their trading had been affected, 21 
observed what they believed to be excessive speeding, 22 cited parking issues and complaints from their 
customers about parking, and 21 complained about minor accidents, particularly those caused by people whose 
cars poke out of that too narrow turning bay while trying to turn right.  My own experience backs these 
complaints.  After a lot of discussion with traders and locals, I concur with what they are saying - that a clearway 
would work more effectively than a bus lane.  To be frank, we will never see a bus lane all the way down 
Beaufort Street.  It cannot occur due to the nature of the street.  A clearway would allow the road to operate more 
efficiently than occurs at the moment.  If the speed limit were decreased to 50 kilometres an hour, it would be no 
different from what occurs at the moment.  Each time I have driven down Beaufort Street in the past few weeks 
during peak hour, I have been able to travel at only 50 kilometres an hour anyway.  If parking were better 
designated, traders and local people would benefit outside peak hours. 

I now want to make a couple of quick comments about some social issues in my electorate.  I welcome the 
changes that flow through from this budget, particularly those affecting the new Department of Child Protection.  
In the past six months I have worked with groups in my community on two particular issues.  We had some 
problems with violence in Maylands, with indigenous people congregating in parks and really scaring some of 
the locals.  To be frank, they created havoc in some of the agencies; for example, the local library.  We were able 
to bring together the local government and a range of services, including the police, the Department for 
Community Development and the Department of Indigenous Affairs, ratepayers and other groups to get us all 
communicating and literally singing from the same song sheet.  I was concerned that while agencies were 
involved, they were not communicating with each other.  Different departments were dealing with the same 
people but they were not communicating adequately and, in particular, not communicating with the community.  
I commend the Department for Community Development for intervening and speaking to a couple of the 
ringleaders involved, helping them in a positive way that diminished that problem.  I also thank the City of 
Bayswater, which was able to get some cameras installed in certain locations with the aid of a state government 
grant.  They have also helped with security.   

Earlier this year I had a similar situation in Morley, where traders were dramatically affected by the behaviour of 
two Aboriginal women who were literally camping in some of the shop foyers.  Their behaviour was quite 
disgraceful at times.  It was very distressing to the local traders.  To their credit, the traders were incredibly 
constructive about what needed to be done.  I expected that they would be exceedingly angry.  However, they 
were keen to get a short-term solution.  We got that by way of greater police involvement and move-on orders.  
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While effective in the very short term, the move-on orders did not resolve the problem and a misconduct 
restraining order has now been put in place.  At the same time, we have been working with the Department for 
Community Development and Homeswest to help people who have been offered housing but are not too keen on 
it.  The Department of Indigenous Affairs is also working to try to get some better outcomes so that we do not 
move the problem from Morley to some other area.  We are trying desperately, and the traders are in tune with 
trying to resolve their local issue without moving the problem to another area. 

They are the major issues I wanted to raise.  I conclude by paying a tribute to the sporting groups in my area.  I 
am delighted that money will be available from the community sporting and recreation facilities fund again this 
year.  It will go to a number of different groups in the electorate, mainly to upgrade lighting.  I was delighted 
recently to return to the lacrosse ground in my electorate to see its lights in action.  The group benefited from a 
grant about two years ago.  Very many groups in the suburbs are full of dedicated volunteers and individuals 
who give their time, particularly to junior sport.  They do an exceptional job but do not get a lot of recognition.  I 
take this opportunity during the debate on the budget to formally recognise their efforts and commend them. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [12.24 pm]:  I have been left with slim pickings by the member for Cottesloe, 
but I have found a couple of people whom he did not name. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  There must be more than a couple! 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  There is.  I believe we have only reached the tip of the iceberg.  T.S. Eliot said, 
“humankind cannot bear very much reality.”  I think we saw that reflected today on the government benches.  
Government members could not stand too much reality in the factual recounting of things that have emerged 
from the Corruption and Crime Commission.  I was recently asked to make a speech on the CCC at my local 
Rotary Club.  I went through all the transcripts.  When I considered the things that had and had not come before 
the CCC, I felt that I was somehow wading waist deep in the sewer of political corruption.  That is how I feel.  I 
very much feel that the Western Australian community is saturated with political corruption.  I do not think 
anyone has drawn together all the local government councils that are involved.  These are only the things we 
have heard of.  This is the tip of the iceberg.  We could go north to Wanneroo and south to Coogee Beach and 
Yallingup.  Corruption is all over the place.  There are 144 councils in Western Australia but only one state 
Parliament.  I was thinking about it and thought that it is almost organised crime.  I refer to the section on the 
CCC in this year’s budget papers.  Page 528 states - 

One of the two main purposes of the Corruption and Crime Commission Act 2003 is ‘to combat and 
reduce the incidence of organised crime.’  To-date, these powers have remained unutilised by the 
Western Australia Police.   

What is organised crime?  I want to make a few suggestions to change the Corruption and Crime Commission 
Act.  The member for Mindarie has just walked into the chamber.  I have not forgotten the member for Mindarie.  
I must respond to some things that he said today.  For the purposes of the Corruption and Crime Commission 
Act, organised crime means - 

. . . activities of two or more persons associated together solely or partly for purposes in pursuit of 
which two or more schedule 1 offences are committed, the commission of each of which involves 
substantial planning and organisation.   

I seem to recall that scenario.  One only has to read the CCC transcripts.  The schedule 2 offences under this act 
should be amended.  They really apply only when we are talking about organised crime and rapists, paedophiles 
or a paedophile ring.  They apply when we are talking about two or more people who work together; for 
instance, murderers working together or terrorists working together.  I would like to add a couple of offences so 
that people who go around disrupting democracy will come under the definition of organised crime - not that the 
police seem to be doing anything about it in Western Australia.  I remind members of Parliament in this chamber 
that it is a crime to attempt to bribe a member of Parliament.  It is an offence that incurs a penalty of up to seven 
years’ imprisonment.  Perhaps I should not mention who was talking at the CCC while matters are under 
consideration.  Section 61 of the Criminal Code states - 

Any person who, - 

This is important for members of Parliament to remember for their preselection processes when people attempt 
to tell them how to vote - 

. . .  

(2) Attempts, directly or indirectly, by fraud, or by threats or intimidation of any kind, to 
influence a member of either House of Parliament in the member’s vote, opinion, 
judgment, or action, upon any such question or matter, or to induce the member to so 
absent himself or herself; 

is guilty of a crime, and is liable to imprisonment for 7 years.   
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Members of Parliament have that protection.  I would go as far as to say that that provision is quite regularly 
abused.  Members of political parties who try to attempt to threaten a person’s preselection in order to get 
proposals through need to remember that.  I hope they will look at this speech and remember that.  That is one 
offence.  Two or more offenders are needed.  What about political stalking?  I am talking about powerbrokers 
who go around stalking particular members.  That could go into the schedule 2 offences of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission Act.  What about threats, as in section 338 of the Criminal Code?  I would like to see those 
things in the Corruption and Crime Commission Act, so that we can stamp out the sorts of activities that people 
get up to in trying to coerce or intimidate members of Parliament.  What is behind all this activity?  I read closely 
the Smiths Beach report, and I understand what happened.  It is very longwinded, and I have summarised it, but I 
understand it.  I will make a comment about some of the stories that have appeared recently - one was on the 
front page of The West Australian yesterday in relation to Environmental Protection Authority planning 
approvals.  The Smiths Beach inquiry shows that the proponent was allegedly trying to stop the proposal, or an 
amendment, going ahead, and was holding up the process.  It is very important that a balanced view be given on 
that.  I will read the opening statement, because it is a template.  I say to my electorate and to all Western 
Australians: they need to understand what the system is and what people are looking for when they go around 
unfairly - I could use a stronger term - trying to influence decision makers.  Mr Hall’s opening statement to the 
Smith Beach inquiry states -  

The development of land for residential and tourist purposes can be highly lucrative; profits in the 
hundreds of millions of dollars are not unusual.  Before any development can proceed there must be 
planning approval from the relevant government authorities.  Depending on the location of the land, 
relevant authorities may include the local council, the Western Australian Planning Commission, the 
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Environmental Protection Authority.  

He left out, for the purposes of Smiths Beach, state and federal parliamentarians with portfolios of environment 
and planning.  That is a target.  He continued - 

If approval is secured, the value of the land affected can substantially increase.  
His next point is important, particularly in relation to the shenanigans that seem to be flowing around the Sunset 
Hospital site in my electorate.  He continues -  

Planning decisions have to take into account the broader public interest and not merely the interest of 
the developers. This statement, however, overlooks the fact that in many case whilst the proponent may 
be strongly urging a particular argument, there is no individual or group arguing a contrary view.  
In some cases community groups opposed to a development may be formed and seek to be heard, but 
that is not invariably so.  This imposes upon planning decision-makers an onerous obligation to 
scrutinise applications with care and to scrupulously maintain an independent perspective.  

The stakes are high.  Also in his statement, Mr Hall said -  
Given that the stakes are high, there is a powerful incentive for developers to seek to influence planning 
decisions.  That influence is not necessarily improper, . . .  

That is - 
. . . efforts to inform and persuade decision-makers as to the merits of the project.  
However, there is a risk that developers may seek to improperly influence decision-makers by, for 
example, offering gifts or financial support.  

That is true.  An article in The Australian on 16 November 2006 is headed “Minister’s nod ‘worth millions’”.  It 
states -  

West Australian Resources Minister John Bowler last night admitted making three decisions this year 
that were potentially worth hundreds of millions of dollars to corporate clients of disgraced lobbyist 
Brian Burke.   

The stakes are high.  I will now look at the evidence of Hon Adele Farina to the CCC, because it is important.  I 
also want to look at a few other people who have flown under the radar.  The member for Cottesloe mentioned 
quite a few people - 20 in all.  The member for Victoria Park got off very lightly, in my view.  I pick the member 
for Victoria Park - he has gone very quiet since the CCC revelations - because it is unusual that ever since he 
came into this chamber, he has directly attacked me.  I am used to attacks; I accept that.  However, I found this 
very unusual, along with his constant calling out across the chamber “Wait till Christian Porter gets here”, and 
some of the other comments he has made, and his intervention in coming to my electorate in relation to the 
Sunset issue.  

Point of Order 
Mr R.C. KUCERA:  Standing order 91 gives a very clear indication that if a member wants to make 
imputations about another member of this chamber, it is done by way of substantive motion.  This debate is 
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again turning into a diatribe and an attack on individual members, in this case the member for Victoria Park.  I 
suggest that if the member wishes to go on with this kind of attack, she needs to move a substantive motion, and 
she needs to be reminded of this standing order and some of the orders made by the Speaker earlier in the house 
when the member for Cottesloe was on his feet.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  There is no point of order.  

Debate Resumed 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Members and the Western Australian public would find it very instructive to read the 
evidence given by Hon Adele Farina to the Corruption and Crime Commission on 6 December 2006.  The 
transcript reads -  

Mr Burke, does he have a particular interest in any of these factions?---Yes, he’s involved in the right.  

. . .  

At least brought the right faction to Western Australia and formulated it here.  

. . .  

there are a number of trade unions that really dominate the centre faction and they are the Transport 
Workers Union, the CFMEU and the Australian Workers Union.  

With respect to Mr Burke in your view does he exercise any influence or control over any of those 
unions?---Yes, he does.  

Which ones in particular?---The CFMEU and also the TWU.  

. . .  

In relation to Mr Burke, she was asked -  

Would you describe him as one such power broker? . . . Sorry, him, yes. Yes.  

This is what Hon Adele Farina had to put up with.  She said, at page 1350 -  

Brian made it clear to me that I no longer held the favour of the right and, more particularly, his favour 
because I hadn’t always been helpful and that my preselection was at risk as a result of that.  

. . .  

Did he say in regards to what matters or in what regard? ---Well, Smiths Beach was particularly one of 
them where he felt . . . I hadn’t actually advocated or advanced the interest of his client, the developer.  

On page 1351, she said - 

Members were openly talking about it in the corridors and some members reported it back to me that I 
had pretty well lost the support of the right and was not likely to then get the support of my faction and 
I was pretty well not expected to get preselected in 2004  

This is important, because it shows what Geoff Gallop, the former Premier, was going through at the time.  The 
transcript continues -  

Was there however a development that took place in 2004 which put a different complexion on this 
matter?---Yes.  A matter was raised, a concern was raised about the validity of memberships and 
membership rorting within the WA branch of the Labor Party . . . and a view was put that the national 
executive of the party should determine the state’s preselections and I understand that that was 
discussed with the premier of the day who was Geoff Gallop at the time and that he indicated that he 
would be supportive of that view provided that no sitting member was disendorsed because clearly there 
obviously had been put to him a proposal to disendorse some sitting members.  

That was because they were not doing what they were told.  The transcript continues - 

Indeed in June of 2004 did the ALP national executive make a determination as to the state 
preselections for the party?---Yes, they did.  

Were all sitting members of Parliament endorsed?---Yes.  

Shortly after that national executive decision can you recall Brian Burke telephoning you?---Yes, he 
did . . . he went on to comment that, however I wouldn’t have national executive to save my 
preselection next time.  

Also of interest here is the role of Hon Kate Doust.  She gets a mention in Hon Adele Farina’s evidence.  There 
was a parliamentary secretary vacancy in the caucus, and Hon Adele Farina received a call from Brian Burke in 
September 2004.  He was very annoyed with her.   
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The transcript reads -  
There was a parliamentary secretary vacancy in the caucus and I nominated for that position as did the 
Honourable Kate Doust and I received a phone call from Brian who was very indignant and annoyed 
with me that I would nominate for the position without first seeking his consent and the consent of Joe 
Bullock who is the secretary of the shoppies union and he felt that this was something I needed to do 
before I nominated.  

Further on, the transcript reads -  
Yes, and Kate Doust, what member was she?---She was a member of the right. She is a member of the 
right.  

On page 1352, the transcript continues -  
So you were standing up to him?---Yes.  
And his reaction to that?---He got very angry and told me that I had to withdraw and told me that I was 
wrong about the numbers and that if I withdrew Kate Doust would win the position.  

Hon Adele Farina’s evidence shows the level of bullying that goes on to make members of Parliament do the 
bidding of certain powerbrokers.  That should be a further circumstance of aggravation in relation to the stalking 
issue and the threats issue, so that some of this can be stamped out.  I do not know whether it can happen.  
Hon Adele Farina withdrew from the ballot, but Hon Kate Doust did not get the position.  That alerted me to the 
fact that Hon Kate Doust was one of the people who spoke in the upper house on the Sunset issue.  I will not deal 
with the Sunset issue right now, but the member for Victoria Park, who, it has been shown, has had long 
connections with Mr Grill and Mr Burke - I will put them all together and say what they are - came in here and 
accused me of misleading and being misrepresentative of my electorate on the Sunset issue.  Hon Kate Doust 
had things to say in the upper house.  I will come back to that.  On 12 September 2006, when the debate on the 
Sunset issue took place, the member for Victoria Park said he had grave concerns with my approach during the 
course of the debate.  I said to him at the time -  

The member for Victoria Park should tell the truth in this place.  He must be accurate, otherwise once 
he has been here for a while he will be caught out.  

I would not normally go on about the member for Victoria Park.  However, I suppose that, like many people, the 
scales fell off my eyes after the Corruption and Crime Commission inquiry.  No wonder Dr Gallop was 
depressed!  His electorate had been taken over by Burke and Grill’s people, and that is how they were able to get 
the member for Victoria Park elected!  The member for Victoria Park was painted as a cleanskin.  Just after the 
election of Mr Wyatt as the member for Victoria Park, the Premier was quoted in an article in the Weekend 
Australian of 3 March 2007 as saying -  

. . . he was extremely happy because My Wyatt was a “very, very good candidate”.   
At the time, Mr Carpenter painted Mr Wyatt’s win as a victory for a “new breed” of Labor Party 
MP . . .   

That is funny!  That is that dream team that Mr Burke talked about!  Not everything is bad!  I think I can 
demonstrate that I could be part of a dream team!  The article goes on to quote Mr Carpenter as saying -  

“I think that the selection of Ben Wyatt as the candidate that replaced Geoff is another example of it . . .  
The reason for this article is an issue that arose out of a meeting that was arranged by Senator Ian Campbell on 
behalf of the Western Australian racing industry.  The member for Victoria Park went to that meeting, along 
with Mr Burke.  An article in The Australian Financial Review of 3 March 2007 states -  

West Australian Premier Alan Carpenter threatened to withdraw from a Labor fund-raising dinner last 
year when he discovered that lobbyist Julian Grill was also invited to the function, which was partly 
organised by disgraced former Premier Brian Burke.   
In revelations that highlight the influence of Mr Burke and Mr Grill over WA Labor Party fund-raising, 
Mr Burke helped organise the invitation list to the dinner in Perth for ALP candidate Ben Wyatt on 
February 23 last year, two weeks before the Victoria Park byelection won by Labor.   
Two businessmen who attended the event said on Friday they were “definitely” invited by Mr Burke, 
who was expelled from the ALP in November after revelations in the Corruption and Crime 
Commission about his lobbying activities.  
Mr Wyatt is known to be close to Mr Burke and Mr Grill.   

Looking back, Mr Wyatt also attended the infamous Rudd dinner at Perugino Restaurant as long ago as 1 August 
2005.  An article in the Sunday Times of 4 March 2007 quotes a guest at that dinner and states -  

. . . “My general observation would be that everyone knew why they were there - that was to meet 
Kevin Rudd.   
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The article states that among the people who attended that dinner were Mr Burke’s daughter, Sarah, Mr Neale 
Fong, Andrew “Twiggy” Forrest, and Victoria Park MLA, Ben Wyatt.  The article states also -  

At one point during the dinner, someone cracked a joke about then-Premier Geoff Gallop’s edict, 
banning his ministers from having any dealings with Mr Burke and his slippery business partner Julian 
Grill. 

I have argued that a register of lobbyists would be good thing.  However, Geoff Gallop was right in putting a 
personal onus on all members of the Labor Party to keep away from Mr Burke.  It should go much further than 
that, in my view.  All members of Parliament should be required to do what members of local government are 
required to do.  Additionally, members of Parliament should be required to tell the Parliament if any lobbyist has 
approached them on a matter that we will be voting on in this chamber.   

Mr Wyatt attended that dinner at Perugino in August 2005.  Mr Grill did fundraising for him.  Mr Grill also did 
fundraising for the member for Wanneroo - she is very uncomfortable about that.  That was a choice they made.  
They must have known about that function.   

In the member for Victoria Park’s maiden speech, he did not talk about Aboriginal art, as I recall.  What he 
talked about was the hours of political advice that he had been given by Mr Grill.  An article in The West 
Australian on 7 March 2007 states -  

The West Australian has learnt that some of the guests who attended the dinner held two weeks before 
the Victoria Park by-election at Frasers restaurant in February last year received their invitation from 
Mr Burke, although Mr Burke was not the event’s official organiser.   

. . .  

The revelation comes days after The West Australian reported that Mr Wyatt attended the now infamous 
meeting with WA Liberal Senator Ian Campbell, Mr Burke and his client the WA Turf Club.   

. . .  

It also emerged yesterday that Mr Wyatt devoted part of his maiden parliamentary speech to the role 
played by Mr Grill and his wife Lesley in helping shape his political opinions.   

He also thanked Shelley Archer and former Minister Tony McRae’s ministerial chief of staff Rewi 
Lyall . . .   

They were all in it up to here!  They were all in it together!  I liken the member for Victoria Park and Hon 
Shelley Archer to the Burke Laurel and Hardy team!  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  That was followed by an article in The West Australian, which states how, at that 
meeting - which claimed the frontbench career of federal Liberal MP Ian Campbell - the member for Victoria 
Park felt as though he was being used as some form of token Aborigine.  The article quotes the member for 
Victoria Park as saying -  

What greatly offends me about this is the fact that in light of subsequent events I was being asked by 
Mr Burke, as some form of token Aborigine, to pursue an agenda I was not a part of . . . .  I feel used 
and upset by that.   

This is a young man who had been in the system at that stage for two years that we know about.  He has had 
Mr Grill whispering in his ear all his life - from the time he was a boy, if we read his maiden speech.  He then 
tried to pretend that, somehow, he did not know what was going on!  He had gone to Senator Campbell’s office, 
and there was Mr Burke, large as life, with the proponents.  He could have said, “I am sorry, but I am here to 
discuss the proposed cultural centre.  That is what I am here for.  I will come back and see you later.”  He did not 
do that.  He went in.  Why?  The article states also -  

On the day of the meeting, representatives of the Turf Club attended along with Brian Burke and the 
WA member for Victoria Park, Ben Wyatt MLA.  It was a brief meeting of about 20 minutes to discuss 
only the cultural centre proposal. 

If the purpose of the meeting was to discuss only the cultural centre proposal, why was Mr Burke there, and why 
were the proponents of the proposal there?  Perhaps the member can tell us.  The article goes on to state -  

The cultural centre proposal was thought to be a sweetener to help win approval for the wider 
development project. 

What does that mean?  Does that mean the member for Victoria Park was being used just to assist in getting the 
project through, or is there something else?   
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An article in the Southern Gazette of 31 October 2006 states -  
Victoria Park MLA Ben Wyatt, who is chairing a separate informal group, said it was important to 
develop an overall vision for the site. 

That article is about the Burswood Peninsula site.  I presume this is the same proposal.  The member for Victoria 
Park is the chairman who is driving this proposal, yet he comes out and says he is being used as a token 
Aborigine!  I do not get it, and I do not believe it.   
What concerns me also is whether Burke and Grill are also behind the Sunset site deal.  The member for Victoria 
Park has attacked me.  It is very unusual to get that level of attack from a member.  He also went into my 
electorate and attacked me.  About $200 million is involved in the Sunset deal.  That is a lot of money.  I will 
also have something to say about Hon Giz Watson and her approach to my constituents - they are her 
constituents, too - and how this matter has been handled.  I will also have something to say about Hon Kate 
Doust, and the shenanigans that took place in the other place over the Sunset site.  Was Mr Crichton-Browne 
involved in that as well?  We know from the Corruption and Crime Commission that Mr Burke, Mr Grill and 
Mr Crichton-Browne worked together, and as a general rule Noel Crichton-Browne would get one-third of any 
moneys that were made.   
At page 1362 of the transcript of the Corruption and Crime Commission hearings, reference is made to an email 
that was sent to Hon Adele on Wednesday, 2 November 2005, at 8.52 am.  The email is from Brian Burke and it 
states -  

Dear Adele, you may recall when you called past home that I gave you a copy of an email about a 
rezoning matter in Nedlands.  Have you been able to inquire about its progress please? 
Regards, Brian Burke. 

What was that about?  Was that related to the Sunset site?  I do not know.  It certainly mentions the name of a 
person who is not well known.  I do not understand.  What really upsets me about this issue is that it has 
emerged, if we are to believe the comments by the Corruption and Crime Commission, that these powerbrokers 
from both sides are grooming people whom they can present to the public as having certain credentials.  These 
people are being laundered through different institutions and presented as outstanding candidates.  These people 
have now come into this Parliament, and they are pretending that they are representing their electorates.  No 
wonder Dr Gallop felt depressed!  He spent all his time keeping Burke and Grill at bay, only to find when he 
resigned that all the branches had been stacked and Burke and Grill’s man from the dream team had become the 
next member for Victoria Park!  What are the qualifications for the dream team?  What are they?  I think 
Western Australians in their various electorates, and certainly in the western suburbs, need to look out for these 
people.  I will tell the house what the credentials are.  These people must be lawyers.  They must have done a bit 
of work - it does not matter for how short a time - in the commerce and accounting area, and they must have 
done a bit of community work.  It is a template that has been used before.  Someone comes out and says that a 
certain person is an outstanding candidate; or, as the Premier said, they are cleanskins; they are not factionalised. 
Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
[Continued on page 2379.] 

MANNING MEMORIAL BOWLING CLUB 
Statement by Member for South Perth 

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [12.50 pm]:  I would like to report on what has been an outstanding year 
for the Manning Memorial Bowling Club, of which I am patron.  The club also celebrates its fiftieth anniversary 
in 2007.  Among the state awards won by the club were the 2007 outstanding metropolitan club of the year.  The 
women’s bowler of the year went to Liz West, and the under 25 rising star award was won by Kelli Wray, who is 
a very brilliant young bowler at 18 years of age.  The club had three state representatives in Kelli Wray, Liz 
West and Helen Morss.  In the state championship singles, the club got the trifecta, with Kelli Wray winning 
from Liz West, and Helen Morss being equal third.  In the championship pairs, Liz West finished in second 
place, and in the championship triples, Liz West and Helen Morss were the winners.  The club also has two 
people in the Commonwealth Games junior squad; namely, Kelli Wray and Melissa Solly, who is a very 
promising 16-year-old.  In the trans-Tasman under 25 team, the club has Kelli Wray, and in the trans-Tasman 
junior team, Melissa Solly.  The national junior championships gold medal winners from the club were Natalie 
Solly, Melissa Solly and Jessica Moyle.  In the men’s and ladies’ pennants, Manning made the top four in 17 of 
the 18 divisions.  That is an outstanding performance, and I congratulate the Manning Memorial Bowling Club. 

LALJI FAMILY 
Statement by Member for Kingsley 

MRS J. HUGHES (Kingsley) [12.51 pm]:  Mr and Mrs Lalji and their family are now secure in their family 
home after the risk of losing it arose when Mrs Lalji’s husband became ill some time ago with supranuclear 
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palsy, which is a condition that has a highly debilitating effect on the body while keeping the mind intact.  
Mr Lalji was unable to continue in his work, and so the family home was under threat of being sold.  
Unfortunately, they did not fall into any defined pigeonhole.  Therefore, Mrs Lalji and her daughter Zameena 
were working long hours to try to supplement the household payments and care full time for Mr Lalji.  Between 
them, they were able to maintain the costs.  However, stress and exhaustion were common emotions.  Their 
energy was fast disappearing, so they explored the opportunity of entering into a shared equity agreement. 
I thank the Minister for Housing and Works for her understanding; and I especially thank Mr Glenn Finlay, 
Director of Home Ownership, and Mr Mike Goode, Manager of Access Home Loans for the Disabled, in the 
Department of Housing and Works, who worked with Mr and Mrs Lalji to achieve a suitable outcome that 
allowed them to maintain the maximum percentage of ownership and thus keep them financially secure for the 
future.  I also make mention of the valued assistance of Ms Teresa Stirrat from the Treasurer’s office, who 
navigated our way through the stamp duty and titles issues that arose as we worked to find a solution.  Without 
their assistance and caring qualities, I am doubtful that we would have been able to achieve the great outcome 
that we did.  It is also important to make special mention of Andrea Randell, from Andrea Randell Settlements at 
Woodvale, who gave her time and service voluntarily to assist the Lalji family through the difficult time in 
finalising the settlement details.  Her generosity was inspiring, and I know that Andrea was a great emotional 
and professional support to Mrs Lalji. 

PARKINSON’S NURSE SPECIALISTS AWARD WINNERS 
Statement by Member for Alfred Cove 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [12.53 pm]:  I congratulate the Parkinson’s nurse specialists who have 
just won the 2007 Western Australian Nursing and Midwifery Excellence Awards.  They were nominated for 
these awards by Karen Rowland, a patient in the community who has Parkinson’s disease.  I bring this matter to 
the attention of the house because funding for the Parkinson’s nurse specialists service, which has been operating 
since 1998, has not been increased.  People with Parkinson’s disease, Parkinson’s Western Australia and I have 
lobbied the government and asked it to please look at this program and the vital service that it provides to the 
community, and increase the funding so that the services can be improved.  In fact, the service has approximately 
200 new clients each year; that has been the case since the program commenced.  The Western Australian 
program is considered to be a leading model in Australia.  The letter nominated to nurses states - 

I cannot stress enough just how important this dedicated team of nurses are in the community in their 
ongoing role as Parkinson’s Nurse Specialists, they are our lifeline. 
When the Parkinson’s Nurse Specialists first visit the home of someone diagnosed with Parkinson’s 
Disease they are often dealing with people who are frightened or unprepared or who are over 
researched. 

I ask the government to consider continuing the funding and increasing the funding for the Parkinson’s Nurse 
Specialists program. 

LIL PICKETT MEMORIAL SHIELD - WOMEN’S FOOTBALL 
Statement by Member for Southern River 

MR P.W. ANDREWS (Southern River) [12.55 pm]:  Recently, local women’s football team the Gosnells 
Hawks played the Claremont Piranhas for the Lil Pickett Memorial Shield.  Lil was a local lady who died last 
year from cervical cancer.  The shield was donated to raise awareness of cervical cancer and to commemorate 
Lil’s service to women’s football.  She played four times for Western Australia and also played in the all-
Australian team.  She was a testimony to women’s football in this state.  Members who think that women’s 
football is all about having a social life and being fun, need to think again; it is very tough.  The ladies in this 
football team would not agree with Oscar Wilde’s statement that, “Football is no game for rough girls or delicate 
boys.”  The Gosnells Hawks women’s football team is a proud team of women where culture and gender 
harmonise perfectly.  During the Lil Pickett shield game, a local player, Kelly Hart, was sent off by the field 
umpire for what the locals believed was a fair bump.  However, as we all know from our football days, head-
high bumps are treated seriously, I can assure members, but the umpire copped a fair bit from the supporters on 
the sideline.  The Hawks are coached by local Aboriginal identity Norm Woods, who instils life values to his 
“girls”.  In light of recent events in the Australian Football League, it is nice to know that these women, and 
women generally, are forging ahead.  There was no place for the fainthearted, and the skills on display surprised 
and impressed even the most hardened footy fans, who saw Gosnells run out winners to take the Lil Pickett 
Memorial Shield.  It was a team effort and I commend Janalee Schimmel, Annie Duffus, Rebecca Young, Pip 
Green, Michelle and Kylie Millane, Kristy Deveraux, Sharon Squire, Janelle Sobey, Joanne Hartley and Kelly 
Hart.  Norm Woods received support in the coach’s box from his sister Sharon Woods, who is also the team 
runner.  On the sideline was last year’s co-captain, Sam Hilbers, who was out, not due to injury but due to 
pregnancy.  That is at least one medical condition that the boys from the West Coast Eagles do not have to worry 
about.  I congratulate the Gosnells Hawks women’s football club. 
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VOLUNTEER WEEK 
Statement by Member for Greenough 

MR G. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [12.57 pm]:  I rise to acknowledge that this week is Volunteer Week.  This 
is a fairly important week for many of us, particularly for people who live in regional Western Australia.  There 
are two sorts of volunteers: those who belong to formal organisations who volunteer to do work and others who 
volunteer in their individual capacity to help out communities.  Today I will refer in particular to Linda 
Starcevich.  Linda lives in the community of Geraldton, which is in my electorate of Greenough.  Last Saturday 
night she organised a gathering for single people across the mid-west.  Members will appreciate that during these 
boom times there are a lot of men who are without company.  They certainly appreciated the night that Linda 
organised at the football club in Geraldton.  During Volunteer Week it is very important to acknowledge 
volunteers and people like Linda.  Without their selfless contributions to our communities, many activities and 
other things that happen would not happen.  I acknowledge the Linda Starcevichs of this world and the 
contributions they make.  In doing so, I urge all members of Parliament to take on a volunteering duty, if they do 
not already have one. 

AUSTRALASIAN UNION OF JEWISH STUDENTS - SEMINAR 
Statement by Member for Yokine 

MR R.C. KUCERA (Yokine) [12.58 pm]:  My electorate office organised a one-day parliamentary and 
constitutional seminar for the Western Australian branch of Australasian Union of Jewish Students last Tuesday.  
The seminar mirrored a similar seminar that was held in Canberra recently that involved speakers from both 
sides of the house speaking to some 30 students of the Jewish faith and visiting students from Indonesia and 
other places.  The schedule included Fendi Liwang, Kevin Chiat, Christina Do and Varun Gosh.  The seminar 
was conducted under the auspices of the Parliamentary Friends of Israel, which was established by Hon Ray 
Halligan and me in 2005.  The students heard from a range of speakers at the Constitutional Centre of Western 
Australia and at Parliament.  We hosted a light lunch in the Labor Party’s caucus room and held a post-seminar 
cocktail party in the evening.  I thank all speakers, including the federal member for Perth, Stephen Smith; 
Wilson Tuckey; Mark Bishop; the state Labor president, Bill Johnston, and my state colleagues Hon Ray 
Halligan, Hon Jim McGinty and Deputy Leader of the Opposition Troy Buswell.  The student body was 
organised by its president, Ryan Steed, and its committee members Amanda Shilkin and Daniel Lazarus.  It was 
judged to be a very successful day and it was a joy to see a group of probable future leaders of this nation grasp 
the true meaning of democracy and the Westminster system.  That is a far cry from the level of gutter politics 
that was displayed by the member for Cottesloe earlier today.  I thank in particular my electorate officer David 
Michael for his outstanding efforts and the staff of the Constitutional Centre for helping to organise the 
successful conduct of what I hope will be the first of many such seminars to be held in that place.   

I also note with great sadness the passing of a true gentleman of football in this state, Con Regan.  He was a 
wonderful man and we sadly miss him.   

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
SHEILA FRITH - STATE CORONER’S FINDINGS 

1. Dr K.D. HAMES to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the findings of the State Coroner on the case of Sheila Frith, whose tragic death the coroner linked to 
the state of surgery waiting lists.  Why does the minister continue to pursue a smoke and mirrors campaign to 
spin figures and hide the true state of the crisis in our health system when the consequences of such a 
disingenuous approach to this vital portfolio can be so tragic?   

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
The death of Sheila Frith was a tragedy.  It is one that, arguably, should not have occurred and I accept the 
coroner’s comments.  The real question when tragedies like this occur is: what are we doing about them?  This 
was a death that occurred in 2005.  Over the past several years we have put in a tremendous effort in trying to 
reduce both the length of time and number of people waiting for surgery in Western Australia.  The truth of the 
matter is, notwithstanding what others might assert, that the waiting time for elective surgery in Western 
Australia has been slashed by one-third.  The number of people on the waiting list has been slashed.  When the 
opposition was in government, the number of people on the waiting list was just over 20 000.   

Dr K.D. Hames:  That is a smoke and mirrors answer.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Let me give the member the figures on a comparable basis.  When the opposition was in 
power, more than 20 000 people were waiting for five months for elective surgery.  We now have fewer than 
14 000 people.  It is still too many, but, nonetheless, a dramatic reduction from the more than 20 000 people 
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when the opposition was in office.  Now, fewer than 14 000 people are waiting just over three months for 
surgery.  Both the number of people waiting for surgery and the time that they are waiting has been slashed by 
about a third.  That is my first point.  It is necessary to do that so that we do not have people waiting an 
inordinate length of time for surgery, which used to be the case.   

I remember that when I occupied the position now occupied by the member for Dawesville, I would on a regular 
basis raise cases involving people who had been waiting three, four or five years for elective surgery.  That is a 
thing of the past.  We do not find people like that any longer. 

Dr K.D. Hames:  Now they wait for two years to get on the list and two years for their surgery.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  That is not true.  The member should not get too excited about that.  We do not have 
people waiting an inordinate length of time, which is what once was the case.  I know that all too well.  In terms 
of waiting for surgery, there has been a one-third cut in time and the number of people waiting over the past 
couple of years, and that is very significant.  It will go a long way towards ensuring that a tragedy such as that 
that occurred does not occur again.   

My second point relates, again, to surgery.  We have been involved in very intensive discussions with surgeons 
working in the public system, particularly general surgeons who operate the emergency roster.  We are now in 
the process of concluding both with them and anaesthetists an agreement that will significantly reshape the way 
in which theatres are made available, surgeons are rostered on call and emergency surgery is done, including 
dedicated emergency surgery, so that, hopefully, we can, for the first time, get it right when it comes to 
emergency surgery.  There has been a very difficult set of negotiations over a long period in respect of both 
general surgeons and anaesthetists.  I hope that that will bring about significant improvements for the future. 

SHEILA FRITH - STATE CORONER’S FINDINGS 

2. Dr K.D. HAMES to the Minister for Health: 
I have a supplementary question.  Given the minister’s clear inability or unwillingness to commit time to his two 
portfolios, will he stand aside from his other position so that he can pay adequate attention to restoring 
operational effectiveness and confidence in our health system? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
Mr Speaker, I make the point that those sorts of observations are generally made by people who lack a decent 
work ethic and who cannot comprehend the fact that other people can get on with doing things that they are 
capable of performing at a higher level than perhaps someone in the relative comfort of opposition.  I make this 
point: hospitals deal with hundreds of thousands of people every year and from time to time there will be 
somebody waiting too long for surgery or somebody slipping through the safety net in question. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I am determined to make sure that the systems that underpin the operation of our public 
hospital system are correct.  The government has drawn in a massive, unprecedented amount of money to rebuild 
the physical infrastructure of our hospitals.  We will rebuild hospitals the length and breadth of the state.  The 
Fiona Stanley Hospital is, of course, the flagship, but there are many others that make up part of that.  Do 
members remember a time when there were long waiting lists for people to receive treatment and diagnoses for 
cancer?  The cancer centre at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital has now substantially dealt with that issue - for 
example, people waiting six months for radiation therapy.  I am not saying that there will not be occasions when 
people slip through the net, but the government is deliberately focusing on inefficiencies and shortcomings in a 
very large organisation that will this year spend $4 000 million on its recurrent expenditure.  The government 
wants to make sure that that is done right. 

I cannot be held responsible if criminals do not pay their fines; I can be held responsible - this is in anticipation 
of a question that will come in a few minutes - if the government does not put systems in place to deal with that.  
I cannot be held responsible if people get sick.  However, the government can ensure that it attends to hospital 
emergency departments, which are the single greatest pressure on the health system today, and that it deals with 
surgeons in the emergency departments to make sure that it has set up the structures to properly deal with these 
matters in the future. 

SHADOW TREASURER - TAX CUT CLAIMS 

3. Mr P. PAPALIA to the Premier: 
I refer to the shadow Treasurer’s claims about tax cuts in last week’s budget.  Can the public effectively rely on 
the shadow Treasurer when it comes to numbers? 

Several members interjected. 
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The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
I thank the member for the question and the opportunity.  I welcome the students of Guildford Grammar School 
to Parliament House for question time. 

Mr Speaker, I have been following the commentary from the shadow Treasurer - a very pale shadow Treasurer - 
for some time and I am still amazed that there has been no correction from him and no recognition from the rest 
of the nation that he is right. 

Mr T. Buswell interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I think it took 20 seconds to write this amazing scoop that the shadow Treasurer in 
Western Australia, the member for Vasse, has turned on its head the way that people normally analyse and read 
budget papers.  It is perhaps the greatest shift in thinking since Sir Isaac Newton, and we have this unheralded 
genius sitting here in the Western Australian Parliament.  Nicolaus Copernicus was nothing compared with this 
fellow.  We still have not figured out why, under his analysis, he has not pointed out to Peter Costello that there 
were no tax cuts in the federal budget.  There were no tax cuts according to the member for Vasse; there was an 
$11 billion tax slug.  I am still waiting for some recognition that this was either correct or incorrect.  I wonder 
what would have happened, for example, if Wayne Swan had applied that level of analysis to the federal budget.  
I reckon Wayne Swan would have been sacked by now.  He would have been sacked because the credibility of 
the federal Labor Party, if it had adopted that - 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  I ask the Premier to take his seat.  I call the member for Murdoch and the Leader of the 
Opposition to order!   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  If the federal Labor Party had adopted the member for Vasse’s approach to budget 
analysis, its position would have been vastly different from what it is now; it would have been a laughing stock 
with that sort of analysis, and I think Wayne Swan’s political career at the federal level would be over.  
However, in Western Australia something quite remarkable takes place.  It is accepted as a reasonable level of 
analysis and the member for Vasse continues on with his rhetoric in that regard.  It is interesting to look at - 

Mr T. Buswell:  Wait until we come to your office with the land tax bills. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Vasse!   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  There is probably some sort of name for the condition, Mr Speaker.  It is interesting to 
look at the member for Vasse’s own performance. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  When the member for Vasse had the opportunity to actually run a budget, he was 
running the shire of Vasse. 

Mr T. Buswell:  Busselton. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Expenditure on consultants when he was president of the shire of Vasse ballooned by 
a massive 800 per cent.  Local families were slugged with a 15 per cent rate hike and an 800 per cent growth in 
expenditure on consultants.  There is no doubt though - 
Mr T. Buswell interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Order, members!   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  There is no doubt though, with the member for Vasse’s level of analysis, that he 
would have convinced the good burghers of the shire that there was no rate hike at all and that they had actually 
received a tax cut, even though the numbers seemed to say something quite different. 

Mr Speaker, I am waiting for recognition of what has been happening here.  It is possible that the member for 
Vasse simple does not get it.  It is possible that he is simply not up to the task and has been making a 
monumental but innocent error in his analysis; or it is possible that he knows exactly what he is doing, and that 
his performance as far as honesty goes is consistent with what he did with the member for Kalgoorlie.  I buttress 
the possibility that it might be the latter by quoting the following comment about the member for Vasse that, 
according to my note, reads - 

I believe that he should do the honourable thing and stand down because he has shown that he hasn’t 
been truthful and I think he has shown a flaw in his character and credibility. 
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I wonder who said that about the member for Vasse.  I wonder if it explains why the person who said it got up 
and left the chamber as soon as I started on the quote.  The person who said that about the member for Vasse was 
none other than his colleague the member for Hillarys.  Here he comes; he is back. 

That, I think, is probably a more accurate reflection on the motivation that has driven the drivel that has come 
from the member for Vasse in the past week.  I will wait, Mr Speaker - 

Mr T. Buswell interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Vasse!   

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I will wait, Mr Speaker, for the level of analysis to be applied to the member for Vasse 
that has been applied to every other person holding serious office, and for us then to get an informed judgement 
from objective third parties about his credentials as a shadow Treasurer.  He is an embarrassment.  He is an 
embarrassment to his colleagues; he is more than an embarrassment to the member for Hillarys and the member 
for Kalgoorlie and others, who have made their feelings known; he is an embarrassment to the party; and he is an 
embarrassment to the Parliament. 

AGRITECH SMARTWATER AND SOUTHERN CROSS WATER AND INFRASTRUCTURE 
CORPORATION PTY LTD 

4. Mr P.D. OMODEI to the Premier: 
Given that the government has made a decision to build a second 45-gigalitre desalination plant at Binningup at 
a cost of $1 billion - 

(1) Will the government now investigate the Agritech Smartwater project and its offer to build, own and 
operate a 45-gigalitre a year reverse osmosis plant using water from Wellington Dam and to sell it to 
the Water Corporation at 65c a kilolitre? 

(2) Will the government support a proposal submitted by Southern Cross Water and Infrastructure 
Corporation Pty Ltd to proceed with an Environmental Protection Authority impact study on its 
proposal to allow construction of a dam on the Brunswick River; and, if not, why not? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
(1)-(2) I am not familiar with the second proposal, but I hesitate at the possibility of building another dam.  Did 

the Leader of the Opposition say “build a dam on the Brunswick River”?  He supports that, does he? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Not necessarily.  I am asking you whether you will investigate that. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Members! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I thought I just heard some commentary; intrinsic in the question I thought I heard a 
suggestion that that was a good proposition. 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  No, I said, “Will you investigate it?” 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  So, it is okay to dam the Fitzroy River, according to the Leader of the Opposition, but 
why put a proposition to me that we should investigate the damming of the Brunswick River if he is not even 
prepared to say it is worth considering? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  It is on one of the Water Corporation’s lists. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The Leader of the Opposition knows that from his time - 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Why is it on the Water Corporation’s list? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I do not think there is much to be gained by damming more rivers in the south west.  I 
think the question tends to indicate that the Leader of the Opposition has not cottoned on to what is happening.  
It has stopped raining in the south west of Western Australia.  The rain no longer falls from the sky in sufficient 
quantities to fill the dams to fill the pipes to fill the cups for people to drink.  Something quite profound has 
happened in the south west of Western Australia.  It has stopped raining to the extent that it used to rain when we 
got 90 per cent of our drinking water from the dams.  There is not much point in building more dams if it does 
not rain.  The only way we can fill them is to pump water into them from another source - groundwater or the 
desalination project.  I think, and I might have misread the reaction, the overwhelming majority of people 
strongly support what we have done in announcing the desalination project.  I think so; it is possible I have 
misread it but we will find out. 
In relation to the Wellington Dam option, the Water Corporation will continue to have discussions and 
investigate with possible proponents.  I hope the Leader of the Opposition is not pushing a private business 
venture here.  Is he? 
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Mr P.D. Omodei:  Are you having a feasibility study into private water or not? 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I hope the Leader of the Opposition is not using his parliamentary position to promote 
a particular private venture.  Is he? 
Several members interjected. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Does the Leader of the Opposition have any relationship or connection with the 
proponents? 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  It is unbecoming of you, Premier. 
Mr T. Buswell:  Did you ever use your parliamentary position to do anything like that? 
The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The analysis of the Wellington Dam option will go on.  The Water Corporation’s 
advice to me - 
Mr T. Buswell interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Member for Vasse! 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The Water Corporation’s advice to me was that the Wellington Dam option was a 
viable option, but 2015 was as early as it was likely to be before that could be brought on stream, for a variety of 
reasons - primarily, of course, the water quality -  
Mr M.J. Birney:  That is the private business option. 
The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Kalgoorlie! 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER: - the presence of other chemicals in the water and human and other activity in the 
catchment area, which would make an earlier date for tapping that water unviable.  It is under consideration by 
the Water Corporation. 

AGRITECH SMARTWATER AND SOUTHERN CROSS WATER AND INFRASTRUCTURE 
CORPORATION PTY LTD 

5. Mr P.D. OMODEI to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question.  Will the government investigate both of the proposals that I mentioned? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
Let me ask this question - I think I have answered the Wellington Dam aspect: is the Leader of the Opposition 
suggesting that if he was in government, he would be pursuing a dam on the Brunswick River? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  The person who has made the proposal has written to your minister and asked for a licence to 
take water from the Brunswick River and for an environmental impact study.  Will you investigate it? 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  This is very interesting. 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  I am not saying whether I am supporting it or not; I am asking: will you investigate it? 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I think the good citizens of the south west would be very interested to know that the 
Leader of the Opposition is extremely interested in damming the Brunswick River.  What about the Denmark 
River?  Is he going to dam that as well? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  There is a dam site on the Denmark.  There is a dam site on the Warren.  There is a dam site 
on the Donnelly.  There is a dam site on the Barlee.  Will you investigate them?  Your departments have been 
investigating a dam on the Barlee and the Warren. 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The Leader of the Opposition is asking whether I am going to investigate it.  It sounds 
to me as though the Leader of the Opposition is digging himself - 
Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  It is probable that this type of behaviour would not be allowed at Guildford Grammar 
School.  I fear the Leader of the Opposition is digging himself a watery grave by promoting a series of more 
dams on Western Australia’s rivers, including those in the south west.  The days of damming rivers in the south 
west are, I fear, over.  

STATE BUDGET - SERVICE DELIVERY 

6. Mr P.W. ANDREWS to the Treasurer: 
Can the Treasurer outline details of the government’s ongoing commitment to the delivery of key services in the 
state budget?   
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Mr E.S. RIPPER replied:   
The shadow Treasurer did not talk about services before the budget.  However, he challenged me to jump a tax 
hurdle and provide $350 million worth of tax relief next year.  I could not wait for budget day because as soon as 
he said that, I knew that our $433 million would mean that I could meet that challenge and exceed that hurdle.  I 
was disappointed that I could not deviate from the formal budget speech, because I could see the gloom on the 
faces of members opposite as they realised that tax relief in the budget exceeded their expectations.  I could see 
that the member for Vasse was embarrassed.  The member for Kalgoorlie knows that it is difficult to embarrass 
the member for Vasse and that if he is embarrassed, he does not stay embarrassed for very long.  What did the 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition do?  He slipped away from the house before I had finished my budget speech 
to cook up his response.  He put on hippo hide and made it up.   

Mr T. Buswell:  I did not want to sit here and listen to your tripe.  I slipped off because you would not give us 
the facts and figures.   

The SPEAKER:  I call the member for Vasse to order.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Next year there will be $433 million worth of tax relief.   
Several opposition members interjected.  

The SPEAKER:  I call the Leader of the Opposition and the member for Vasse to order.  

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  That figure is $1.2 billion when one takes into account the four previous rounds of tax cuts 
before this one.  The member for Vasse is untrustworthy not only when it comes to taxes, but also when it comes 
to services.  I noticed one line in his budget reply to the budget, meagre as it was.  When he referred to services, 
he said “Show me the money!”  Here it is: there has been a 5.4 per cent increase in health, a 5.7 per cent increase 
in education and training and a 7.6 per cent increase in police.  There might be more than one doubting Thomas 
on the other side of the house who will ask how that compares with the other states.  Our health and community 
services expenditure per capita is seven per cent above the average of the other mainland states.  Our education 
and training expenditure is 15.35 per cent above the average of the other mainland states.  Our law and order 
expenditure is 18.6 per cent above the average of the other mainland states.  Doubters on the opposition benches 
will ask what that means for services for Western Australians.   
I have some more information.  For example, the latest Productivity Commission figures, which relate to 
2004-05, reveal that elective surgery waiting times in Western Australia are the second lowest in the nation, 
having been sixth in 2001.  The Minister for Health and his predecessor were able to achieve that significant 
improvement.  The Productivity Commission also states that Western Australian employers have the highest 
satisfaction with employees possessing formal vocational qualifications.  That is a tribute to the quality of our 
training system.   
Other figures show that the amount of money we have been pouring into services is translating into improved 
benefits for the people of Western Australia - namely, since 2001, an 82 per cent increase in the number of 
apprentices, a 30 per cent drop in burglary rates, and almost a 50 per cent drop in motor vehicle thefts.  “Show 
me the money” turns out to be as untrustworthy an argument as is the Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s so-
called analysis of the tax relief package in the budget.  He is as untrustworthy when it comes to speaking the 
truth on services as he is on tax.  There is a more important issue with the Deputy Leader of the Opposition; that 
is, when it comes to services, he cannot be trusted to deliver them.  He is a man who believes in fewer services 
with less money.  We should never forget that.  I believe, and this government believes, that we are elected, 
firstly, to provide decent health, decent education and decent law and order services to the people of Western 
Australia.  Services are our priority.  Members on the other side mislead the community about tax and they do 
not care about services because their shadow Treasurer actually wants fewer services with less revenue.  We 
know he cannot be trusted on tax or services.  According to his colleagues, of course, he cannot be trusted at all.  
I cannot help myself, Mr Speaker, I must quote once again the member for Hillarys when he said the following 
about the Deputy Leader of the Opposition -  

His cowardly and gutless disloyalty will be the start of his demise and I think you will find the shining 
star of Troy Buswell will diminish over the coming months.   

Let me tell you, if he is the future of the Liberal Party then God help the Liberal Party.  

So sayeth the member for Hillarys.  

MT BARKER PRIMARY SCHOOL 

7. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Premier: 
I acknowledge the Tree of York ladies in the gallery today from the seat of Avon. 
I refer to the Premier’s commitment when he was education minister in 2004 to build a new primary school in 
Mt Barker to be co-located with the high school under the project name of “one community, one college”.  A 
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media statement he released on 8 December 2004 states that a brand new state-of-the-art $7 million primary 
school will be built on the Mount Barker Senior High School site in readiness for the start of the 2007 school 
year.  As the Premier will be aware, stage 1 of the project will not be ready until the start of 2008.  
(1) Is the Premier aware that funding allowed only stage 1 to be built to enable years 4 to 7 to move to the 

high school site, while leaving years K to 3 on the old site?   
(2) Is he aware that his government has not committed any funding in the forward estimates to complete the 

move of all students onto the same site?   
(3) What assurance can he give in support of his commitment to the Mt Barker community that it will not 

be lumbered with a split-site primary school for years to come?   
Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
(1)-(3) I thank the member for question.  It gives me a chance, I suppose, to reflect upon the vast improvement 

made to the Western Australian education department’s infrastructure under this government compared 
with the shocking neglect of the education infrastructure -  

Mr J.H.D. Day:  You went kicking and screaming into a decent program, and you know it.  
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Some very good projects were also undertaken during the time of the previous 
government.  Our capital works budget increased from, I think, about $150 million to $160 million to well in 
advance of $200 million.  I think it is now more than $300 million.  One of those programs was indeed the 
Mt Barker co-location.  That came about because I went to Mt Barker while I was education minister in, I think, 
2003 - it might have been 2004 - and met with members of the community from Mt Barker, who were interested 
in the school development, and the school staff at both the primary school site and the high school site, which 
were, and still are, two to three kilometres apart, I suppose.  One is on the north side of the town and one is on 
the south side.  The desire - it was not a demand; they did not demand - of the community was that the schools 
be co-located.  I believed that that was a good option and put in place a process by which we could bring that 
about.  The idea was that the primary school would be co-located on the high school site.  The fabric of the 
primary school site is not too bad.  There are parts of it that are very old and inadequate but there are other parts 
of the infrastructure that are quite good.  There is no doubt that the optimum outcome was to get both schools 
onto the one site.  So far I think we have spent $7.8 million on the project. 
Mr M. McGowan:  That is $800 000 more than was budgeted for. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes.  We have spent $7.8 million on the project which, when I was minister, all up 
was a $7 million project.  Cost escalations have changed that project’s scope and it is now much more expensive.  
We are currently working on the construction of 11 new classrooms, a library for students from kindergarten to 
year 12, a covered assembly area and new administration areas.  More needs to be done, that is true.  The simple 
fact of the matter is that we cannot do everything at once.  We have realised that about our capital works budget 
and we have had to make some adjustments.  My commitment is that, in the long term, that will be the ultimate 
outcome for the school.  In the short term we cannot deliver on the time lines that I aspired to as Minister for 
Education and Training in 2004.  Nevertheless, it is going to be a much better outcome than the one that was 
there when I came into my position as the education minister in 2001.  Although progress might not be as fast 
and might not have gone as far as the people of Mt Barker would have liked, it is quite considerable progress, 
and that is a fact.  As I have said, the commitment is still there to realise the vision from the community.  We 
have to face reality. 

MT BARKER PRIMARY SCHOOL 
8. Mr D.T. REDMAN to the Premier: 
I have a supplementary question.  Does the Premier agree that he and his government have broken their 
commitment to the Mt Barker community? 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
If the commitment was that we would have the project done by this year, then we have been unable to deliver on 
that.  I will ask the member a rhetorical question: where was the commitment from the previous government, the 
parties of which the member represents?  They did nothing.  They ignored Mt Barker; they ignored Denmark; 
they ignored Walpole; they ignored all those areas.  The member has a bit of a hide to run the sorts of campaigns 
that he runs knowing, as he does because he was in the education system, the truth about the lack of investment 
in education infrastructure prior to the election of the Gallop government. 

POLICE NUMBERS 
9. Mrs D.J. GUISE to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services: 
The people of my electorate are very thankful that the state government has increased police numbers by 250 in 
its first term in office.  Can the minister confirm that we will recruit a further 350 police officers by February 
2009? 
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Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question and also her strong support for the WA Police and the vital 
role they play.  Clearly, the WA Police’s own figures indicate that our commitment of 250 police officers in our 
first term was delivered on the February-to-February figures.  We are going to make sure that we deliver the 
additional 350 officers in this term of government.  It has been more challenging because the economy is going 
at a great rate.  Unemployment is now down to 2.7 per cent.  The police have been very creative in opening up 
new avenues for recruitment.  There are now traineeships in the form of police cadets to get young people into 
the service, and there is overseas recruitment.  We have a real plan to bring on those initiatives.  There are a large 
number of people in the Police Academy; in fact, 33 additional officers will graduate tomorrow.  That will mean 
that the service will be 90 up on what it was at the start of the term.  It will be a struggle, but I have real 
confidence that, because of the way the police are addressing this matter, they will be able to deliver on that 
promise. 
Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I call the member for Hillarys to order for the first time. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The yelling from members opposite is to try to cover their embarrassment - 

Mr M.J. Cowper interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Murray! 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  They are embarrassed and that is why they have to yell and shout.   
Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I call the member for Murray to order for the first time. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Their interjections and their shrill yelling are heard because, in their last four years of 
government, the Liberal coalition government did not employ one additional police officer; not one additional 
police officer did it target.  We delivered 250 police officers in our first term and we will deliver 350 in our 
second term.  The opposition tries to twist the numbers, run stories that are false and deceive people about police 
numbers.  Today on radio, Assistant Police Commissioner Mal Skeffington tried to counter the things being said 
by the opposition that were totally untrue and sought to deceive people.  He said - 

. . . we must say that also at the end of this financial year we will have increased our numbers by 
191 sworn officers.  So we’re progressing well towards the 350 plan.   

Our police are doing a marvellous job on a range of fronts.  Recruiting additional police officers is one challenge 
they are meeting to help this government deliver its commitment to recruit another 350 police officers. 

SOUTHERN GATEWAY ALLIANCE - AUSTRALIAN WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS 

10. Mr M.J. COWPER to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure: 
I acknowledge in the public gallery principal Andrew Newhouse and students from the Foundation Christian 
College.  I welcome them to the Parliament.   

I refer to the fact that the Southern Gateway Alliance is putting all its workers on Australian workplace 
agreements because of the disaster that was and is the construction of the Perth-Mandurah rail line and the 
subsequent cost blow-outs and delays caused by militant unions. 
(1) Why is the minister interfering by trying to persuade the contractors to engage workers on collective 

agreements? 
(2) Has the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union or any person contacted the minister to 

influence the Southern Gateway Alliance? 
(3) Does this put the minister at odds with the federal Labor Party’s recognition of the value of individual 

contracts? 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 
(1)-(3) Because of the WorkChoices legislation, we were constrained from specifying that we wanted the 

contractor to deliver collective agreements.  We have no shame in saying that we support collective 
bargaining.  We believe very strongly that it is through collective bargaining that we can deliver fair 
wages and conditions to the workforce.  There is nothing new about that.  We have supported that 
principle for the past 100 years.  I do not think anyone should be surprised that we have a commitment 
to that.  Because of the WorkChoices legislation there were constraints on what we could put into the 
contract.  This is an alliance contract, which is different from the normal design and construct - DNC - 
model.  Once the contract is awarded, these sorts of things are matters for negotiation.  Main Roads has 
been negotiating for a collective agreement.   
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The SPEAKER:  I call the member for Avon to order for the first time.   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Leighton Contractors, one of the companies involved in the joint venture - I 
presume Leighton is by far the senior partner in that joint venture - has required us to pay extraordinary amounts 
of money.  It has quantified the risk.  It has said quite unbelievably that it would cost something in the order of 
$45 million to go down this path.  That is completely unacceptable.  We have not been prepared to do that.  
Leighton has also approached various unions and suggested that if it could get a deal on package F, maybe it 
would look more kindly on this sort of thing.  We will not sacrifice taxpayers’ interests.  We will continue to 
attempt to negotiate a decent arrangement if we can.  We will not be blackmailed by the company which, in our 
view, is asking for a financial remuneration package that we simply could not justify to take on what it describes 
as the risk. 

SOUTHERN GATEWAY ALLIANCE - AUSTRALIAN WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS 

11. Mr M.J. COWPER to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure: 
I ask a supplementary question.  Does the minister support the benefits delivered by individual contracts or will 
she support the winding back to the dark days when industrial disputes in Western Australia were holding back 
our state’s economy? 

The SPEAKER:  A supplementary question does not put a member in a position to make a political statement.   

ALBANY HARBOUR - MUNITIONS 

12. Mr P.B. WATSON to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure:  
Can the minister advise the house of the federal government’s latest tactic in trying to avoid responsibility for 
paying for the clean-up of bombs in Albany harbour?   

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 
This is one of the great scandals of federal-state relations.  Members will be aware that, in the first instance, the 
federal government attempted to claim that they were not its bombs; that they might have been Japanese or 
German bombs, or maybe they were even old Russian bombs that had been left behind.  We are pleased to report 
that, after some four or five years, the commonwealth has now conceded that these are Australian bombs, and 
that the commonwealth has responsibility for them.  This legal process is taking on absolutely farcical 
proportions.  As we know, the commonwealth subpoenaed 17 different government agencies, including the 
Public Transport Authority, to produce documents about the Albany bombs matter.  It is absolutely unbelievable.  
While quite clearly acknowledging that they are the commonwealth’s bombs, the commonwealth’s next line of 
argument is that it wants an assurance from the state government that some other agency will not sue the 
commonwealth if it settles with the Albany Port Authority.  We gave those assurances; we said that any deal 
done with the Albany Port Authority would bind the entire state.  Now the commonwealth has said that this is 
now an action by the state government and should go to the High Court.  We now have to start the whole process 
again.  We will not have these wasteful disputes on jurisdictional issues; we will go to the High Court and start 
the whole process again.  In the meantime, the commonwealth has spent $3 million resisting its very clear 
obligation.  I find it interesting to note that the case that has been launched by the federal government is being 
prosecuted by a former federal Attorney-General.  It is absolutely outrageous that the commonwealth is putting 
the state government and the port of Albany through these hoops when it quite clearly has the responsibility.  

FINES ENFORCEMENT REGISTRY - OUTSTANDING FINES 

13. Mr J.E. McGRATH to the Attorney General: 
There have been 97 deaths on our roads this year, which is a horrific 37 per cent above last year’s shocking road 
toll.  
(1) Why has the amount of outstanding fines to be collected by the Fines Enforcement Registry ballooned 

from $20 million to $165 million under the present government? 
(2) Is it true that Repcol Ltd, the company responsible for collecting fines on behalf of the government, is 

in an Australian Stock Exchange trading halt; and, if so, what difficulties is the company facing? 
(3) What is the Attorney General doing to address the situation in the Fines Enforcement Registry? 
(4) Does the Attorney General concede that road safety strategies lose effectiveness if the fines 

enforcement system has collapsed? 
Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question, which has enabled me to prepare a meaningful response.  
(1) First of all, I will correct a minor error in the question, or something that is open to misinterpretation.  

The amount of fines to be collected by the Fines Enforcement Registry has not gone from $20 million 
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to $165 million.  It might have gone up $20 million in the past year.  That is a relatively minor matter.  
For the sake of the record, in May 2000, the figure was $91 million, so it has gone from that amount to 
$165 million this year.  The reasons for that are that Western Australia’s population is growing; the 
police have improved techniques - there are more Multanovas, for instance; and the courts are 
processing far more matters.  The increased volume of transactions is leading to an increased proportion 
of transactions in which people do not pay their fines, and are then registered with the Fines 
Enforcement Registry.  For the reasons that the member for South Perth has mentioned, it is critically 
important that we continue to pursue people who have not paid fines.  It is always difficult to get some 
people to pay their fines.  We pursue all offenders with outstanding fines to the full extent of the law, 
imposing licence suspensions, warrants against goods, work and development orders and, ultimately, 
prison as a last resort.  On average, 1.2 million court-imposed fines or infringement notices from 
prosecuting authorities are issued each year.  Within three years, 96 per cent of these fines are settled, 
predominantly by payment.  Of the 1.2 million court-imposed fines or infringement notices, 20 per cent 
remain unpaid at the due date - in other words, 80 per cent of people pay their fines; it is only the 
remaining 20 per cent who do not - and they are referred to the Fines Enforcement Registry for action. 

(2) The answer to the question about Repcol Ltd is yes.  Trading has been halted on the Australian Stock 
Exchange.  I am happy to table a letter from Repcol to the ASX dated 18 April 2007.  It deals with a 
refinancing sale of assets matter, rather than an operational matter, so it will not in any way have an 
impact.  [See paper 2719.] 

(3) I assure all members that with an increasing volume of fines coming through, we are always trying to 
achieve maximum payment.  I must report to the house that collections are at an all-time high and the 
percentage outstanding is lower than it has been previously. 

(4) I certainly support the sentiments expressed by the member about road safety and the number of deaths 
occurring on the road.  I believe it is critically important that when penalties are imposed, they are 
enforced and that offenders make payment for those matters. 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION - PRESCRIBED BURNING PROGRAM 

14. Mr M.P. WHITELY to the Minister for the Environment: 
Can the minister update the house on the progress of the Department of Environment and Conservation’s 
prescribed burning program? 
Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 
I thank the member for his question and his interest in the burning program.  The burning program is an 
important issue.  I need to highlight that last winter was the driest on record in most of the south west.  For that 
reason, the department carried out a reduced burning program of about 95 000 hectares in spring throughout the 
three forest regions from Moore River in the north through to Walpole in the south.  Very dry conditions over 
summer and early autumn, of course, also meant that DEC was restricted in the amount of prescribed burning it 
could undertake over that period, especially in the karri forest where differing fuel types become available for 
burning.  The department has identified 127 burns, totalling an area of 165 000 hectares, as suitable for 
prescribed burns this autumn.  Eighty of these burns have been carried over from last year, and the proposed 
autumn program is intentionally larger than can be achieved to provide flexibility to take advantage of prevailing 
weather conditions across the forest areas. 
Members will be interested to note that rain over much of the south west in the past two weeks has resulted in 
the wettest April in five years.  This has meant that it is now too wet to burn the karri forest, and all other 
burning will be restricted until the conditions dry.  The department hopes to undertake prescribed burns over 
105 000 hectares this autumn.  This is now possible and it is likely that only about 20 000 hectares will be 
achieved.  This will bring the total area of prescribed burns on land managed by the department in the south west 
for 2006-07 to 115 000 hectares, which is below the nominal annual target of 200 000 hectares for biodiversity 
conservation, community protection and native forest regeneration. 
It is also important to note that the department has been holding a series of seminars, briefings and information 
sessions to engage stakeholders, special interest groups and local communities throughout the south west.  These 
groups include the grape and wine producers who have expressed concerns about the recent impact of smoke on 
wine quality.  However, given the early grape harvest this year and the recent rain, the smoke is not expected to 
be of concern to the industry this autumn.  If any member of the house would like a briefing on the department’s 
burning program, I would be very happy to arrange it. 

PLANNING APPEAL PROCESS - THIRD PARTY PARTICIPATION 

15. Dr J.M. WOOLLARD to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure: 
In Victoria, third party participation in the planning appeal process has been in place since 1963, and the process 
is not considered frivolous, costly or irrelevant. 
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(1) Will the minister explain why Western Australia remains the only state in Australia in which, other than 
when a local council and a developer disagree on a development application, there is no right for a third 
party to become a party to a state appeal process? 

(2) Does the minister agree that members of the community should be given the opportunity to contribute, 
or object, to planning applications at a tribunal level? 

(3) Will the minister ask the State Administrative Tribunal to provide this Parliament with an analysis of 
the cost effectiveness of third party appeals, perhaps based on the Victorian model? 

(4) Will the minister meet briefly today with a representative from the people of the York community who 
rallied today at Parliament House to protect a Ficus hillii tree to assure the community that the 
government will consider their concerns? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 
(1)-(4) Third party appeals is a very vexed issue.  It is not true to say that in Western Australia there is no right 

to appeal, or, indeed, be joined in a matter.  However, there is no right for a third party to actually 
initiate an appeal.  I guess we need to make a judgement about what is in the best interests of the 
community.  Certainly at this point in Western Australia’s history, the idea that we would divert 
precious planning resources into appeals, many of which unfortunately will be, I think, judged 
frivolous, is not something that I believe could be justified.  I point out that local government is elected 
by the community.  Elections are held every two years.  I urge people who are not happy with the sorts 
of planning decisions that are being made by their local governments to stand for council.  It is really 
important, if people are concerned about these democratic processes, that people take the initiative to 
get involved, rather than just stand on the sidelines.  It is true, though, that I have some powers under 
the Town Planning and Development Act to review whether a council has acted in accordance with its 
town planning scheme.  However, this is not to be a de facto appeal.  It is certainly not to be a substitute 
appeal mechanism.  The people from York have asked me to do that.  To give members some idea of 
the history of this case, it involves an old fig tree on a hotel site.  During the great Meckering 
earthquake of 1968, a hotel in the town centre fell down.  That hotel had a fig tree in its beer garden.  
The owners of that hotel have now decided, after some 35 years, to build something on that site.  
Unfortunately, the fig tree that was in the beer garden of the hotel is in the way.  The residents adjoining 
the hotel claim that they want the fig tree to remain.  I have to say I do not think it is clear-cut in this 
case that there has been some violation of good planning by the council in making its decision.  
Nevertheless, I will look at the provisions of the act and see what we can do.   

EAMMON GUILFOILE - DISABILITY SERVICES COMMISSION SUPPORT 

16. Mr T.R. SPRIGG to the Premier: 
I refer to the Premier’s former constituents the Guilfoile family of North Lake, whose 11-year-old son Eammon - 
for whom I believe the Premier was the adopted politician - has severe permanent disabilities.  Eammon has been 
able to be accommodated in the family home - with some difficulty, I might add - along with his siblings.  The 
family home now requires substantial renovations to accommodate Eammon’s wheelchair, and to enable him to 
interact with his family, otherwise Eammon will need to be institutionalised for the remainder of his life.  I ask: 
will the Premier use his discretion to immediately authorise the Disability Services Commission to undertake 
renovations to that home so can Eammon can remain with his family; and, if not, why not? 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 
I find the question slightly disturbing. 
Mrs J. Hughes interjected. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  Yes, almost.  I find this line of questioning disturbing, but, to be honest, it does not 
surprise me that such a question would come from the member for Murdoch. 
Mr T.R. Sprigg:  Do you know the family? 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I know the family.  The member should not worry.  I knew the family for a long time 
before my friend opposite ever came on the scene.  I think it is quite disturbing and very sad that the member 
should do what he is doing in this place right now.  I know the family; I know the case.  When the “adopt a 
politician” scheme was introduced, I was the adopted politician for the Guilfoyle family and for Eammon.  That 
was some 11 years ago.  I really find what the member has done very unsavoury.  He could have raised that 
matter with me personally.  For the member to suggest that I should use the position I hold now to elevate this 
young boy and his family above a whole list of other people who must be waiting for similar assistance is 
completely improper.  However, for the member to do it in the Parliament in the way he has done it and to 
suggest that a failure by me to accede to that proposition is somehow or other a shortcoming, I think, reflects - 
Several members interjected. 
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Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  He is a constituent of mine.  There has been a very significant increase in the budget 
for the disability services area.  I have already been engaged with the family on one alteration to the home that 
they had in the North Lake area.  It is completely untrue to suggest that they have been neglected by me or by 
this or the previous government.  We will act properly, as a government should act, and I will act properly, as a 
Premier should act, in the position that I have in this government.  Those matters will be addressed properly, and 
I will not address them across the chamber. 

MINISTER FOR PLANNING AND INFRASTRUCTURE 
Comments by Member for Cottesloe - Personal Explanation 

MS A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (Armadale - Minister for Planning and Infrastructure) [2.56 pm]:  I seek leave 
to make a personal explanation under standing order 148. 
Leave granted. 
Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN:  Today, the member for Cottesloe made a number of unsubstantiated and quite false 
claims against me.  I do not have time to detail them all, but there are two things that I would clearly like to get 
on the record.  The first is that I have never had a conviction for reckless driving in a car park or anywhere else.  
Secondly, I never accused Marcus Plunkett of being a client of Brian Burke.  I also would like the member for 
Cottesloe to repeat what he said about my involvement in Port Coogee outside this place. 

QUESTION ON NOTICE 1940 
Correction of Answer 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [2.57 pm]:  Pursuant to 
standing order 82A, I inform the house that the answers I provided to part (30) of question on notice 1940, asked 
by the member for Kalgoorlie on 20 March 2007, were actually for March and not February, as the question 
requested.  I therefore seek leave to table the answer with the February 2007 data for all of part (30) of the 
question.  
[See paper 2720.] 

QUESTION ON NOTICE 1882 
Correction of Answer 

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee - Minister for Public Sector Management) [2.58 pm]:  Pursuant to 
standing order 82A, I inform the house that in regard to question on notice 1882, asked on 20 March 2007 by the 
member for Vasse, due to an oversight, Mr Michael Jackson’s name was missed out in the original response, 
which was submitted to Parliament on Wednesday, 9 May 2007.  I apologise to the house and seek leave to table 
the corrected answer in its full format. 

[See paper 2721.]   

STATE EMERGENCY SERVICE WORKERS - RECOGNITION 
Petition - Ruling by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  The member for Victoria Park presented a petition today pertaining to 
emergency services volunteers.  However, the petition was addressed - 

TO THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES ASSEMBLED IN PARLIAMENT 

It was not addressed to the Speaker and the members of this house.  I therefore rule the petition out of order and 
direct that it be returned to the member for Victoria Park until he is elected to the House of Representatives. 

MICKELBERG CASE - SUB JUDICE RULE 
Ruling by Speaker 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  This morning, while I was not in the chair, a point of order was raised by 
the member for Yokine in relation to comments about the Mickelberg case.  I am now informed that this is a 
civil defamation case.  It has not been set down for trial as yet, and therefore is not subject to protection.   

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

LABOR GOVERNMENT - CRITICISM AND FREEDOM OF THE PRESS 
Matter of Public Interest 

THE SPEAKER (Mr F. Riebeling):  Today I received within the prescribed time a letter from the member for 
Dawesville in the following terms - 
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That this House condemns the Labor Government for its inability to accept justified criticism and its 
unprecedented attack on the freedom of the press in Western Australia. 

This matter appears to me to be in order, and if there are at least five members who will stand in support of it 
being heard, the matter can proceed. 

[At least five members rose in their places.]  

The SPEAKER:  The matter can proceed. 

DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville) [3.01 pm]: I move -  

That this house condemns the Labor government for its inability to accept justified criticism and its 
unprecedented attack on the freedom of the press in Western Australia. 

The Minister for Health is an absolute piece of work.  He is a piece of work.  I have a copy of the front page of 
today’s The West Australian, and he features on both sides of it.  On one side it is for the “Coroner criticises 
surgery wait list”, and quite justifiably, because a poor lady, Mrs Frith, passed away as a result of the 
incompetence of the minister’s government.  On the other side the headline is “McGinty threat to media laws”.  
He features on both sides of the page. 

The minister may say that is just the dirty, little The West Australian rag, and I see the smile on his face, so that 
is obviously what he thinks.  However, it is not just The West Australian that has had a go at him.  The front page 
of the “Media and Marketing” section in today’s The Australian has an article on exactly the same issue.  It is 
exactly the same story, and exactly the same condemnation of the minister’s stand. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  No, it’s not. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Yes it is.  It is an absolute condemnation of his stance.  Of course it is not only The West 
Australian that the minister would like to get stuck into.  What would the minister say if we asked him what he 
thinks of the Sunday Times?  I know that not so long ago, the minister objected to the chief executive officer of 
the Sunday Times about an article that a Sunday Times journalist wrote.  The minister said that that journalist had 
lied.  Therefore, everybody is lying in the minister’s eyes.  Nobody can tell the truth; only he can.   

What does he do when people put up their hands and criticise the minister, his government and the running of the 
health department?  I have a list of what the minister does to people who make complaints.  The list starts in 
November 2005, when Jim McGinty attacked Princess Margaret Hospital doctor Gary Geelhoed, a very well 
respected member of the emergency department at Princess Margaret Hospital, after he made complaints.  The 
minister claimed that Dr Geelhoed’s comments were factually incorrect.  The minister said -  

The contents of Dr Geelhoed’s letter are factually incorrect in very significant respects . . .  For 
somebody to seek to capitalise on a particular moment in time is another thing altogether and I will not 
stand by and watch the public be misled. 

Of course, Dr Geelhoed’s version of what happened in the meeting between the minister and Dr Geelhoed is 
totally different from the minister’s version of what happened.  Next, in February 2006, Jim McGinty accused 
the Australian Medical Association of whingeing in relation to the crisis in hospital emergency departments.  I 
have the comment the minister made in a document, if he wants to see it.  In November 2006, Jim McGinty 
attacked the respected head of Royal Perth Hospital’s radiology department, Professor Mark Khangure, after he 
quit in disgust, citing poor leadership as the reason.  The minister accused the professor of making gratuitous, 
insulting and untruthful statements.  In October 2006, the minister blamed Royal Perth Hospital and its doctors.  
Dr Khangure’s complaint brought an outpouring of anger from the nurses and other staff at Royal Perth Hospital.  
They asked how the minister could dare attack the hospital when things there were so bad and the hospital was in 
such dire straits.  What did the minister do?  He attacked the staff.  The minister said that Royal Perth Hospital 
should be able to cope and that there were a number of contributing factors for the problems, some of which 
related to the hospital administration.  The minister blamed the administration for the problems in the hospital on 
that occasion. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs J. Hughes):  Can members keep the hum down while the member is on his 
feet. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  In January 2007, Jim McGinty accused the Australian Medical Association of misleading the 
public about the number of people who had died as a result of overcrowding in the emergency department.  That 
rotten AMA!  It said that people were dying in emergency departments because of the overcrowding of those 
emergency departments and because of people’ inability to get out of the emergency department and be put into 
beds in the hospital.  What happened?  Dr Sprivulus, who is a very well respected specialist from Fremantle 
Hospital, conducted a report process.  That was not the only report.  At the same time, another report was 
conducted in the ACT that confirmed the same facts.  The facts are that 120 people died needlessly in our 
emergency departments because of overcrowding and access blockage.  I repeat: 120 people died needlessly.  
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We have seen in today’s paper the story of just one of those people who died needlessly because of 
overcrowding and the lack of the minister’s ability to recognise that the hospitals are in crisis. 

This month the minister was at it again.  He said that the AMA emergency medical spokesman, Dr David 
Mountain, did not tell the truth.  The minister also said that he did not have much respect for him after 
Dr Mountain’s warning that patients in emergency departments were not coping and that the emergency 
departments had become unsafe for patients.  The minister said that Dr David Mountain was a terrible bloke who 
tells lies.  On that very same day, Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital went on to yellow alert, which is the state before 
red alert.  Yellow alert is when there is absolutely no room for any more patients anywhere and there is access 
blockage so that people cannot get out of the emergency department.  Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital was on 
yellow alert on the same day that the minister accused Dr Mountain of lying.  What have we seen since then?  A 
letter to the editor written by a doctor from Ireland and published in The West Australian said that Dr Mountain 
was an extremely well respected doctor internationally.  The author of the letter could not believe that the 
minister was having a go at Dr Mountain.  He could not believe the minister’s attack on Dr Mountain because he 
told the truth.  What is the basis for the minister’s hatred of Dr Mountain and what he said?  It is because of a 
story that was reported in the newspaper highlighting the major problems with Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.  
The West Australian published a picture of a patient who was identified as an elderly patient who had issues 
regarding being admitted to the hospital.  It turned out that the patient was not elderly at all.  With no disrespect 
to the person who was involved, if members look at the picture of the patient, they will see that the medical 
condition she suffered from made her look elderly.  It was quite understandable that the error was made and that 
people thought she was elderly. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Members, there has been a continual hum in the chamber since question time.  I ask 
members to refrain from unnecessary interjections, and those members who want to have long conversations can 
have them outside. 

Dr K.D. HAMES:  The reality is that the issue is not about the age of the patient; the issue is about the 
overcrowding of emergency departments.   

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected.  

Dr K.D. HAMES:  Why does the member for Bassendean not get back in his box.  This a matter of public 
interest; it is not an opportunity for members opposite to get stuck into a member on his feet.  This is a very 
serious issue and this minister is in serious trouble. 

Mr M.P. Whitely interjected 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs J. Hughes):  Member for Bassendean, would you please refrain from 
interjecting.  I have already asked members to have some respect for the member on his feet.   

Dr K.D. HAMES:  This issue is about a patient, irrespective of her age, who was forced to sleep on chairs 
because of overcrowding in that emergency department and access block.  That is the issue.   

What has happened in the past couple of days?  What is new in the past couple of days?  The minister has been 
attacking the media by saying it is not telling the truth.  Whenever The West Australian or the Sunday Times 
publishes something on health issues, as we have seen on the front page of those newspapers over and over 
again, the minister attacks the journalists who bring forth the stories.   

What did I receive a copy of in the past few days?  It is a letter from the emergency department doctors of 
Western Australia.  Is it signed by only Dr Geelhoed and Dr Mountain?  No, 41 emergency department doctors 
have put their name to a letter to the Minister for Health.  I am happy to table this letter, but I plan to read out 
two key paragraphs.  Incidentally, attached to this letter is a graph that comprises two parts.  It starts in 2000, 
before the government came to power, and ends in 2007, and it shows, for all three tertiary hospitals, the serious 
deterioration in the number of cubicles that are occupied by patients and the access block, which measures the 
number of patients who wait more than eight hours for a bed.  The percentage for the number of cubicles 
occupied has increased from 20 to 35 per cent to 60 to 70 per cent.  Therefore, 60 to 70 per cent of cubicles in 
our emergency departments have patients sitting in them waiting to go somewhere and, because of the 
overcrowding, the incoming patients have nowhere to go.  The percentage relating to the access block is similar; 
it went down to about 10 per cent at Royal Perth Hospital and Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and just over 30 per 
cent at Fremantle Hospital, and then up to just under 50 per cent and short of 60 per cent.  These figures indicate 
that there is a very severe problem in the emergency departments.  In response to that problem, those doctors 
said the following in their letter to the minister - 

The care that we can deliver our patients is being severely compromised by these conditions.  Patient 
safety is at risk.  Despite our best efforts, patient dignity, respect and privacy is non-existent.  Staff 
morale is low and stress levels high.   



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 17 May 2007] 2369 

 

It appears that the Department of Health is unable to provide you with accurate data regarding the true 
condition of our Emergency Departments.  Therefore, we are happy to provide you with details of 
conditions direct to your office on a weekly basis.  This will be data sourced by the staff working 
directly on the floor and will ensure that you are fully informed of the situation in the most accurate 
fashion.   

It means that the minister cannot keep having a go at our emergency departments by saying that they are not 
telling the truth.  They have given up on the Department of Health and the minister.  They do not know who is 
not telling the truth or providing the accurate information.  All they know is that every time they say, “It has 
gone beyond a joke and we cannot cope anymore without you providing additional beds for us”, the minister 
attacks the people who say it.  This letter is signed by 41 doctors.  If the minister wants to get up in this house 
and have a go at 41 doctors, he has a tougher hide than I thought.   

The reality is that the minister keeps trying to do two jobs.  He tries to be both the Attorney General and the 
Minister for Health.  He keeps talking about the billions of dollars that will go into hospitals in the future.  He 
will not be spending that money, because he will be long gone.  I commend the Minister for Health for squeezing 
money from the Treasurer, who takes a tight-fisted approach to providing funds to meet the needs of Western 
Australians.  However, it will not be this Treasurer or this Minister for Health who will spend it; we will be the 
ones who will spend it in two, four or six years.   
Mr J.A. McGinty:  Sixteen. 
Dr K.D. HAMES:  I inform the minister that in all those years we will be spending that money building the 
hospitals that the community desperately needs.  The minister needs to get the money out of the Treasurer now.  
The department has received a five per cent increase, and I will be very keen to find out in estimates how much 
of that will go on bureaucrats and how much will go on real services.  I will also be very keen to see by how 
much demand has increased, whether the five per cent funding increase will meet real demand, and how Western 
Australia’s per capita health expenditure compares with that in every other state.  The reality is that Western 
Australia is the most prosperous state in Australia.  We should have the very best health system in Australia, and 
we do not.  We should have the highest per capita expenditure in health in Australia, and we do not.  It is time 
the minister tried to do something about our health system instead of talking, as he does every time, about his 
future capital works infrastructure plan that could be anywhere between five to 10 years down the track.   

The minister’s attack on the press is disgraceful.  His threat to remove funds from advertising is disgraceful.  
Frankly, I think the minister would be happy if there was no media, because then it could not comment on his 
disgraceful behaviour.  How does the minister get around that?  He pays $500 000 for advertising in local 
community media, putting his spin on what he has done for the health system.  When the opposition was in 
government, we were not happy with The West Australian either.  We thought it was picking on us.  I remember 
that when Richard Court was Premier, he had meetings with the then chief executive officer of The West 
Australian and complained to him about what he thought was fairly bad treatment of the Liberal government.  
However, what did he do?  He did not do what the minister is doing; he did not threaten to change legislation 
that allows freedom of the press.  He did not threaten to take away funding for advertisements by the 
government.  He took it on the chin like a man, and that is what the minister should have done. 

MR J.A. McGINTY (Fremantle - Minister for Health) [3.16 pm]:  The issues raised by this matter of public 
interest are very important principles.  They question, firstly, the freedom of the press and freedom of 
expression - things that I would hope everyone in this house holds to be very important and fundamental to the 
operation of any free society.  Without freedom of expression and freedom of the press, there can be no freedom 
for citizens, because the press plays a critical role in informing the public of what is going on.  The press is, for 
instance, the conduit between Parliament and the living rooms in every house across the length and breadth of 
the state.  When I say “press”, of course I include all forms of the media.  It is critically important that we have a 
critical media, a very robust level of reporting, ethical standards and honesty.  I will always be a dogged 
advocate for each of those principles.  The member for Dawesville said today that from time to time when 
people, be they doctors or others in the community, raise issues, I criticise them.  I do when I think they are 
wrong; I accept the criticism when I think it is valid.  We should not, as members of Parliament or as community 
leaders in the state, be so timid that we are not prepared to stand up and say, “I think you are wrong”, and point 
out where people are wrong, whether they are doctors, editors or other members of the community.  I would 
agree with the member for Dawesville if gratuitous insults were simply being traded.  However, that is not the 
way I operate.  In question time today, a question was posed to me about the tragic death of a woman in 2005 in 
one of our public hospitals.  I was the first to accept that it should not have occurred, and I accept the media 
coverage of that issue as being very fair.  The question being debated is whether the criticism I level at people is 
justified, not whether they are being criticised.  We will get to the stage that if someone who happens to be a 
doctor or a lawyer makes a criticism that might or might not be well founded, we as members of Parliament will 
have to simply bow our heads and say, “Oh, I’m sorry”, even when we know it is untrue.  Frankly, that is not in 
my personality and I hope it is not in other personalities.   
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When people get it wrong, they need to be told that they have got it wrong.  I welcome criticism because I am a 
great believer that it is the way in which we improve things.  Administering the health system in this state is 
hard.  The health portfolio is the hardest ministerial portfolio anyone can have, in my view, and I have handled 
many ministerial portfolios.  It is about as tough as the rest put together, with the exception, obviously, of the 
Premier’s role.  The only way in which we will improve the health system - I know, because I have been health 
minister now for four years - is by constantly demanding and criticising, and going back to the health department 
and asking, “Why did this occur?”  Members from both sides of the house raise issues with me about why 
particular problems occur.  I go back to the department and say, “You’ve got to improve your techniques; this 
here has shown up a systematic failing”, and I am critical of the department as a result of criticism and the 
exposure of shortcomings that come to me.  I welcome that exposure of shortcomings.  I do not welcome people 
in a position of trust or authority who abuse that position of trust or authority by not telling the truth.  I will 
always take on those people, and the public can then make its own judgement about the truth of various matters.  
I will continue to do that.  I will not meekly sit back and say, “Oh, I’m so sorry; you’re a very important person.  
Go ahead and tell a lie.  I won’t criticise you.”  I am afraid that will not happen. 

I will now come to the essence of this debate today.  Whether the law in Australia should be amended to provide 
a shield to protect journalists and newspapers from disclosing their sources is a matter that has been debated at 
meetings of the Standing Committee of Attorneys General for at least the past six months, perhaps longer.  That 
matter will most commonly arise in defamation proceedings, but not exclusively.  A proposition has been put 
forward that there be a limited judicial discretion to grant an exemption from the requirement for witnesses to 
come forward and tell everything they know about a matter involving a privileged communication.  In this case it 
relates to journalists and whether journalists should be forced to disclose their sources.  It is proposed that there 
be a capacity for a judge to say to a journalist, “No need to answer that question because it will require you to 
disclose your sources, and, on balance, in the public interest, that is unfair.”  That is the issue that is being 
debated.  For a variety of reasons, a number of states have said they oppose it and a number have indicated they 
support it.  However, what is relevant is the reason that I have taken the view over at least the last two meetings 
of the Standing Committee of Attorneys General that at this time I do not support that proposition, and that 
reason is quite simple.  In an ideal world there should be protection for privileged or confidential 
communication, so that a priest in a confessional would not have to disclose what someone confessed to him, 
and journalists would not have to reveal their sources if, on balance, it was in the public interest to respect those 
communications remaining confidential.  Those are the issues we should be getting at. 

I made the point in the media this morning that in my view the media in Western Australia - with the exception 
of The West Australian - are tough; they are rigorous; they ask the hard questions; and they are critical.  They are 
doing the job that the media should do.  I then made the point that, unfortunately, in my view The West 
Australian suffers from two defects: firstly, under the current editor, it does not behave in an ethical fashion and 
with the sort of ethics we expect from a media organisation, particularly one effectively in a monopoly situation; 
and, secondly, it is not honest.  These are the two issues. 

Mr T. Buswell:  Develop the argument. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I am going to develop it.  These are the two issues that I commented on in the media this 
morning.  To my mind, when it comes to shield laws to offer a protection that journalists and media outlets do 
not currently enjoy, the question is: should we extend a privilege to those people?  In my view, it is a matter of 
balancing the rights and responsibilities. 

Dr K.D. Hames:  What about the Sunday Times? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Hang on; just let me finish this point. 

The right I am talking about is a right for journalists to be protected from having to disclose their sources; the 
responsibility is that they act in a way that is ethical and honest.  My view is that The West Australian, under the 
current editor, has not been ethical and honest. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  That is my point of view, and members may disagree with it.  However, let me tell you, 
Madam Acting Speaker, why I hold that particular view.  My view is simply this: I have no argument with the 
other print media outlets; I have no argument with television stations; I have no argument with radio stations; 
and I have no argument with the dissemination of news over the Internet.  I do have a problem with the way in 
which, under the current editor, The West Australian conducts itself.  I do not make that comment in respect of 
journalists.  I will have disagreements with individual journalists from time to time.  The member for Dawesville 
raised one such matter.  A piece that I knew was factually incorrect appeared in the Sunday Times about a month 
ago.  I presume this is the one he was referring to.  It stated as a fact that there were unregistered doctors treating 
women and children -  

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 
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Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Let me finish this point.  It stated there were unregistered doctors working at the women’s 
and children’s hospitals in Western Australia and treating women and children.  It was totally untrue.  The 
Medical Board wrote to the Sunday Times and said it was not true.  It is the registering body.  Nobody who is an 
unregistered doctor treats women and children in hospitals in Western Australia.  I rang the editor and had a very 
pleasant chat with him - Brett McCarthy; good bloke - and I said to him, “Brett, this time what you’ve written is 
demonstrably not true.”  He said, “Jim, leave it with me.  If you can get me some supporting information, I’ll 
make sure that it’s corrected.”  That is the nature of the exchange one would expect -  

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Madam Acting Speaker, I would appreciate the opportunity to be able to lay out my case. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs J. Hughes):  It is the opposition’s matter of public interest this afternoon and I 
would have thought members would like to hear the response from the Minister for Health.  I ask members to 
refrain from interjecting and allow the minister to speak. 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  What was the outcome with the Sunday Times? 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Thank you, member for Darling Range! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I spoke to the editor and had a very friendly discussion.  I pointed out that what was 
printed was factually incorrect.  The Sunday Times published the letter from the Medical Board and underneath 
that said, “We stand by our story.”  I was disappointed with that response, but nonetheless accepted it.  I think 
that is a fair enough thing to do because it would frighten the Western Australian community if it were true, and 
it was untrue.  That matter was raised; that is fine.  From time to time, if a newspaper is printing literally 
hundreds of pages a week of news and stories, there will be mistakes.  The great newspapers of the world, and I 
do not include The West Australian among those, correct mistakes.  I instance The New York Times.  Every day 
on the inside cover, page 2, under the heading “For the record”, it corrects every minor error from the previous 
day so that everyone can rely on what is in The New York Times as being factually correct.  Members will never 
see that with The West Australian, but that is what great newspapers do. 

Let me give three examples; I could give dozens.  Let me start with an article that was written by Graham 
Mason, a journalist with The West Australian, who I understand has resigned and is leaving in the next few days.  
It appeared on 18 April 2006.  This caused me considerable personal angst because it sought to drive a wedge 
between the Premier and me, something that I might say will never occur. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  It did cause me concern because it should not have happened.  This was at a time when the 
contract of the Director General of Health, Neale Fong, and other matters were the subject of intense media 
speculation.  This was the headline: “Fong’s contract not my problem, says McGinty”.  Already members can 
see that there is an attempt by The West Australian to say that I am distancing myself from the person I 
headhunted to come into the public service in Western Australia.  I will read no more than the opening 
paragraph, which states -  

Health Minister Jim McGinty tried to wash his hands of the Neale Fong affair yesterday, saying it was 
not his job to justify the deal that gave WA’s top health bureaucrat the fattest pay packet of any 
Australian public servant. 

Based on that, one would think the journalist had spoken to me.  He had not; he made it up.  That is a shocking 
breach of anyone, to say in the heading, “Fong’s contract not my problem, says McGinty” and then say, “Health 
Minister Jim McGinty tried to wash his hands of the Neale Fong affair yesterday, saying it was not his job . . . ”. 

Dr K.D. Hames:  Could he have got that from your journalist? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  No.  He had not spoken to me for weeks.  He made it up.  I want to make this point: I 
accept total responsibility for Dr Neale Fong.  I headhunted him from the St John of God Health Care group.  We 
have major challenges in the health system.  I was prepared to go out on a limb and cop the public flak for 
paying him a very competitive salary because I thought he was the best person - I remain of that view - to do the 
massive job that is ahead of us.  This article tried to drive a wedge between us. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order! 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I accept total responsibility for Neale Fong.  I accept that his contract is my responsibility, 
as is his delivery under that contract - total and absolute; it is nobody else’s.  The West Australian was 
shockingly dishonest when it stated that I said that it was not my job.  It was dishonest and unethical.  That is the 
first example.  
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I now turn to the second example, which the Premier might want to talk about.  I am sure that all members recall 
the headline in The West Australian that read, “Global Warming Is Good For WA Says Premier”.  That is 
disgustingly dishonest.  That is not what he said.  Nonetheless, that headline was designed to mislead the people 
of Western Australia in a dishonest and unethical way.  When the Premier took the journalist to task, The West 
Australian retaliated in its usual way by publishing an article that was headed, “Premier Goes Cold On Global 
Warming Bonus”.  What happens when we tell journalists who write for The West Australian that they got it 
wrong?  We cop buckets back again.  That is the way in which The West Australian behaves unethically.  If I 
approach The West Australian to tell it that it got a headline or a story wrong, I expect that error to be corrected.  
I do not expect that newspaper to turn around and get stuck into me even more because it made a mistake.  This 
matter went before the Australian Press Council, which I believe is a toothless tiger.  It determined that The West 
Australian was unethical and dishonest in its report; again, a case proven.   

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Both reports.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes, both reports failed the test.   

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs J. Hughes):  Order, members!  Hansard is having difficulty hearing the 
minister.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I could go on and on with daily examples of this mistreatment.  I have been involved in 
politics long enough to appreciate the robust nature of political exchanges and political reporting.  I do not 
expect any special treatment.  In fact, I would be the first to condemn the press if it were merely a mouth 
apologist for the government.  That would be a disgraceful situation.  I expect journalists to be tough and 
rigorous and to ask the hard questions.  However, I do not expect the type of treatment we have received.   

The third example relates to an incident that the member for Dawesville touched on briefly; that is, the woman 
pictured lying across some chairs at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.  That woman’s confidentiality was violated 
by Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and, subsequently, by The West Australian when it published a photo of her 
lying across some chairs in the emergency department.  The photo was taken by a doctor.  Members will 
remember that story.  It was personally vicious towards me; indeed, the article headline asked me what I would 
think if the woman in the photo was my grandmother.  The article went on to describe the woman and her 
circumstances.  The woman concerned was so incensed about the dishonesty and inaccuracy of that report and 
the unethical nature of the invasion of her privacy that she wrote a letter to the editor in response.  It reads -  

Dear Editor 

I am writing in response to your front-page photo and article on page 5 headed “Frail Patient Slept on 
Chairs” from Wednesday, 24th January 2007. 

I was shocked and embarrassed to see that my photo had been taken and published without my 
permission.  

I am 46-years old.  I am not a grandmother, nor am I frail or elderly, or suffering a neurological illness 
as was wrongly reported in your newspaper. 

At no stage was I forced to lie down on the chairs.  I had been treated and was originally comfortable 
sitting on a chair, but I asked the nursing staff if I could lie down across the chairs when I felt I needed 
to. 

At no stage was my care compromised in any way.  I was monitored constantly by nursing staff while 
waiting to be admitted onto a ward, and was confident in the knowledge that if I needed urgent 
assistance or treatment, I would have been seen. 

I remain a patient at the hospital and have nothing but praise for the care I have received and continue 
to receive.   

I table a copy of that letter from Gayle Sargent.  

[See paper 2726.] 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  What did The West Australian do in response?  For two or three days, it launched a savage 
and false personal attack on me on its front pages and in its editorials because it had got the story wrong.   It was 
not just a matter of The West Australian taking up the issue.  All the other media picked it up.  For instance, on 
the ABC, journalist Justine Kelly interviewed Mrs Sargent, and her interview was broadcast on Russell Woolf’s 
afternoon Drive program on 24 January.  The following exchange occurred -  

JUSTINE KELLY 
So Gayle, the implication is in this article that you’re old enough to be Mr McGinty’s grandmother, 
which would pretty much put you in about your 90s, are you elderly?   
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GAYLE SARGENT  
I’m 46-years of age.  
JUSTINE KELLY  
Are you a grandmother?   
GAYLE SARGENT 
No.  
JUSTINE KELLY  
Are you frail?   
GAYLE SARGENT 
No.  
JUSTINE KELLY  
Are you suffering a neurological disorder?   
GAYLE SARGENT 
No.  
JUSTINE KELLY  
So the paper got, pretty much everyone of those facts wrong?   
GAYLE SARGENT 
Yes.  
JUSTINE KELLY  
What did you feel when you read the article and saw the photo?   
GAYLE SARGENT 
I was embarrassed for the hospital.  I was embarrassed and ashamed of the way it has been taken, 
without my permission, the hospital’s permission, any knowledge of it whatsoever.  The fact that when I 
came into A & E I knew I had to wait in line and take my chances, with everybody else. And I was seen 
accordingly, and, everything was possibly done for me that could have been done.  It’s dermatitis I’m 
suffering from.  And whether a bed was there or whether I was on a chair wouldn’t have made any 
difference to the situation at all.  There were no beds.  And when one was available I was put on a bed.  
And then I was transferred to a ward.  And, of course, everyday and every situation is totally different, 
you know, and you can’t compare one day to another.  And at no stage was I left unattended.  

It goes on.  She had a comparable interview on another station.  Getting things wrong is human.  This was a case 
of The West Australian getting it very badly wrong.  My substantive criticism of The West Australian is that it 
did not have the guts to publish that letter from the woman whose privacy it had invaded.  In the following days, 
it sought to paint a completely different picture.  I would have expected that, as an absolute minimum, given this 
woman’s invasion of privacy and factual errors by The West Australian, it would have published that letter to 
correct the wrong information.  It did not do that, and I think The West Australian stands condemned for that. 
Mr R.C. Kucera interjected.  
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Sure.  That is the nature of the problems.  I give those three very good examples of the 
point that I am trying to make.  
We will, as a government, look at shield laws for journalists on their merits.  We will not be put off by what I 
believe to be the dishonest and unethical behaviour of the editor of The West Australian. 

Dr K.D. Hames:  That is not what was said.  

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  Yes, it is.  The member for Dawesville should have been at the press conference this 
morning.  
Dr K.D. Hames interjected.   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  That is one option for The West, and it is The West that has created this problem.  It is the 
editor of The West that I see as the cause of the problem.  I make no criticism of the individual journalists; they 
have a job to do.  They go out and do their best.  I will deal with them, but they are working under pressure from 
the editor to do what I believe are improper things in the way in which they operate.  
Dr K.D. Hames interjected.  
Mr J.A. McGINTY:  I have given a number of examples of when I believe the paper, under the current editor, 
has been completely wrong.  I could provide dozens more examples, but we do not have the time in this debate.  
It is a matter of balancing the rights and responsibilities.  It is obviously difficult here in Western Australia for a 
newspaper that, in my judgement, is behaving dishonestly and unethically to seek extra protection for its sources 
so that the paper can lie and cheat even more.  That is the problem we have.  Sacking the editor is one option that 
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was canvassed in The Australian this morning.  I was rung by a journalist yesterday and asked for a comment on 
this issue.  I said that it was not a precondition that the editor be sacked; it was about standards, ethics and 
honesty.  The current editor does not display them.  

Mr P.D. Omodei:  The Australian was wrong?   

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  No; The Australian was quite right in what it wrote.  

Mr P.D. Omodei interjected. 

Mr J.A. McGINTY:  The Leader of the Opposition should get beyond the headlines.  I quote from this 
morning’s article in The Australian - 

Until standards improved at The West Australian”, he said, “there would be no shield laws in his state to 
protect journalists’ sources.”   

The issue is about standards.  It is not about the particular editor, although I note in this morning’s The West 
Australian the editor displayed his bigotry and the fact that he is incapable of providing balanced information to 
the people of Western Australia.  He is the man who, as editor, is responsible for informing the public of what is 
happening in our justice system and in our health care system.  Paul Armstrong said the following on the 6PR 
morning program - 

You’ve got to remember chaps, this state is in the biggest boom this country has ever seen.  By the 
Government’s own admission, there is more cash rolling in their doors because they’re taxing people 
till their noses bleed, more cash than they admit they can spend.  At the same time, our health system 
moves further and further towards third world status.  

That is his view.  Where will be the objectivity in his presentation of news about these matters?  Where will be 
his ability to say, “This is good”, “This is not so good”, “You are doing well in this area”?  He has already nailed 
his colours to the mast.  He is bigoted.  He is totally against what we are doing and he has laid it out quite 
clearly.  I will give another quote from the same radio program this morning.  This is Paul Armstrong again - 

And what does Jim McGinty do about it?  He continues to pursue his social engineering agenda and his 
gay law reforms, - 

That is perhaps indicative of the fact that the editor might be a bit homophobic - 

he spends hours on that.  He spent endless hours of his time in the Parliament pursuing one-vote, one-
value, so that Labor could be re-elected, no matter how many people suffer and die in his crumbling 
health system. 

And on he goes from there.  I make the point that that is not a man who is capable of being able to inform the 
public.  My real problem here is that it is the public that is the loser.  We cannot believe The West Australian 
when we pick it up and read it in the morning because it is wrong.  Day after day, examples of that can be given.  
That is the nature of the problem we have here.  An example was last Saturday in the coverage of Allon Lacco, 
the fellow who should have been put in jail but was not.  The West Australian got it wrong: it said that he was in 
jail.  There is a decline in standards on both sides when it comes to honesty.  Where has been the correction a la 
The New York Times?  We do not see it.  That has been a problem, as I see it.  The media in Western Australia, 
with the exception of The West Australian, are good, diligent and tough; they ask the hard questions.  That is 
what we expect from any media.  My view is that we should be fighting to uphold journalistic integrity; we 
should be fighting to uphold honesty in reporting.  That is the issue that is the subject of this debate.  As a 
minister, I am campaigning for exactly that. 
MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [3.41 pm]:  There is never such a weak government as one that cannot stand 
scrutiny and criticism.  I suggest that we have one in this government today.  I have never, in all my time here, 
seen a government and its ministers, including the Premier, launch such severe personal attacks against certain 
individuals in our media as we have seen.  I find that disgraceful.   
Many years ago when I was the Mayor of Wanneroo, I was encouraged to go on a media training exercise.  I 
went through the usual stuff that most people do.  Most members of Parliament, before they come into this place, 
take advantage of media training.  I was given one very important lesson, which was never to criticise the media 
because they have the last word.  It is very true. 
Mr J.A. McGinty interjected. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I do.  If I think they get it wrong, I tell them, but I do not use parliamentary privilege to 
do so.  I will see a reporter and say that he got it wrong and that he misquoted me.  I have been at the wrong end 
of the media on many occasions.  At the end of the day, a person has to be man enough to stand up to it.  The 
problem we have in Western Australia is that we have a government that spends tens of millions of dollars on a 
spin machine in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet.  There are more media advisers than a person can 
wave a stick at.  They churn out all these press releases to try to make all the duff ministers look good.  The 
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Premier has stood by his ministers; they have been his golden girls and boys, yet, at the end of the day, he has 
had to get rid of them because they have not been any good.  The government’s media spin doctors have been 
churning out all this stuff.   

I was staggered when the Premier got up in this place - as he is a former journalist - and launched a personal 
attack against the editor of The West Australian and some of his reporters, which he has done on numerous 
occasions.  I could not believe it.  Why did he do that?  Because he did not like the criticism; he did not like the 
scrutiny.  That is often the case.   

So far, this debate has predominantly been on health issues, but the matter of public interest is not just against 
the Minister for Health; it is against the government.  As far as I am concerned, most members of the 
government are guilty. 

Mr R.C. Kucera interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member can have a chance to speak in a minute.  He should not try to quieten me.  I 
have limited time to speak and I want to get a message across here.  Quite frankly, my message relates to the 
Attorney General - not when dealing with legislation and not as the Minister for Health - because of his 
perception, views and opinion of The West Australian.  I have never seen or heard anything like it before in my 
life.  He will not take criticism.  Whether The West Australian is right or wrong, it is up to the Attorney General 
to have an argument with it and talk to it.  He should not use parliamentary privilege to start saying that The West 
and the individuals it employs are dishonest and have no integrity.  He would not say that about an individual 
outside this house. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I did this morning. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  To which individual? 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Paul Armstrong. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Did the Attorney General mention him by name and say that he was dishonest? 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  Yes. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I look forward to the Attorney General receiving a writ from him because if I were Paul 
Armstrong, that is what I would be doing.  At the end of the day, the Attorney General has a responsibility, not 
only as a member but also as the Attorney General, to ensure that there is freedom of speech.  Sometimes I think 
members opposite are trying to turn this place into a totalitarian state.  They want to go back to the Communist 
era when the newspapers and the media were controlled.  Shame on the Attorney General!  If he cannot stand up 
to scrutiny and criticism, he should not be doing the job he is doing now.  The West Australian does not always 
get it right; I accept that.  He should not shoot the messengers.  He is putting on a very poor show.  He is doing a 
lousy job in many respects.  Ministers have had to leave their positions because of activities that border on 
corruption.  When the CCC brings down its final report, the government will be in a more embarrassing 
situation.  I hope The West does its job and reports everything that comes out of the CCC, showing that 
government ministers and any of the Attorney General’s colleagues have acted either corruptly or 
inappropriately. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs J. Hughes):  Member for Hillarys, I remind you of the Speaker’s earlier ruling 
about accusing government personnel of corruption.  Just keep that in mind please. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will keep it in mind.  I have not accused anybody of being corrupt. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  I am putting you on notice. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Are we not allowed to use the words “corruption” or “corrupt” in this house any more? 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Not if they are directed at people. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I did not direct it at anybody. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Very well. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am not canvassing your ruling, Madam Acting Speaker.  At the end of the day, the CCC 
will do it.  I hope that The West Australian, The Australian and all the news programs on radio and television 
give a truthful account of what has happened in the CCC and what government ministers and members have 
done.  The Attorney General will be part of that account because not only The West will say that but also it will 
be said by The Australian and every other media outlet.  Every media outlet will give a true account of what has 
happened within government while it has been in power, when the abuses of power have been shown up so 
inherently.   

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Leader of the Opposition) [3.48 pm]:  I wish to take up from 
where the member for Hillarys left off.  What kind of a Stalinist government do we have in Western Australia at 
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the moment?  Anyone who dares challenge or speak out against the government - whether it is Paul Armstrong, a 
journalist, Maxine Murray, whose contract has not been renewed, anyone who sends messages to the 
government and the government does not receive them, John Langoulant or the doctors in the hospitals - is 
pilloried, bashed, bullied and intimidated.  They are the facts of the matter.  If members put up their heads and 
criticise the Carpenter government or any one of its ministers, the Labor government comes back with its spin 
machine and intimidates those members.  That is what is happening right across the community.  There is a 
culture of arrogance and intimidation in the Premier’s government in Western Australia.  It does not matter who 
one is.  We can talk to people out there in the community and people across the board.  If there is something they 
want from this government, such as an approval, or if they criticise the government, they are treated with disdain 
and their applications go onto the backburner.  That is coming back to us all the time.  Whatever happened to 
democracy and free speech in this country or in this state?  The best thing the government can do is get its 
ministers to do their job and the criticism will evaporate.   
There is a stark contrast between the former Premier and this Premier.  The former Premier had sympathy for the 
political system, for protocol and for the Westminster system.  Today we have a Premier who seems to have 
these mood swings; his demeanour depends on where he is and what the subject is.  He certainly does not like 
criticism in any way, shape or form. 
We only have to look at the health system, with its 5.4 per cent budget increase.  Obviously, the medical 
fraternity in Western Australia believes that that is not enough.  The criticism of waiting lists is valid.  I can give 
an example, and the Premier can tell me that it does not deserve criticism.  A fellow from Manjimup had his leg 
broken a few Saturdays ago.  He was taken from Walpole to Manjimup by ambulance and flown to Perth by the 
Royal Flying Doctor Service on the Sunday morning.  He broke his leg in three places on the Saturday.  He was 
taken to Manjimup and then to Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.  His surgery was cancelled each day until the 
following Friday.  Each day he fasted until 5.00 pm and each day his surgery was cancelled.  Apart from the 
emotional trauma to his family, he lost five kilograms in weight during that week.  If that kind of response to a 
medical situation does not deserve criticism, what does?  In the same hospital was a 50-year-old farmer with 
terminal cancer, who had broken his shoulder.  His surgery was cancelled three times.  All he wanted was to be 
fixed so that he could go home and die.  These reports come back to me, and if they do not deserve criticism - 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  Of course they do.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  Of course they do, and if The West Australian writes about these stories tomorrow, will the 
Minister for Health accept that criticism? 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  If it is true, yes.  
Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The trouble with the Minister for Health is that he talks about gratuitous comment and 
insult, but he is the master of that.  He has a hide like a rhinoceros, and he is a master of manipulating the facts.  
That is the situation in Western Australia.  This government does not like criticism of any kind.  The way the 
government has treated Maxine Murray, the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards, has been an absolute 
disgrace.  Not only John Langoulant and Paul Armstrong, but also anyone else who has any criticism of this 
government, are attacked.  The Premier knows that, and he needs to amend the behaviour of his government.  I 
have been the butt of criticism from The West Australian, both when I was a minister and since then.  I just get 
on with life.  What use is it for me to go complaining to Paul Armstrong or - who is the bloke at the Sunday 
Times? 
Several members interjected.  

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  My mate - Joe Spagnolo.  In the end, they have a right to write those stories, and whether 
they are right or wrong will be judged by the reading public.  This Minister for Health tries to defend the 
indefensible.  We know he has manipulated the waiting lists.  The shadow Minister for Health has described that 
very clearly in this house before, and he just will not get away with it.  He can attack the press and his critics, but 
he will not get away with it forever.  

MR A.J. CARPENTER (Willagee - Premier) [3.53 pm]:  I listened with interest to the Leader of the 
Opposition.  I have clear memories of the time when the opposition was in government, and the attitude it took 
to certain people in the media.  The editor of The West Australian was actually sacked as a result of criticism and 
attacks by the then Premier, Richard Court.  He was sacked, but he refused to go, and he was reinstated.  He was 
sacked because he was criticised by the then Premier of the state.  

Dr K.D. Hames:  Rubbish! 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  He was.  He was sacked, and he refused to leave.  It was an amazing episode in the 
state’s history.  The fact of the matter is that the then Premier, Richard Court, was right.  Paul Murray was a 
shockingly bad editor, and he started the trend that has ended up at the bottom of the pile with Paul Armstrong.  
Paul Armstrong is the perfect successor to Paul Murray’s shockingly inadequate attention to ethics in journalism.  
Richard Court was right; Paul Murray should have been sacked.  He was sacked and then reinstated at the time.  
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The then Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party ferociously attacked The West Australian when he believed that it 
was wrong.   
Mr P.D. Omodei:  When? 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I could read it out.  It is in Hansard in the debate on a matter related to the education 
department. 
Several members interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members! 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member for Fremantle, the health minister, is standing up for good standards in 
journalism.  As a former journalist, I think: all power to him.  He is standing up for good standards in journalism.  
The vast bulk of reporters at The West Australian entirely agree with him, and they will say it privately.  They 
know that Paul Armstrong is an immature, dishonest, unethical person who should not be in that position.  He is 
an embarrassment to them, he is an embarrassment to the newspaper and he is an embarrassment to the state of 
Western Australia.  That is the fact.  He is not the person for the job.  They all say it.  The photographers say it.  
Everybody else in the journalistic profession in Western Australia says the same thing.  The member for 
Fremantle is doing us all a favour by shining a bright light. 
Mr P.D. Omodei:  By attacking Maxine Murray -  
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  We are talking about freedom of the press.  When the member for Fremantle pointed 
out the shortcomings of that atrociously dishonest story about the woman on the chairs in the hospital waiting 
room, he did the state of Western Australia a favour.  That was the most dishonest representation of any story I 
think anybody can remember.  In his dissertation today, the member for Fremantle forgot a few points.  He might 
have forgotten that the photograph that was presented to support a completely dishonest story was cropped. 
Mr J.A. McGinty:  It was tampered with. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  They cropped out of the photograph the nurse who was attending and smiling to the 
lady lying on the seats to make it appear as though the lady had been left on her own in a distressed state.  The 
photograph was cropped. 
Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 
The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, member for Dawesville! 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  The member mentioned The Australian newspaper.  An article in today’s The 
Australian newspaper states - 

. . . on January 24 - the first day of the story - the woman in the photograph had recognised herself, even 
though the paper had sought to obscure her identity. 

By the way, she was not given the chance to say, “Don’t run that photograph of me.”  It continues -  
She wrote to The West Australian and released the letter to the media.  She wrote that she was aged 46, 
was not a grandmother, was not suffering from a neurological illness, was not frail, was happy with her 
care - 

She was happy with her care. 
Dr K.D. Hames:  It doesn’t matter. 
Mr A.J. CARPENTER:  I will continue -  

. . . was happy with her care . . . and had never been forced to lie down on the chairs. 
She was happy with her care.  It continues -  

She told Perth radio on January 24 - 
These are her words -  

that “everything that was written in that paper was totally wrong”. 
Surely there is something wrong with a newspaper that runs those sorts of lies as a front-page story under a 
headline similar to “How would you feel if it was your grandmother, Jim?”  The implication is quite clear and is 
totally dishonest.  If the management and board of The West Australian newspaper had any fibre whatsoever, 
that editor, Paul Armstrong, would have been frogmarched out the door on that day.  He needed to be dismissed 
on that day to reassert the newspaper’s commitment to standards and ethics, but they did not do it.  They allowed 
that totally unethical, dishonest approach to the profession of journalism to go unchecked.  What message does 
that send to everybody else?  All of Western Australia sees that that is the standard running through The West 
Australian newspaper.  Of course, people cannot believe a word they read in it.  I have said before in this 
chamber that people should double-check the football scores; if it says in The West Australian that their team has 
won, they must make sure that they have seen it on television with their own eyes.  It is totally, completely and 
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utterly the wrong way to run a newspaper.  The member for Fremantle has done us a favour.  Paul Armstrong’s 
response today to Mr McGinty’s criticism of that story was -  

An unprecedented, disgusting performance from a Minister to attack a doctor who was merely the 
messenger of the crisis. 

What crisis was that woman representative of?  I will read that again -  

An unprecedented, disgusting performance from a Minister to attack a doctor who was merely the 
messenger of the crisis.  And now what does he do?  He attacks the newspaper, . . . calls . . . me a 
liar . . .  

I will finish on this.  He says - 

No, . . . there’s nothing personal . . . against Jim McGinty, . . .  

MR T. BUSWELL (Vasse - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.00 pm]:  I want to make a brief contribution 
to this debate.  I was interested in the Attorney General’s lecture - journalism 101, or perhaps 102, but 
nonetheless interesting.  The Attorney General made some very valid points about ethics and integrity in 
journalism.  The Attorney General said that shielding legislation is important and could play a positive role in 
protecting the freedom of the press.  I accept that.  I want to quote a brief statement.  I do not normally read 
quotes into Hansard, but this statement is very interesting.  It is as follows -  

There is nothing more fundamental to ensuring openness and accountability in Government than to 
ensure that people who have the courage to stand up and expose wrongdoing are able to do so without 
fear of reprisal.  It is totally unacceptable that such people should be maligned or victimised as a result 
of their effort to report - and therefore stop - improper or illegal behaviour in Government 
instrumentalities. 

Those are wise words from the Attorney General’s own lips.  Those words are found in Hansard of Wednesday, 
20 March 2002.  I think the Attorney General has confused two issues.  The Attorney General has confused the 
problems in his government’s relationship with Paul Armstrong, the editor of The West Australian, with the issue 
of providing a shielding mechanism to help ensure freedom of the press in Western Australia.  I do not believe 
that is appropriate for good governance.   

Mr J.A. McGinty: They are separate issues; I agree. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  If the Attorney General had said that he opposes the introduction of a shielding mechanism 
in state law because Western Australia has unique circumstances, or because it would not be in the best long-
term interests of this state, I would have been prepared to listen to his argument.  However, the Attorney General 
has not said that.  The Attorney General has said, “I am the Attorney General.  In my view, and in the view of 
the government, the editor of The West Australian has serious deficiencies.”  I am not here to defend the editor 
of The West Australian.  I am here to say that good public policy development should be independent of this 
government’s personal issues with the editor of The West Australian. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  I accept that point. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  There are other mechanisms by which the Attorney General could have advanced his 
argument.  The Attorney General knows that, and we know that.  I suspect those mechanisms have been 
employed previously by other governments.  I reject the Attorney General’s position on shielding legislation for 
that very reason.  It is not about good governance.  It is about a personal vendetta.   
I, for one, would never stand to defend the editor of The West Australian.  He once portrayed me infamously as a 
pig!  That was on the front page of that newspaper!  I will tell members what they did in that article.  It was on 
public funding.  They included my electorate office phone number.  That was absolutely disgraceful.  Because of 
that action by The West Australian, my staff were subjected to the most vitriolic attacks for at least two weeks 
from all sorts of people across this state. 

Mr A.J. Carpenter:  Does your number not get listed? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Of course it does, but when it is on the front page of The West Australian, it certainly 
tickles things up!  The Attorney General should support and enact this legislation, irrespective of his personal 
problems with the editor of The West Australian.   

I will finish with this statement -  

Why should freedom of speech and freedom of press be allowed?  Why should a government which is 
doing what it believes to be right allow itself to be criticized?  It would not allow opposition by lethal 
weapons.  Ideas are much more fatal than guns.  Why should any man be allowed to buy a printing 
press and disseminate pernicious opinions calculated to embarrass the government? 

That is the Attorney General’s view on this matter.  It was also the view of Vladimir Lenin.   
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MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [4.04 pm]:  In the short time that remains, I would like to make a brief 
contribution.  I worked for The West Australian for nearly 40 years.  I spent 35 years of that time working as a 
journalist.  The member for Perth was also employed at The West Australian.  I do not have a problem with the 
Attorney General being critical of The West Australian.  In the time that I was at The West Australian, Premiers 
came in and complained about articles that had been published about them.  Leaders of the Opposition came in 
all the time.  They were never happy with the publicity that they received.  As I have said, I am not opposed to 
the Attorney General being critical of The West Australian.  I personally think The West Australian should have 
published the letter from the lady who was incorrectly portrayed in a front-page article.  That would have been 
fair journalism.  However, I do not think the Attorney General can use that as a reason for refusing to introduce 
these shielding laws, because I think that -  
Mr A.J. Carpenter:  That’s not the subject of the motion. 
Mr J.E. McGRATH:  Yes.  What I am saying is that I think it is a poor reflection on journalists.  Every 
journalist I worked with was ethical.  I would like to think that all journalists are ethical.  I believe journalists 
need that protection for their sources.  I think the Attorney General is out of order in this regard.  He can criticise 
as much as he likes, but I think it is wrong to use this as a means for not supporting that legislation. 
Question put and a division taken with the following result - 

Ayes (22) 

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

Noes (28) 

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

 

            

Pairs 

 Mr G.M. Castrilli Ms S.M. McHale 
 Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Ms M.M. Quirk 

Question thus negatived.   

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) BILL (NO. 1) 2007 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) BILL (NO. 2) 2007 

Second Reading - Cognate Debate 
Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [4.09 pm]:  Earlier I was talking about the template for the dream team, but I 
thought I might respond to a few comments that the member for Mindarie made instead. 
Mr J.R. Quigley:  Oh, the solicitor for the perjurer! 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  There is nothing like someone who cannot look at himself in a mirror.  He said that the 
member for Cottesloe was trying to advance himself by putting other people down.  The member for Mindarie 
said that!  I will read from a judgement of the Supreme Court of Western Australia in the case of Quigley (a 
practitioner) v the Legal Practitioners Complaints Committee [2003] WASCA 228.  The member was found 
guilty by the Legal Practitioners Complaints Committee of unprofessional conduct and was reprimanded for 
comments he made in an interview on the Howard Sattler show when he said that two Anti-Corruption 
Commission employees were fraternising with organised criminals.  The member failed to give an objective 
account of that statement.  Indeed, he had given a misleading account in a “highly sensational manner”.  That is 
what the Supreme Court said. 

Point of Order 
Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  This lawyer, who acted for a perjurer for five years, has come along to impugn my 
character.  This person who sought to deceive the court for five years has come along to impugn my character. 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is not possible to impugn the character of the member for Mindarie. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  A point of order is to be taken in relation to the standing 
orders of this place; it is not an opportunity to either debate or retort to the statement of another member.  I ask 
that the member for Nedlands be allowed to continue her remarks in silence.  Obviously, I do not mean that the 
member for Nedlands should be silent! 

Debate Resumed 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I thank you for your protection, Mr Acting Speaker. 

I am referring to the member for Mindarie’s application to the Supreme Court to overturn a decision of the Legal 
Practitioners Complaints Committee.  The judgement states in part on page 33 - 

Ground 3 contends that the appellant’s conduct should not have been held to be “conduct which could 
reasonably be regarded as disgraceful or dishonourable by practitioners of good repute and 
competence” in virtue of the two issues considered under that heading.  What has been said about those 
issues negates the factual foundation for this contention.  In addition, the ground again misstates the 
basis of decision of the Tribunal.  The Tribunal reached its decision on the other of the two alternative 
limbs of the accepted statement of what constitutes unprofessional conduct.  It held that the appellant’s 
conduct fell short of the standard of professional conduct observed or approved by members of the 
profession of good repute and competence, and did so to a substantial degree. 

Justice Parker said - 

For my part, I am satisfied it was open to the Tribunal to reach the finding it did.  I would not make any 
different finding. 

When the member for Mindarie says that the member for Cottesloe advances his future by putting people down, 
the member for Mindarie should take this judgement home to bed with him and read it and learn. 

Mr J.R. Quigley:  Lawyer for the perjurer! 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Do not let me stop there. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  Even though the member on her feet is shouting quite loudly, I 
am having trouble hearing what she is saying.  Could we hear the member in silence? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Do I have an extension of time? 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member has already had an extension. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  That is a shame because I could speak for six hours on this in this place.  I want to come 
back to the template for the dream team.  All members and all Western Australians should look out for 
powerbrokers who appoint to a committee people who have a law degree and who have spent five minutes in 
commerce.  I have discovered recently that I could fit into the dream team.  When I was in my attic the other 
day, I found this little old accounting certificate from 1976 when I lived at Mooloo Downs station in Carnarvon.  
I drove my little old car 100 miles to the police station and sat my exam for accounting 1.  I have been eligible to 
join the dream team since 1976, and I feel very good about that!   

I come back to something serious; that is, the Sunset site and I will refer to Hon Kate Doust and Hon Giz 
Watson.  Hon Giz Watson came to my electorate and said that for 11 years the Greens (WA) had saved the 
Sunset site and that they will make sure that it is not sold.  I asked her about public ownership.  I sent out a letter 
to about 700 people in my electorate who have contacted my office over the number of years I have been the 
local member.  I asked them to write to Hon Giz Watson and other members of Parliament and to let me know 
what Hon Giz Watson said.  She did not respond to those letters until I received a letter from someone to whom 
she had written in 2003 in which she said that she would make sure that Sunset was kept in public ownership.  I 
will have a go at Hon Giz Watson because shortly after that, she started writing to people saying that she cannot 
support the Botanic Gardens and Parks Amendment Bill 2006 because it is not going to the upper house.  There 
is nothing to stop her bringing in a private member’s bill; she has done that before.  She said the other day that 
she would bring in a private member’s bill on another issue and she still could bring in my bill.   

The other issue that I have is that Hon Giz Watson moved a motion to send the Sunset Hospital Site Bill 2006 to 
a committee.  She knew that if she did that, the site would go out of public ownership.  She has been duplicitous 
to my constituents and her constituents.   

In light of the fact that Kate Doust is a Brian Burke man, according to the Corruption and Crime Commission 
transcripts, I ask her and the member for Victoria Park whether Burke, Grill and Crichton-Browne are involved 
in the Sunset site.  I would like them to respond, particularly in light of what Kate Doust said in the Legislative 
Council on Thursday, 2 November 2006; I will refer my constituents to what was said.  Also, the member for 
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Victoria Park, since he has been in Parliament, has continually attacked me about the Sunset site.  What is the 
member for Victoria Park doing in relation to Sunset?   

Mr T. Buswell:  He rings up Julian Grill. 

Several members interjected. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  He rings up Julian Grill.  He has been paid by them to come in here.  They do all his 
fundraising for him.  He has come in here as a sham, and he still has not answered whether Brian Burke wrote 
his maiden speech.  If someone said to me, “Did somebody else write your maiden speech?”, I would say 
definitely not.  The member for Victoria Park has not said that. 

Several members interjected.   

Mr J.R. Quigley interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  Member for Mindarie, I call you to order and I ask that you 
do not persist.  The member for Churchlands is about to get the call; we do not even have the timer on for her 
yet.  I would like to hear at least her opening comments.   

DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands) [4.17 pm]:  I always find speeches like the Treasurer’s budget speech 
interesting for what is not said in them as much as for what is said.  The Treasurer’s concluding statement tells 
an interesting story.  He said -  

This budget addresses the challenges - and maximises the opportunities - of Western Australia’s 
unprecedented prosperity.  

He went on to list five highlights from the budget.  I will go through those five highlights.  The first one that he 
referred to was housing affordability, particularly for first home buyers.  I do not have an argument with that.  Of 
course we want to make sure that first home buyers have an opportunity to purchase houses and, hopefully, the 
change to stamp duty will help them to do that.   

Equally, there is another challenge; that is, the challenge of land tax.  Many people are suffering under the 
burden of land tax because of the land tax valuations nexus that has not been dealt with.  It is impossible for 
people, year after year, to deal with the galloping increases in valuations and the incredible windfall that the 
government gets because of the increase in valuations and the land tax that is applied to those valuations.  I really 
think that it is time that the government addressed this hideous problem that so many people are trying to grapple 
with.  A couple in my electorate who are both schoolteachers bought a house in Margaret River 40 or 50 years 
ago.  They are now paying a tremendous amount, which they cannot afford, of land tax for what has been a 
family holiday home for all those years only because of valuations increasing in the way they have.   

Mr M.P. Whitely:  It is not a problem.   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  For them, it is a problem.  
The second issue the Treasurer identified as a challenge was service delivery.  He proudly mentioned the 
$64 billion that will be spent over the next four years on service delivery.  It is not surprising that service 
delivery takes up the lion’s share of the budget.  However, the real challenge is not how much we are spending, 
but how well it is spent.  We have to make sure that services are delivered effectively and efficiently so that we 
get the best possible return for the money we spend.  Although hospital waiting lists need to be acknowledged in 
the health budget, we have to make sure that money is not being wasted.  Ministers often tinker at the edges of 
health budgets and do not really deal with the fundamental issues.  Both the Court government and this 
government have gradually chipped away the budget for exercise classes for seniors.  This was in the past a 
wonderful preventive health program, but there is now virtually no money left in it.  Why would a program that 
costs less than $1 million a year - I think it is probably now down to $250 000 - be tinkered with, when there are 
major issues that need to be examined?  We should be examining some of the fundamentals in the health system, 
not important programs like the one I have mentioned.   
There is room for much greater efficiency in hospitals.  My husband is a surgeon in a public hospital and has 
served the public sector for 35 years.  As a surgeon, he has experienced many frustrations and has frequently 
returned home angry because he was due to operate on a public patient at, say, half past three or four o’clock in 
the afternoon, but the theatre staff have determined that the case would continue past five o’clock and have told 
him that he cannot operate on the patient because of a change of shift.  I think that is appalling; nothing happens 
for that hour.  The patient has been medicated for the operation and has gone without food for several hours, and 
is then told that he cannot have the operation and may have to wait until the next day or the day after.  That sort 
of inefficiency has to be addressed.  The efficiencies of private sector day surgeries could be introduced into the 
public sector. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  How often does that happen? 
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Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Often; weekly; all the time.  One would not mind being bumped off the list because an 
emergency case has arrived, but not because the staff do not want to be there after five o’clock or some such 
excuse. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  Or they want to go to a conference. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I am talking about the nursing and theatre staff; I am not talking about anaesthetists or 
doctors.  I am talking about staff who do a really good job when they are doing it.  However, there are enormous 
inefficiencies that must be examined. 

Dr J.M. Woollard:  Member, it is not that they don’t want to be there; it’s the fact that they’ve done their shift 
and there should be more nurses there to carry on. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  There should be a way of dealing with that so that those theatres are being used and the 
inefficiency does not occur.  I throw that up as one example.  I have spoken to the minister about this on a 
number of occasions.  He is aware of it and I am sure that he is thinking about it.  However, something should be 
done about it so that we get the most out of our health budget. 

The third challenge thrown up in the Treasurer’s budget speech was funding for the proposed Fiona Stanley 
Hospital.  He announced with great pride that it would be built debt free.  I am not exactly sure what the 
Treasurer is telling us.  Has he set up some sort of savings account with this money that will not incur state debt?  
I am not sure that this is good management.  Given that these are economically good times, it might be better for 
the government to borrow some money and complete two big projects.  The state can afford the interest and 
could probably also pay off the loan during the good times.  I think this is a very conservative way of managing 
the budget.  I would like the Treasurer to rethink it.  I would also like to hear comments from people with more 
knowledge of budgets than I have.  However, some of the fundamentals of budgeting can be understood from 
one’s own experience.  I do not think that that is a really good way of managing the budget during good times. 

The fourth challenge thrown up by the Treasurer was the massive capital works program.  Again, I do not have a 
problem with that in principle.  However, I have a problem with it if our priorities are not carefully set.  Schools 
are a case in point.  In my view, this government, and to some extent the one before, failed miserably to provide 
a strategic plan for the renewal of old schools.  There are some enormous problems in old schools - toilets in old 
schools are one - on which a lot of money needs to be spent.  I see some nods from the other side of the chamber.  
The minister is aware of a major problem in my electorate in this regard.  I will not go into the details of it, but 
when children refuse to go to the toilet during the day at school, and in hot weather do not drink any fluid 
because they do not want to go into those smelly, disgusting toilets, there is a real problem, and it causes quite 
major medical problems for those children.  The problem is well documented in a particular school in my 
electorate.   
I noted in the fine print of the budget papers that in 2006-07 a paltry $100 000 has been spent on the toilet 
replacement program.  Unfortunately, in the coming financial year that amount will increase to $1.4 million; but 
that is still not nearly enough to do the job in the old schools in Western Australia.  Probably only three schools 
will benefit from that $1.4 million because it costs a fair - 

Mr A.D. McRae:  That won’t be the only money because all those maintenance funds quite often get a 
proportion of that allocation. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  It is very few.  It costs between $400 000 and $500 000 to replace toilets, depending on 
the site and the size of the school.  Therefore, $1.4 million will not go very far for new toilet blocks. 

It seems to me that in the good times that the state is enjoying at the moment the government could be attending 
to those sorts of woeful conditions in some of the older schools.  I urge the Treasurer, the Minister for Education 
and Training and the Premier to develop a clear strategic plan for the renewal of older schools.  I am talking 
about not only toilets, but also lots of other parts of those schools.  The minute someone says “asbestos” in one 
of those schools, the government goes and does something about it.  There are plenty of old schools, I suspect, 
with asbestos in the roofs.  I am still getting some nods from the other side, so there is some agreement. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  The assessment that has been made on that is that if it is intact - that is, not friable - you leave 
it there.   

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I am aware of all of that and I have seen it happen, but it is really an example that old 
schools with asbestos have potential problems. 
I do not think there is any excuse for the facilities in older schools to be so far behind those provided in new 
schools.  I visited quite a lot of new primary schools a couple of years ago and saw terrific facilities there.  They 
are just what we would want for older government primary schools.  They have purpose-built music rooms and 
purpose-built art rooms.  The older schools do not have those.  There is a school in my electorate that made its 
own music room out of some spare rooms and, although the school would like to continue using it as a music 
room, it has been taken away by decree from “Silver City” to be used for something else.  We really need to 
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bring the old schools up to the same standard with the same sorts of facilities as new schools.  Obviously, we 
cannot do it overnight, but we need a strategic program to do that. 

Another thing we need is some good demographic studies to plan properly for the future of schools.  One school 
in my electorate, Churchlands Senior High School, is an example of inadequate strategic planning.  It is a school 
that has taken the brunt of the closure of at least three government high schools in the area and an awful lot of 
infill building, and the change in the status of Perth Modern School has meant that a school that was built for 
between 1 250 and 1 300 students is now pressing up towards 1 900 students.  Good demographic planning 
would mean that both primary and secondary schools would be doing much better. 

The fifth challenge that the Treasurer mentioned in his concluding remarks in the budget speech was tax cuts.  I 
think that repeats the first challenge he mentioned about home buyers, because the main tax cut was to stamp 
duty for first home buyers.  There are many challenges that have been ignored totally in this budget speech of the 
Treasurer’s.  One that really staggered me was that I did not once hear or read the word “rural”.   

Mr G. Snook:  Or “agriculture”. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  Or “agriculture”.  I thank the member for Moore, but they are all in the same bag. 

Not once did I hear the word “rural”.  As someone in a city electorate, I am very conscious of some of the issues 
faced by people in rural areas.  To not even pay some lip service to people living in the bush to me was a huge 
omission and error on the part of the Treasurer.   

Mr B.J. Grylls:  It is the fifth year in a row. 

Dr E. CONSTABLE:  I am sure the Leader of the National Party will have something to say about it.  We 
should be attending to the needs of people in rural areas and in small towns, which in some cases are dying.  
These people have suffered from drought, cyclones and whatever.  This budget should have reflected their needs 
as much as it reflects those of the city.  I find it quite obnoxious that that large group of people who support this 
state economically has been disregarded in this way by the Treasurer.  They did not even get crumbs thrown at 
them. 

Another area I would have liked the Treasurer to comment on more is the needs of schools.  I will not take that 
up now because I intend to raise it next week in the estimates committees and during the third reading of the bill.   

The other group of people who did not get a mention - I find this extraordinary too - were indigenous Western 
Australians.  If we think of the issues related to the education of Aboriginal children and their health - we all 
know the appalling record of indigenous people’s health and their problems with drugs and alcohol - how could 
the Treasurer not find it in his heart even to mention them in his speech?  That is the challenge I think he should 
have been talking about as much as the others. 

The Treasurer has been accused of lack of imagination in framing this budget.  When I talked to people 
afterwards they said, “We need a stadium in good times; we need the city link.”  I can remember a debate on that 
in 1992, so it goes back before that, I am sure.  People said we should do something about the Swan River 
foreshore in the city.  People want to see monuments of the golden age.  In my view, they are all nice things to 
have, but we could have thrown out a real challenge to ourselves and the state and said that as members in these 
golden times we wanted to be remembered for having done something for indigenous Australians, particularly 
indigenous children.  Would it not be fantastic if we set ourselves some goals for each year until 2020, when all 
of us could look back and say, “I had something to do with that.  There are many more young indigenous people 
who have succeeded at school, been to university and are contributing to society”?  Would it not be fantastic if 
we could do something about the number of indigenous people who end up in our jails?  I think that is the sort of 
challenge we should be looking at in good times; that is the sort of challenge we should be dealing with.  I agree 
that this budget is unimaginative.  The speech was unimaginative.  It would have been fantastic if the Treasurer 
had come in here and said something about the challenge we face as a community to reach some fine goals for 
indigenous children and adults, so that we could look back and say, “I was there; I was part of it.  I did that along 
with the other people in Parliament in 2007.” 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [4.32 pm]:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker 
(Mr A.P. O’Gorman), for the opportunity to present my response to the budget.  Every member’s budget 
response that I have heard so far has focused on their own electorate and what was or was not in the budget for 
them.  As I travel around Western Australia I often hear the comment, “Where is the statesmanship?  Where is 
the forward-looking vision for Western Australia?”  I am worried that our political system does not throw up that 
big vision.  I want to go through some of the projects that seem to have been missed in the process.  I find it hard 
to understand how these projects could have missed out in a budget of this magnitude in the economic times 
Western Australia is experiencing.   

I have titled my budget speech “The missed opportunity for building our great state”.  No-one can deny that 
$21 billion in capital works is a big program.  That is $21 000 million to be spent on capital works over the four 
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years of this budget period.  I put this to members: how did a $21 000 million infrastructure program leave out 
the development of Ord stage 2?  Surely in a $21 billion capital works program, when we have national 
recognition of the challenges with the Murray-Darling system and the huge opportunities in the Kimberley to 
develop Ord stage 2, we could have had more than the token gesture of a couple of million dollars that might go 
towards a few more studies.  However, Ord stage 2 has reached the point at which proponents are talking about 
the project that they can put in place to bring that online.  I am not sure what happened in caucus when the 
budget was being discussed.  I am amazed that Ord stage 2 did not receive a serious infrastructure grant in the 
government’s $21 000 million capital works program.   
I turn to underground power for the cyclone-prone north west region.  No-one would deny that the north west is 
driving the Western Australian and Australian economies.  The north west region generates over $1.2 billion 
worth of royalties annually.  This year three Western Australians lost their lives in the cyclone that hit Port 
Hedland.  Cyclones happen in the north west every year; and yet every year the power infrastructure in Port 
Hedland and Karratha is flattened by cyclones and needs to be rebuilt.  Every year the State Emergency Service 
has to help those communities get through the difficult times.  Western Power stands those powerlines back up at 
a huge expense only to have them knocked down again the following cyclone season.  Once again, when caucus 
was deliberating its $21 000 million capital works program, it did not allocate any funds to underground the 
power in the north west region, the place that we all agree is driving our economy.  Once again, it looks as 
though it will take between 10 and 15 years to put powerlines underground in those cyclone-prone north-west 
towns.  Where is the vision in that?   
Common-user infrastructure in Oakajee is the next program that barely received a mention in the 
$21 000 million capital works program.  No-one denies the very exciting opportunity for developing iron ore in 
the mid-west and northern wheatbelt region.  The huge boom that is going on in Geraldton has resulted in an 
increased population and increased property prices.  It is all about bringing Oakajee online and putting the 
common-user infrastructure in place to allow the transport of iron ore and other mineralisation into an Oakajee 
deepwater port to be exported.  It is sitting there waiting to happen.  All it needs is for the government to put 
some of the common-user infrastructure in place.  Mining companies, such as Yilgarn Mining, are talking about 
building a rail and port network.  What about water and power in Oakajee?  How did those things not find 
support when caucus was deliberating a $21 000 million capital works program?  That is another huge missed 
opportunity.   
I now refer to the extension of the Dampier-Bunbury natural gas pipeline to Albany and the great southern.  
Everyone knows that linking the north west gas resource into the south west has been a vital component of the 
economic development of major industries in the southern part of the state.  The member for Stirling has 
continually put on record the huge benefits that could be derived in Albany and the great southern if the pipeline 
was extended into the area.  The member for Stirling has asked for only a few million dollars to guarantee the 
land that will allow the pipeline to go through.  I contend that in a $21 000 million capital works budget, we 
could go further and build the pipeline extension.  In that way, the economic opportunity that has been afforded 
in Perth and around Bunbury as a result of being connected to that pipeline can be extended into Albany and the 
great southern.  That would be a unique project, but obviously caucus could not find the support to put that on 
the government’s list of massive infrastructure programs.  I also include in that an extension from the Parmelia 
pipeline into Northam, which would be a great opportunity in the Northam industrial estate which, the member 
for Avon assures me, is almost sold out.  
Mr M.W. Trenorden:  The first section is totally sold out.  
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The first section is totally sold out and there are proponents for a new gas-fired power 
station.  An extension of the Parmelia pipeline would cost between $20 million and $30 million and would make 
more power available.  In addition, it would attract business investment in the Northam area.  I am talking about 
$20 million or $30 million out of $21 000 million capital works program.  Once again, caucus failed to get 
support for the project, so it does not appear in the budget.  That is another lost opportunity for the development 
of the state.  
The last project is the Esperance seawater desalination plant.  This one is even better.  That project does not need 
a huge injection of cash from the state budget, because a private proponent is willing to spend the money.  What 
a great opportunity at a time when Esperance has been a focus for all the wrong reasons.  The member for Roe 
knows that the water quality in Esperance is very poor.  What a great opportunity to support United Utilities and 
bring this project on line to benefit not only Esperance but also the communities on the way to Kalgoorlie.  It 
would provide a new water supply source for the expansion of the mining activity in the Kalgoorlie region, and 
for living opportunities and business opportunities.  It would also reduce the pressure on the Mundaring Weir 
and the goldfields and agricultural pipeline.  What a unique project for Western Australia.  Surely in a budget of 
$21 000 million, a project such as an Esperance desalination plant would have had a chance of being funded.  
I have listed five projects of statewide and, I contend, even national significance.  However, because of the 
budget process in Western Australia and because government members have sat around and deliberated on how 
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that budget pie should be divided up, the five projects of that magnitude barely get lip service in a time of almost 
unprecedented capital spending.  I do not deny that this $21 000 million in capital works will go to schools and 
hospitals and other projects that are important.  However, I contend that there is nothing state-building in 
painting the gutters on the schools.  They are as important as the new toilet block the member for Churchlands 
talked about and all the small projects individual members spoke about in their budget reply speeches.  I have 
plenty in my electorate of Merredin.  However, they pale into insignificance beside these major state-building 
projects, when a little government capital support could encourage private investment to come in and make them 
a reality.  In a time of unprecedented economic prosperity, it is not happening.  I contend that it is not happening 
because the local member angle of arguing for the projects in each member’s region will always disadvantage 
country projects.  There are simply not enough country members to persuade cabinet to get projects like this 
across the line.  If there were, it would happen.  There are enough members to say that on top of everything else 
we do, we must get Ord stage 2 across the line.  The government could have done that this year with 
$100 million.  I am sick to death of hearing in this Parliament how the federal government should have done this 
or that.  The government can put the pressure on the federal government by putting up half the money.  Imagine 
if the Treasurer had said last week that the government has allocated $100 million to Ord stage 2 and it wants the 
federal government to match it.  I could not argue with that.  I would criticise the federal government if it did not 
match it.  The $200 million - half from us and half from the federal government - could put in the road and 
power infrastructure, and that would see proponents developing new agricultural businesses in the Ord.  That 
would happen.  It just needs government members’ support to make it happen; they are around the budget table 
now.  However, it obviously will not happen because it is not in the budget.  
Mr A.D. McRae:  There is one example in which that theory does not work.  In disability services, the state has 
put in $290 million a year with an annual growth rate of over 12 per cent per annum in the past seven years.  In 
the current financial year, the commonwealth put in $50 million -.  
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  And this government criticises it. 
Mr A.D. McRae:  No.  Let me finish. The commonwealth puts in $50 million compared to our $290 million.  
Western Australians receive 80c compared to the dollar received by every other person with a disability -  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  No, no-one would deny that disability services are really important.  The focus of my 
speech today, however, is on five major regional infrastructure projects.  I am sure that disability services will 
feature in the budget.  My focus is on how we get these five projects supported.  I do not want to be a member of 
Parliament in two, eight or 12 years’ time still arguing that these projects should go ahead.  I contend that the 
only projects that are fully funded are those in the metropolitan area, Mandurah, and the southern coastal 
corridor.  As soon as we look inland, major projects seem to fade away.  We are asked to contend with a couple 
of million here and a couple of million there.  The amount of $21 000 million has been allocated for capital 
projects and out of that we can find only, I think, $2.9 million for Ord stage 2.  I think the Western Australian 
Parliament should be ashamed of that.  How can we promote Ord stage 2 to the rest of Australia?  We have all 
done that; we have all said that it is a unique opportunity to drive agriculture in the north west and to move 
people from the Murray-Darling, to uproot families, and take them to the Kimberley.  It is an immense 
opportunity for the indigenous population there to be part of the economic boom.  Who raised it in budget 
deliberations?  Was it raised by anyone on the other side?  Did any of them raise Ord stage 2 when they were 
talking to the Treasurer or the Premier about the budget?  Anyone?  This is the problem; it does not happen.  It is 
unlikely to happen in the future.  That is why the National Party has announced its Royalties for Regions policy.  
We believe that we need to take major infrastructure projects like this out of the budget deliberations of 
individual members of Parliament and put a specific fund in place that people know has to go to major 
infrastructure projects in the regions.  With Royalties for Regions, 25 per cent of the royalty flow would be 
quarantined for expenditure on major state-building infrastructure programs.  When it came to budget 
deliberations, members of the Labor Party would have a quarantined fund.  This year it would have had about 
$400 million in it.  Members of the Labor Party would have said that there was a quarantined fund and that the 
requirement of the fund was that it was for major state-building infrastructure projects.  If they were debating 
that, we would get to the stage at which Ord stage 2 might come up; maybe the undergrounding of power in the 
Pilbara would come up; maybe building the common-user infrastructure for Oakajee would come up and be 
debated; maybe the desalination plant servicing Esperance and the goldfields would come up; and maybe the 
extension of the Dampier-Bunbury natural gas pipeline down to Albany and the great southern and an extension 
of the Parmelia line across to Northam would come up.  It would happen because there would be a quarantined 
$400 million to allow that to happen. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  With the Bunbury-Albany pipeline, it was looked at by Grange Resources and it was found 
that it was not viable.  No-one like Alinta was approached to do it. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  May I suggest, member for Albany, that I have listed five projects.  If the Economic 
Regulation Authority or the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia took a look at any of 
them, they would not get the tick.  They do not meet that target, but neither did C.Y. O’Connor’s and Forrest’s 
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pipeline to Kalgoorlie.  That project would not have met the mark, and neither would the Dampier-Bunbury 
pipeline when it was first built. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Nor any of the rail. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Yes, nor any of the rail or the road networks.  This, to me, is why that argument falls down.  
Neither would the Perth-Mandurah railway.  The Perth-Mandurah railway would have failed that exact same 
hurdle.  Members opposite are the government; they won the election and they have the numbers.  They support 
the Perth-Mandurah railway; it is their project.  I have no problem with that.  Please do not tell me that the 
extension of the Dampier-Bunbury pipeline does not stack up economically but then support the railway to 
Mandurah, because they are the same argument. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  It has been looked at. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I am sure that, in the heart of hearts of the member for Albany, if the government had 
announced in the budget that it was putting forward the money to allow that to happen, the member would have 
thought it was a good thing for the development of his region. 

Mr P.B. Watson:  Yes, but you say that we should have the gas pipeline there, but what are we going to use it 
for? 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  This is the problem we have.  In the metropolitan area, the philosophy of “build the 
infrastructure and the people will come and use it” is alive and well.  As soon as we move outside Perth, unless 
something stacks up economically and Lyndon Rowe and the CCI have signed off on it, we cannot do it.  That 
philosophy is why none of these projects is funded.  If the member for Albany actually believes that should be 
the policy, we can stop talking about Ord stage 2, because it will never happen.   

I challenge members of the Labor Party to put the ultimate pressure on the federal government with these 
projects.  Instead of the carping and whining we hear every time from the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure about a few roads, let us pick state-building projects and really put the pressure on Canberra.  We 
should go to Canberra and say that it is pretty good for the federal government to send Bill Heffernan and his 
committee to the Kimberley to look at it, but where is the money?  The only way that we can do that is if this 
Parliament allocated the money first.  If we do that, everyone could be criticising the federal government.  I 
know that the federal government is focused on the eastern seaboard.  We saw evidence of it in the last budget.  I 
also contend that this state government is clearly focused on the metropolitan area because none of the five 
projects I have listed has been funded. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  I return to the Ord.  After talking to people in that region, I believe $200 million needs to be 
spent by the state and federal governments on common-user infrastructure, which would drive the expansion of 
30 000 hectares of horticultural produce.  As well as that, what will we grow?  This is the really important 
question for the government.  The Cotton Catchment Communities Cooperative Research Centre released a new 
booklet today on the viability of cotton in the Kimberley.  I will share it with the members who would like to see 
Ord stage 2 progressed.  They may not want to spend the money but in general they want to see it progress.  The 
relative gross margin for crops in Kununurra sees sugar at $270 a hectare, chickpeas at $160 a hectare, pumpkin 
at $800 a hectare and sorghum hay at $270 a hectare.  The relative gross margin for GM cotton is $1 200 a 
hectare.  The gross margin for GM cotton is almost five times that of any other crop that could be growing in the 
Kimberley.  If we really want to see Ord stage 2 develop, if we really want the Kimberley to be the next food 
bowl of Australia and if we really want to see indigenous employment opportunities for the many unemployed 
indigenous people in the Kimberley, Ord stage 2 is critical.  GM cotton is critical to Ord stage 2.  If the 
government cannot bring itself to fund, in the member for Albany’s words, the uneconomic and unviable 
expansion of Ord stage 2, it should bring itself to allow the use of GM cotton in the Kimberley.  That would 
allow that project to get up and running and expand that very important national asset.  It is absolutely critical 
that we get it right.  GM cotton does not appear on our plates.  GM cotton is a very different product.  It is 
important that we embrace this technology.  The state’s Chief Scientist was at the launch today.  Let us listen to 
the scientists on this issue.  Let us embrace GM cotton in the Kimberley and allow Ord stage 2 to become the 
iconic project it should be.  It should be mentioned on the same scale as the Snowy Mountains scheme in years 
to come when people look back.  At the moment the Labor Party has the opportunity to drive that.  Does it have 
the ability and the willingness to get into the caucus room and make a project like that happen? 

I turn to underground power in the north west.  Figures from early 2006 show that that is a $150 million project.  
People from Western Power tell us that it can only be done over 15 or 20 years.  I contend that that is 
embarrassing.  Let us at least recognise the importance of that region to our economy by getting power 
underground so that every time a cyclone goes through, people do not have to be without power for three or four 
days.  Funding of $150 million could have been found in this $21 billion capital works program.  Unfortunately, 
underground power in the cyclone-prone north west region missed out on this opportunity. 
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I now turn to the common-user infrastructure for Oakajee.  It is my understanding that Yilgarn Mining’s 
proposal for common-user infrastructure will cost over $1 billion in private expenditure.  It will have the 
problem of needing power and water for the industrial estate near the Oakajee deepwater port.  Businesses are 
looking at a desalination plant to provide that water.  Some of the small gas companies in the Dongara and 
Eneabba region are looking at piping gas to the Oakajee industrial estate site.  Support for those projects would 
bring Oakajee on line.  Instead of talking about the great opportunities in the mid-west, they would actually 
happen.  It has particular relevance to the mid-west region and the northern wheatbelt region.  Let us get to the 
stage where caucus can focus on the Oakajee port and the infrastructure associated with it and drive a new 
mining boom out of the mid-west rather than the Pilbara. 

In the time I have left, I turn to the extension of the gas pipeline.  Power, water and road infrastructure drives 
investment.  We do not want every new industrial project to be located in the metropolitan area.  Every time a 
new stack goes up there is a community group that is concerned about it.  Driving investment outside the 
metropolitan area is critical.  The Avon industrial estate is another unique opportunity for an industry precinct 
outside the metropolitan area.  It does not take much capital to get these projects off the ground, but in all the 
budgets I have seen in this place it has never quite happened.  This year, when the Treasurer is crowing about 
$21 billion, it seems to me that we should provide infrastructure for the reticulation of gas to Albany and the 
great southern, with their huge opportunities in the wine industry and agriculture and the population expansion in 
Albany and Denmark and the great southern region, to bring that area up to par with the metropolitan area.  I do 
not think people are angry about that.  People believe that broadband should be available in the metropolitan area 
and the country, so why do we not believe that reticulated gas should be available in the country as well as in the 
metropolitan area?  To me, all those different kinds of infrastructure are as important as each other.  
Mr J.R. Quigley:  Don’t they have gas bottles in the country? 
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  They do have gas bottles in the country.  Has the member ever bought one?  The member 
for Avon has a weekender.  How much are gas bottles - $130? 
Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Up to $130 in the south, but $240 to $270 in the north west.  
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The idea that country people should use gas bottles for their energy, and that the rest of the 
population should have reticulated gas, would be seen to be relevant only if we were to put all the people in 
Perth onto gas bottles.  Then we would really find out about the concern about that.  Let us not just look at 
broadband, for which there is recognition.  

Mr J.R. Quigley interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  Member for Mindarie, you are not in your seat, so you are 
not entitled to speak.  
Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Let us look at giving all Western Australians that infrastructure, and let us look at not 
having to do the new suburb on the coast north of the city, or the new suburb on the coast south of the city, to try 
to access the infrastructure that is already here.  Let us look at putting this common-user infrastructure that drives 
economic and population growth outside the metropolitan area.  In places like Queensland, New South Wales 
and Victoria, there are large inland centres with populations of 40 000 to 60 000.  On the northern coast of 
Queensland, Cairns and Townsville have populations of 100 000.  Why could Karratha and Port Hedland not 
have populations of 100 000?  They are the economic engine room of Australia, but they have dispirited 
populations.  There is not enough land to build houses, and prices are so out of control that it is not funny.  Since 
the last time I spoke about this issue, I have heard of someone renting a four-bedroom, one-bathroom house for 
$1 200 a week in a not very attractive area.  That is all right for someone on a mining salary, but what about 
someone in the service industry, working in the supermarket, the deli or the service station?  Such a person 
cannot afford $1 200 a week rent.  It should be absolutely embarrassing to this government that the north west 
has been put in the position of suffering like that, when it is the engine room driving this $21 billion capital 
investment program.  No-one denies that.  Everyone recognises that a vast amount of that wealth is being driven 
by the mining sector.  The workers are doing long shifts, doing the sort of work that delivers the economic 
bounty in that $21 billion, and what do they get in return?  A couple of million-dollar projects here and there.  It 
is simply not good enough.   
It is actually sad and, like I said, my concern is that I see no way that, in a cabinet or caucus decision-making 
process, projects like this will be supported.  If they were supported, members on this side would be interjecting 
and saying, “I put that up, and I just missed out.”  Four or five of us put up Ord stage 2, and six or seven of us 
put up undergrounding the power in the Pilbara.  Why does that not happen?  Is a member just the member for 
his electorate, or does he have some role in promoting state development and the growth of Western Australia?  I 
contend that members do have some such role, but they are not performing it.  Country members, whether 
National, Labor or Liberal, know that at the next election, with one vote, one value, there will 48 members of 
Parliament on the coast between Perth and Margaret River and 11 members for the rest of the state.  I contend 
that the five projects that I have mentioned today will be in the representative areas of those 11 members who 
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fall outside that metropolitan coastal strip.  I see no future for these projects if existing local members of 
Parliament do not say that they need to look at driving them.  As members hear more from the National Party 
over the coming years about royalties for projects in the regions, I will ask them to think about putting that in 
place.  The Leader of the Opposition talked about financing a future fund from royalties.  I know that “future 
fund” is the buzzword at the moment.  Once again I contend that we could get $400 million into a future fund, 
but then we would be reliant on individual members of Parliament making a decision on where that future fund 
money should be spent.  I do not think that is any different from the caucus process that members have just been 
through.  A future fund would be spent on metropolitan and coastal projects in the same way as the current 
budget has been divvied up.  That is the challenge for all members.  If we hope to develop regional Western 
Australia and if we hope to see iconic projects of state significance that will deliver economic and population 
growth in the next 20 years come online, members need to start arguing for it.  They need to go to their 
electorates in the metropolitan area and say, “We know that our projects are important, but the development of 
the Kimberley, the Pilbara, the mid-west, the goldfields and the great southern is also important for the state.  
Our prosperity is based on your prosperity, so we want to see this happen.”  It is a big challenge, but if it does 
not happen, projects such as this will never get up. 

I will finish with the Nationals’ response to the crisis for first home buyers.  We welcome the relief from stamp 
duty that the Treasurer has given to first home buyers.  I think that was an important announcement.  However, 
we think there is scope for a project that encourages first home buyers to look outside the metropolitan area and 
maybe invest in their first home in regional WA.  With the focus on the coast, many people have no relatives or 
experience in country WA anymore.  The opportunities for them to consider moving to the regions are very 
remote.  We suggest a $25 million program that offers $25 000 grants to first home buyers who move to regional 
WA.  We have called them bush change towns - towns with populations of fewer than 10 000 people.  A 
program such as that would help 1 000 first home buyers not only buy their first home, but also buy their first 
home in regional WA.  We would move the talented younger generation out into the regions where there are 
immense employment and family opportunities.  It would be a great program to put in place for $25 million a 
year.  There is $21 000 million in the kitty for capital works.  For $25 million a year, 1 000 new families could 
buy their first home in towns in regional WA with populations of fewer than 10 000 people.  That would be true 
decentralisation.  I believe that everyone thinks that decentralisation would be a good thing; they just do not want 
to do anything about it.  This is a way for them to do something about it.  Once again, I challenge city members 
of Parliament: do we want to see smaller country towns grow and prosper?  Do we want to put good people into 
those towns?  Do we want to encourage employment opportunities?  The way to do that is to provide incentives.  
The Treasurer’s stamp duty exemption on a $500 000 house is a good proposal that will save home buyers up to 
$20 000.  I contend that for $25 000 the government could provide a real incentive for people to move to towns 
in country WA with populations of fewer than 10 000 people.   

I know that I will never stand in this Parliament and have the number of country MPs to back me to get projects 
such as this up.  That is why I need city members of Parliament to give country Western Australia a go.  That is 
the challenge with which I leave all members of the Labor Party and all members of state Parliament as we look 
forward to stronger economic times.  Let us make sure that all Western Australians get to share in this economic 
boom time, not just those who live in the city, ride on the Mandurah railway and use the new infrastructure that 
country people are working so hard to build. 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [5.04 pm]:  I rise to speak on the Appropriation (Consolidated Account) 
Bills (No. 1) and (No. 2).  The Treasurer stated in his address that Western Australia has been in a state of 
growth since Labor came to power in 2001.  He said that the government therefore had a responsibility to deliver 
a budget with vision for Western Australians.  However, I ask: where is the vision and where is the 
accountability in this budget?  The Treasurer stated also that seven straight years of sound financial management 
has led to tax relief.  Many feel that this tax relief is too little too late, and that many other areas should have 
been included.  Some of the areas of tax relief are the abolition of stamp duty on mortgages, and on the hire of 
goods.  Those changes have been implemented because of federal agreements.  Everyone is very pleased about 
the extension of the threshold for first home buyers.  I asked the Treasurer why there is no cap on the first home 
buyers scheme.  The Treasurer said that is because of a federal agreement.  As other members have mentioned 
during this debate, many businesses have been approaching the government about a reduction in payroll tax.  
They would like the government to look at that.  It is obviously too late to do that for this budget, but perhaps it 
can be done for the next budget. 

Mr A.D. McRae interjected. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I have limited time.  If I have any time left at the end of my speech, I will answer any 
questions the member may have. 
As part of the vision, the Treasurer said that he believes the injection of $376 million will address the problem of 
housing affordability.  However, despite that injection of funding, how many people who are in rental 
accommodation now will still be in rental accommodation in four years?  I am disappointed also that although 
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that injection of funding will be good for first home buyers, it will not solve the problem with the availability of 
public housing.  The Treasurer said that this government will deliver 3 700 new public and community housing 
units.  However, despite that injection of funding, how many people will still be on the waiting list for public 
housing, and perhaps still living on the streets, in four years?   

As part of the vision, the Treasurer also talked about health care.  I agree with many members of this house that 
the portfolios of Attorney General and Health should be the responsibility of two ministers rather than one.  The 
Minister for Health should focus solely on health.  I am pleased that money has been found in this budget to 
finally begin work on the new Fiona Stanley Hospital.  However, the statements that have been made by the 
government about that hospital are misleading and deceptive.  During the last election campaign, the government 
said that Fiona Stanley Hospital would have 1 000 beds.  The government has said that it will legislate to ensure 
that a certain amount of money is set aside for the building of that hospital, and that it is put into a special 
account that cannot be touched.  However, that money will address only phase 1 of the Fiona Stanley Hospital 
project.  Fiona Stanley Hospital is supposed to replace both Royal Perth and Fremantle Hospitals.  Royal Perth 
Hospital has more than 700 beds, and Fremantle Hospital has more than 400 beds.  That is more than 1 100 beds.  
However, this government is talking about Fiona Stanley Hospital having only 600 beds.  The date of the 
opening has been put back and back.  The minister said that that was untrue.  However, I have an article from the 
Sunday Times in which the minister is quoted as saying -  

“The Fiona Stanley Hospital will open its doors to patients in 2010 as a 600-bed facility and be 
upgraded to 1000 beds by 2020,” . . .  

The article states 2020, but I have statements in which the minister says 2015. 

When this government first came to power, it came in on a platform of improving health, education, and law and 
order, and saving the old-growth forests.  The government says that it is managing the forests, but we know that 
the forests are still being massacred.  It is not management of the forests; they are still being clear-felled.  Now 
that the government keeps talking about climate change, we ask, “Where are its credentials?” 

However, let us look at the other three areas.  What has happened with the health system?  Again today the 
minister spoke about the waiting lists and the improvements in the waiting lists.  However, we now have people 
seeing their doctors and then waiting to get on to waiting lists.  The waiting list numbers may have decreased, 
but that is because people are now waiting several months before they can see a consultant to get on to a waiting 
list.  I do not know how many people watched The Vicar of Dibley when it was said, “I don’t believe it’s really 
butter.”  This is the government playing with numbers.  It is a smoke-and-mirrors job, because health services 
have not improved.  Today, the member for Churchlands talked about cancellations of surgery.  Those 
cancellations are not the fault of the doctors and nurses.  There are cancellations because the public hospitals are 
not funded appropriately.  There are not enough nurses in the system.  The nurses who are there, similar to the 
police, are working overtime, and they are doing that because they care about their job and their responsibilities.  
However, what reward do they get from this government?  They are not getting any reward from this 
government.  Health services are in decline.  They have been in decline for the past few years and they are still in 
decline.  Although I am pleased that some money will finally be put into the new Fiona Stanley Hospital, it is not 
the promise that this government made to the community.  This government promised 1 000 beds, and now it is 
fudging the figures and talking about 600 beds. 
Last year, how quickly did we push through the Nurses and Midwives Bill?  Members will recall that I tried to 
get carers included in that bill, so that they would be registered.  That was to improve the standard of nursing 
care in both public hospitals and nursing homes.  I am hearing stories from my elderly constituents who are in 
fear that they or a loved one may go into a nursing home.  In nursing homes, the majority of the staff are carers, 
but they are not registered carers.  This government could have addressed that issue.  Many of those carers, who 
are not registered carers, do not even speak English.  They are not able to communicate with the people in those 
nursing homes.  The stories I have heard are terrible.  This government could have done something about that.  
Those carers could have been registered and a standard could have been applied to those nursing homes, but the 
government refused to listen. 
Mr R.C. Kucera interjected. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I will not take that interjection. 
I congratulate the Australian Nursing Federation, which has been fighting this government to get an 
improvement in the standards of patient care in hospitals.  Although all other unions are losing their membership, 
do members know what has happened to the ANF’s membership?  It has doubled.  In the past six or seven years 
its membership has increased from 7 000 to 14 000.  The Minister for Health does not get on very well with the 
ANF, but it is doing a good job for its members.  Its members know that it is doing a good job, which is why 
more people are joining it.  It is doing its best to put pressure on this government to improve health care services.  
The member for Roe highlighted many of the problems in the disability services sector, and so I will not repeat 
them all.  I hope that the government will rethink its position on the Companion Card.  I have written to the 
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167 organisations that this government has asked to come on board with regard to the Companion Card, and 
those organisations have written back to me to say that they cannot believe that the government is charging 
disabled people a fee for the Companion Card.  Where is the government’s vision and accountability for health?  
I do not think it is exists. 

What about the other commitments on education that the government makes at election time?  Many members in 
this house have talked about the problems facing education and of the funding for capital works and maintenance 
programs for schools.  When the Premier was the Minister for Education and Training, he said $64 million 
would be provided to fix the state school system.  That money has not been spent in my electorate.  That money 
was allocated to schools based on the priority of need for the schools.  Many of the schools in my electorate have 
not received a share of that money.  Only the Attadale and Bicton Primary Schools in my electorate will receive 
some of that money.  In my electorate alone, there will be a shortfall of $650 000.  The money provided to fix 
our schools was a bandaid.  The government has no vision and there is no accountability.  Our schools remain in 
a terrible condition. 

Another big issue at election time is the police.  I am pleased that the Minister for Police and Emergency 
Services is in the chamber.  I do not know whether the minister is aware that when people in the south 
metropolitan area call the police when they are in need, they sometimes must wait for three or four hours for the 
police to turn up.  When they go to the local police station, there are no staff and when they phone the station, 
there is no-one there to answer the phone.  People say that they never see the police in the area.  Where are the 
police?  The government keeps talking about the number of extra police they are putting on.  Where are they?  
Maybe they are going north of the river, just like health services.   

Mr T.R. Sprigg:  They are now 40 down in the Fremantle regional district.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Yes; I know the numbers are down, and that needs to be addressed.  This government 
made a commitment in 2001 to health, education and law and order, and we are 40 police officers down in the 
south metropolitan area.  At night there should be four or five cars on patrol in my electorate, and we are lucky if 
we have two.  My electorate is a hot spot for crime and when the railway line opens, it will be even worse in 
some of the areas I represent.   

Ms J.A. Radisich:  What are you saying about people who catch trains?  Tell us what you are trying to say?   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Canning Bridge, within my electorate, is already a hot spot for crime because it is in 
close proximity to Manning Road, the freeway, Canning Highway and Leach Highway.  The road configuration 
makes it easy for people to get into the area to burgle homes and then get out quickly.  It is a well-known fact 
that there is an increase in the crime rate within a certain radius of railway stations.   

[Member’s time extended.]  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I have outlined the three core issues that concern my electorate.  I would like to thank 
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services for agreeing to look into the issue of safety houses.  The safety 
house program is a big concern for schools and parents.  The government is now charging a fee for safety 
houses.  When children turn 10 years of age, the community will have to pay an additional sum of money each 
year.  I thank the minister for agreeing to look into this and maybe stop the decline in the numbers of people 
agreeing to be part of this scheme by introducing a one-off payment.   
Climate change should be a consideration in this budget.  I congratulate the government for listening to the 
experts and deciding not to tap the south west Yarragadee aquifer.  I also congratulate the government for 
establishing a low-emission energy development fund.  I would like to know why the government will commit to 
purchasing only 20 per cent of its electricity requirements.   
In relation to energy, I point out that again this government is fudging the figures when it talks about renewable 
energy.  The Premier has stated that the government will commit to 15 per cent of the energy produced being 
renewable energy.  However, it will commit to only 15 per cent of renewable energy on the south west 
interconnected system.  Therefore, its target will be 8.25 per cent of total electricity by 2020.  That means that 
Western Australia will be the Australian state with the lowest target for renewable energy.  New South Wales 
has set a target of 15 per cent by 2020; Victoria, 10 per cent by 2016 and then it will reconsider; and South 
Australia, 20 per cent by 2015.  Queensland has indicated that it will increase its renewable energy target to 
13 per cent for a mix of gas and electricity.   
That covers all other states apart from Tasmania, which already has 90 per cent renewable energy.  The 
government has come out big on climate change.  There is a Minister for Climate Change, yet the renewable 
energy targets are not being met.  The targets cover only the south west interconnected system, which means that 
the north west interconnected system and the non-interconnected systems, which make up 45 per cent, are left 
out.  The government is playing with numbers.  The government will not lower greenhouse gas emissions by 
allowing a lower target.  The government should go back and reassess its position.  It should come to Parliament 
and the community with a genuine position. 
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I address some local issues.  As the Minister for Police and Emergency Services is in the house, I remind him 
that I now have a list of schools from which crossing wardens are to be removed, and I will be writing to those 
schools to tell them about the review that was presented to the government two years ago in relation to school 
crossings.  I hope that all of those schools will help me lobby the government to stop school traffic wardens 
being taken away from busy roads.   

Many members have talked about underground power.  That is an issue that affects many of my constituents.  
The community is very disappointed that the government has taken money and royalties from the community for 
years - I refer to not only this government, but also previous governments - and the money has not been put back 
into underground power.  I turn to the issue of transport.  Although the government believes it will improve 
transport with the opening of the railway line, unless transport is improved within the suburbs, people will not 
use the railway line.  Another potential problem for my electorate will be the increase in traffic along Canning 
Highway and Leach Highway because of the removal of the bypass.  People in my electorate are very concerned 
about the increase in traffic.  Another local issue is the fact that the government has refused to build a public 
toilet at the proposed train station in my electorate.  The government is asking passengers to get off the train and 
walk a kilometre to use a toilet, which would take elderly people maybe half an hour there and back. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  That’s disgraceful! 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  It is.  The government has refused to install a public toilet at a train station where - 

Mr J.E. McGrath:  Canning Bridge. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Canning Bridge?  There will be at least 1 000 people using that station each day.  I 
asked the Speaker how many toilets there are in Parliament House.  I do not have the figures.  I have not done 
the equation yet; it probably works out to one toilet for every two or three members.  We could have our names 
in gold lettering on the toilet!  The government will not provide this facility to the community, yet 15 months 
ago a new toilet was installed in Parliament House, just outside the Legislative Council; there were already a 
couple of dozen toilets in the Parliament building. 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  I don’t think that’s an accurate toilet analysis. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I will provide the numbers for the member for Swan Hills. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Not even an outside dunny? 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  The government will not give people a toilet.  The member for Hillarys - 

Several members interjected. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  No, I am not talking about the toilet now; I will do my best to shame the government 
over the toilet issue.  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  So they should be ashamed. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  One day the member for Hillarys could help me -  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I try to help the member for Alfred Cove all the time; she knows that.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  What we could do is have each of us sit on a toilet and stay there.  When the Labor 
Party comes knocking at the door, we could tell the members that there is another toilet down the road at Kings 
Park.  It is only one kilometre away; they could just walk down there. 

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I hope maybe one day, the member for Hillarys and other members might support me 
in doing that. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I am happy to sit on the toilet for you any day. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Thank you, member for Hillarys.  However, the member for Hillarys mentioned a 
committee, and this about the climate change issue that the government has been pushing.  The government 
should establish a bipartisan committee to consider the issue of climate change and greenhouse gas emissions.  
Both sides of the house would then be joining in on the debate and looking at the issue so that commitments 
could be made for the next 15, 20, 30, 40 and 50 years.   
Seniors in my area have asked me to bring to the government’s attention a discrepancy in Seniors Cards between 
Western Australia and the other states.  Seniors believe that there should be national standards.  In Western 
Australia, people are allowed to use and have a Seniors Card only if they work fewer than 20 hours a week, 
whereas in Victoria and Queensland, seniors can work for up to 35 hours and still have a Seniors Card.  Seniors 
are coming to Western Australia from the eastern states, and are unable to use their cards.  Seniors in Western 
Australia feel that the other states are looking after their seniors and Western Australia is not.  I wanted to also 
raise -  
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Mr R.F. Johnson:  So they are being discriminated against?   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Yes. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Our seniors in Western Australia are being discriminated against by this government. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  In terms of both the Seniors Card and aged care.   

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Order! 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Many of the seniors are worried about the standards in aged care.   

The Leader of the National Party gave a very good account of issues affecting rural areas.  Some of the questions 
that I want to ask the government in relation to rural areas are about the renewable remote power generation 
program.  This is a federal government program that provides funding to support the uptake of renewable energy 
in regional areas.  It also supports the development of the Australian renewable energy industry.  Money is 
provided by the federal government to each of the states, and in Western Australia that money is administered by 
the Sustainable Energy Development Office.  I believe the funding that has been made available to Western 
Australia is approximately $100 million.  I will ask the government for some figures to make sure that that 
money has not just gone into empire building for the Sustainable Energy Development Office.  I want figures on 
how much money has gone into different programs in the rural area, such as the renewable energy water 
pumping program, industry development and support projects, the remote area power system, the rural 
renewable energy program, the regional energy efficiency program, Bushlight and any other programs in the 
regional area.  I will put some questions on notice regarding each of those programs.  This government is 
espousing the need to address climate change - we now have a Minister for Climate Change - and reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions, but we are not seeing the proof in the pudding.   

MS J.A. RADISICH (Swan Hills - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.34 pm]:  I thank the Minister for Police and 
Emergency Services for the cheers; he has clearly been awaiting my speech throughout the duration of this 
second reading reply to the budget. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Absolutely! 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I think I am lucky to stand in this place this afternoon as the lucky last member of 
Parliament to talk in reply to the 2007-08 budget.  I am lucky because I live in a state with a Treasurer who has 
produced a responsible, focused, sustainable budget for the future of the state.  Clearly, the government is 
meeting all the commitments it made to the people of Western Australia and it is delivering them in a responsible 
fashion.  I am quite sure that, despite the fact the budget has been criticised as “boring”, the budget would have 
been equally, if not more so, criticised if it had been full of gimmicks, glitz or glamour.  I therefore disagree with 
those members who criticised the budget on its lack of glitz or glamour.  I believe there is a way to run a 
responsible budget, and that is in the sustainable and economically responsible approach taken by the Treasurer. 

Insofar as my electorate is concerned, this year’s budget is all about following up on the commitments that have 
been made over time, particularly those made at the 2005 election, rolling out those commitments and delivering 
them in an efficient fashion.  That is what people in Swan Hills expect from the government, and that is what 
they are receiving.  There are a number of examples of projects in my electorate that have been rolled out; I will 
update the house on them.  It is interesting to note that several of the commitments made to the Swan Hills 
electorate that have been rolled out have been the subject of debate right here in this chamber.  They include 
projects such as those at Ellenbrook Secondary College, at Middle Swan Road and, I think, the Ellenbrook 
Police Station.  Despite all the antagonism, frenzy and hysteria generated by the opposition about these essential 
projects in the electorate of Swan Hills, I am pleased to report that many of them are either in train and on time 
or have been completed - that is, they are in use or are servicing the community in the delivery of programs.   

Where are we at?  The commitment to construct several passing lanes on the quite dangerous Toodyay Road has 
been met, and the lanes were officially opened by the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure earlier this year.  
Those lanes have enhanced safety on Toodyay Road for the many heavy-haulage vehicles and passenger vehicles 
that transit along that road every day. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Member for Swan Hills, how about putting you in for moving them a little bit further up 
the road?  I am pleased to see that your bit is done but the rest of it is very dangerous. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  On Toodyay? 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Yes. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I am quite sure the member for Avon will make the relevant and effective representations 
to the minister on behalf of his electorate, as I have done in the past.  I think that is an effective way of achieving 
results for my constituents. 
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Mr M.W. Trenorden:  It doesn’t happen to be my electorate but it is something that I have a passion for. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Okay.  As far as other road infrastructure is concerned, as I said before, the Middle Swan 
Road project has been the subject of debate in this house in the past.  The current budget allocates just under 
$5 million to get construction of the first part of that road underway.  The total cost of the project will be 
$59 million.  The bulk of the construction will commence towards the end of 2008; therefore, the $5 million in 
the current budget represents a sum to get the first part of the project underway.  I think construction will 
commence at the end of this year, which is very exciting.  There are issues of access to some of the properties 
located on Middle Swan Road to be worked through, of course.  Access to the facilities at Bandyup Prison is also 
of concern, as well as the potential increase in traffic for people who live in West Swan around Victoria Road.  
All these issues are being worked through by a working group that has been facilitated by Main Roads and its 
project managers, which is going along nicely.   

What has not been progressed - I am very disappointed about this - is the upgrading and enhancement of Great 
Eastern Highway from Greenmount to Mundaring.  As members will be aware, Great Eastern Highway is part of 
the national highway and part of the AusLink funding program.  Yet again, in the Howard Liberal government’s 
federal budget there is no allocation to this project.  This is extremely disappointing.  It has been an ongoing 
problem for many years.  It affects people not only in my electorate, but also in every electorate east to 
Kalgoorlie.  The closer we get to Midland, coming from the east, the higher the concentration of traffic.  That 
stretch of highway has not received as much attention as other parts of Great Eastern Highway; for example, the 
stretch that passes Northam or the area from Sawyers Valley to The Lakes.  That $90 million investment by the 
federal government has improved those sections.  However, no attention has been given to the road where the 
greatest number of driveways and the greatest concentration of traffic are located.  The message to people in 
Swan Hills and the federal electorate of Pearce is that they should take advantage of this phase of the federal 
election cycle and lobby the federal member for Pearce and the candidates for that seat to ensure that whichever 
government is returned at the federal election there will be a proper commitment of funds to Great Eastern 
Highway.  Parts of the road have been unsafe for far too long.  It is not acceptable that the state government 
should have to step up to the plate every time the federal government fails in its responsibility to deliver to 
Western Australians a fair amount of the road budget.  It happens time and again.  It is all about the eastern 
seaboard and it is just not fair and not good enough. 

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Will you take an interjection?  The name of the road is a lie.  The only part of Great 
Eastern Highway that is correct is “Eastern”.  The rest of it is a lie.  It is not great and it is not a highway! 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I concur wholeheartedly with the member for Avon.  It is a disgrace. 

Enough about roads.  My time seems to have disappeared quite rapidly. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  It seems like ages to us! 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I am disappointed because the member for South Perth promised me he would come into 
the chamber during my address to fire off some interjections and see how I coped in response.  It was all a hoax; 
all hot air. 

Mr A.J. Simpson:  He can’t; he is down the terrace. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  That is not my problem.  All talk, no action - that is what we get from the Liberal Party 
yet again. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Don’t start being nasty.  You were okay up till now.  I don’t mind you attacking the feds, but 
don’t start attacking us! 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Members opposite are very delicate creatures. 
The Carpenter Labor government is also delivering on education in Swan Hills.  I mentioned before that 
Ellenbrook Secondary College has been the subject of debate in this house.  That college opened in February this 
year.  It is heading towards 300 students.  It has an excellent principal in Leigh Cottrill and it is serving 
Ellenbrook well.  There is a 100 per cent uniform wearing rate and a significant decrease in behaviour 
management and discipline issues compared with the same cohort of students coming from the primary schools.  
Having that facility, the high quality of teaching and the high standards the school is trying to bring to the eastern 
region is certainly a boon for the local area. 
Other projects are coming along well.  I refer to the Darlington Primary School upgrade, the Bullsbrook District 
High School upgrade and the new Coolamon Primary School in Ellenbrook.  In October 2006 the new music 
centre at Eastern Hills High School began to be used by students.  In the future, in order to complement that new 
music centre, I hope Eastern Hills Senior High School will achieve specialist music school status.  At present, 
students from the hills, many of whom have a particular strength or skill in music or the performing arts, have to 
go to the specialist music schools in the city.  That is a long way to go for people living in the hills.  I think there 
is a threshold number of talented students in the performing arts, in particular music, in the hills, which would 
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warrant the school being given specialist music status.  That is something I hope to work on in future with the 
school.   

All is not rosy, however, when it comes to the delivery of some education projects in my area.  I have a 
particular grudge to bear - I am reluctant to say this - against Spotless, the company that project-manages many 
construction and upgrade maintenance projects for the Department of Education and Training.  In the case of the 
car park at Mount Helena Primary School, it has simply not performed the job that it has been paid to do.  That is 
quite disgraceful.  Funding was set aside for that project nearly three years ago, but nothing has happened.  We 
keep hearing hollow promises from Spotless about when that work will be done.  However, it has shown little 
commitment to the project.  It has not returned the school’s phone calls and it has not shown up to any meetings.  
Three years after funding was allocated, there is still no new car park.  The government is fulfilling its end of the 
bargain by responding to the community’s request for a better organised and more safe parking area.  The 
government allocated between $100 000 and $150 000 for the project, but nothing has happened.  I, for one, 
blame Spotless, as do the parents and citizens association and the school community.  This is not the first time 
that Spotless has not delivered a project for a school.  I do not know whether that is because the quantum of the 
project is not enough to warrant Spotless giving those jobs priority.  However, whether we are talking about a $1 
contract, a $100 000 contract or a $1 million, simply dismissing a project -  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Where has the money come from? 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  From the state government. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  The state government has given between $100 000 and $150 000 to assist parents to park at 
your school. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Yes. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  You’re very lucky.  I have been trying for years to get that same sort of funding.  I would be 
happy with $50 000. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Nothing has been delivered, so I will get back to the member when it happens.   

Lord knows that, in the past two and a half years, numerous dates for the project’s start and finish times have 
been given.  It is apparently a six-week turnaround.  The latest commencement date is the end of May.  I guess 
that remains to be seen.  I seriously think that the Department of Education and Training and the Minister for 
Education and Training must look at the way in which some of these contracts are managed.  

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Phew!  

I turn to the issue of community safety, which is a subject dear to the heart of every member who is present in 
the chamber for individual and different reasons.  I am pleased to announce that the doors of the new Ellenbrook 
Police Station will open on Monday, which is quite exciting.  The Liberal opposition criticised the government 
about this project and said that it would not happen and that it was all talk.  However, the doors to the new 
station will open on Monday.  Police will be staffing the station and patrolling the area in police cars.  They will 
be engaged in frontline policing in the Ellenbrook and Swan Valley area.  The opening of the Ellenbrook Police 
Station means that the northern part of my electorate will no longer be served by police cars from Midland.  
People in that area will receive a more efficient and effective policing service and will be able to drop into the 
station in Ellenbrook to put faces to the names of its officers.  There will be better community safety outcomes 
for the whole area.  Unfortunately, there have been a few hiccups.  That seems to happen with most 
infrastructure projects these days.  One hitch has been having electricity hooked up to the station.  Sometimes, 
despite the best endeavours of everybody involved, these things happen.  It is very exciting that the officer in 
charge, Senior Sergeant Bennison, and his team will be opening their doors on Monday.   

What else exciting is happening in Swan Hills that I am sure members want to know about?  This is a good one!  
In August, we will be having the inaugural Mundaring Truffle Festival.  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  No!   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Yes.  Who knows Gabriel Gaté?  Special truffle master classes will be held, and there 
will be chefs from leading and national restaurants, with Gabriel Gaté, the famous television chef, coming to 
Mundaring to run a cooking class, so there will be lots of famous faces for the cooking world!  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  When can you get Nigella?  I’ll come if you get her. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Nigella cannot come this time, but I am sure she will be able to attend in the future when 
she hears how big an event the Mundaring Truffle Festival will be.  I commend Jennifer Rupp and the team in 
Mundaring, which has been working on this economic development, tourism and food and wine initiative.  It is 
supported by the shire as well as Alain Fabreques from the Loose Box as well as other proprietors from around 
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Mundaring who have all worked together to make this event happen.  There will be fun for all the families, with 
free activities as well as other activities that people can participate in.  It is very exciting.  

What have we got to work on?   

Ms S.E. Walker:  You’re doing well.  

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I need to have a little rest; it has been a long week!  I need an interjection to fire me up!  

Ms S.E. Walker:  Can’t you do better than that, member, as a woman?  You’re letting women down!  

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I am glad the member for Nedlands raised that point.  Sometimes governments do not 
make decisions that are about people, but do I have an example for the member of how the bureaucracy has been 
working for people!  I know members opposite are shocked; I know they do not believe it, but the Minister for 
Education and Training has responded positively to a very important request that I have made of him.  It will 
incur no cost to government and there will be a net benefit to students in my community.  
Ms S.E. Walker:  Are you in the same faction? 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  No.  This is an example of one of those little things that we, as members of Parliament, 
can help out with to navigate the complicated bureaucratic system when sometimes no-one else can.  The 
example I am talking about is the dedicated Ellenbrook Secondary College bus.  Given that the bus catering to 
that college, which I have just spoken about, has vacancies because this is its first year of operation, and only 
two aged cohorts are using it at the moment, there is some space on it.  What is happening with that empty 
space?  Until last week, nothing was happening.  From two days ago the students from Ellenbrook Christian 
College have been granted access to seats on that state government funded service.  
Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Can they be trusted?   
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  I think so.  
Mr R.F. Johnson:  Member for Swan Hills, I have really enjoyed your speech very much indeed.   
Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Please do not go! 
Mr R.F. Johnson:  Please don’t think I’m being rude; I have to go or I will be late.  I’m sorry I shall miss the 
rest of your speech!  

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Have a great evening. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  And you. 

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Goodbye, member for Hillarys.  

Mr C.J. Barnett:  We have the choice of listening to your speech or sitting in freeway traffic! 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  When we get over the love-fest, maybe we can finish the speech.  Dear me!   

Ms J.A. RADISICH:  Despite that particular victory for students from Ellenbrook Christian College, members 
might be surprised to learn that there is still more work to be done by me to smooth out a few rocky roads for the 
establishment of that new school.  One thing I would really like to see at the new Ellenbrook Secondary College 
is an A-type traffic warden.  I am very disappointed that this has not been allocated to that school as yet.  
However, that is something I will continue to work on with the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who 
I know is in the chamber at the moment.  I need to point out to the house - I know I am not the only member to 
face issues with the allocation of traffic wardens - that I received a letter that I can assume has been written by 
the School Crossing and Roads Safety Committee, which advises that the only difference between a traffic 
warden at an A-type and a B-type school crossing is that traffic wardens at A-type school crossings are fully 
funded and employed by the WA Police, whereas those at B-type crossings are either volunteers or honorary 
traffic wardens, who receive remuneration from the services from alternative sources such as P&Cs. 
I think a person could say that that is stating the bleeding obvious.  The reason schools apply for traffic wardens 
is so that they can be funded and employed in a professional manner to perform that task twice a day five days a 
week during school time and get paid for that.  I do not believe that the role of a traffic warden is a volunteer 
activity.  There is a reason this has evolved over time.  However, given that the high school is on a main street in 
a regional centre and that the traffic is growing on a daily basis, the school warrants having an A-type school 
crossing at the earliest opportunity. 
There is always more to be said about the great and growing electorate of Swan Hills, which is the largest 
geographic electorate in the metropolitan area.  It is 1 600 square kilometres.  It is more densely populated and 
vast in terms of land than almost all country seats.   
I will focus my attention on a few hitches I have come across while representing my constituents that I want to 
bring to the attention of the house.  These are things that need attention and political intervention so that 
bureaucracy does work for people.  It should not work against people.  I refer to the case of a 23-year-old woman 
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from Bullsbrook in my electorate.  Her parents are deceased.  She is the sole carer of her three younger siblings.  
In her mother’s will she and her siblings were left the property in which they live.  The will also provides for all 
the expenses and outgoings to do with the property to be the responsibility of the 23-year-old woman.  She does 
not have ownership of the house.  The house will remain in trust until the youngest of the four children reaches 
21 years of age.  The executor of the will is not a member of the family.  There are poor relations at this time 
between them.  As such, the will has not gone to probate.  Therefore, the 23-year-old woman is currently liable 
for the full cost of water and shire rates, which are hefty in anyone’s language, but more so for a young woman 
who has recently lost her mother and who is not able to work full-time because she is caring for three younger 
siblings.  It is all getting a bit much for her.  Neither the Water Corporation nor the City of Swan will provide a 
pensioner discount on the rates for the property despite the fact that the 23-year-old is a Centrelink recipient.  I 
believe she has a carer’s pension.  The reason they will not provide that discount is that the property has not 
passed through probate and therefore the ownership has not transferred to either the woman or the three younger 
children.  The Rates and Charges (Rebates and Deferment) Act provides that the property has to go through 
probate.  The four siblings are living in the house, and they are fully responsible for the maintenance, payments, 
all outgoings and all responsibilities associated with the house.  They are in receipt of a commonwealth pension 
and are not eligible for a pensioner discount from the Water Corporation or the City of Swan, which I believe is 
about 50 per cent.  This is a matter of a few hundred dollars, which would make a lot of difference to this family.  
They are hindered in receiving this discount by the act I referred to.  This is an example in which practicality has 
been overridden by bureaucracy.  I have written to the Treasurer asking him to review the act and its application 
to make it more practical for extraordinary cases such as these and to make the system fairer rather than its 
current rigid application.   
Another situation of unfairness that I have come across relates to the leasing of retail premises in my electorate.  
I have a case in which a woman decided to start a clothing store.  She approached the local real estate agent and 
advised the nature of the business for which she wanted to lease the premises for, and was shown a block of 
units.  She took up a lease and spent $150 000 to establish her business.  She has been operating for some time, 
but was recently issued with a notice requesting her to justify the kind of activity she carries out in the premises, 
and advising that if she could not prove that she was not in a primarily retail business, she would be evicted.  
Several things have happened.  The real estate agent, who is also a local person, did not disclose to the retail 
store owner that she was not permitted to conduct retail activity in that building.  When the application went to 
the local government for the business to be approved, although the local government had a record of the 
restrictive covenant on the property it was not brought to the attention of the lessee.  There was a serious breach 
of the law, in my view, about non-disclosure of a restrictive covenant.  Again, the bureaucracy could have 
remedied the situation by noticing that the application was for retail purposes, known about the covenant, and 
advised the lessee or rejected the application.  However, the application to run that business was approved.  This 
is a terrible situation.  This person will now have to pursue this through civil action.  It astounds me that there are 
still cowboys around who are happy to rip people off and mislead people engaging in economic activities in their 
own area.  That is extremely disappointing.  On that matter, I am asking the local government to review its 
practices as an extra mechanism to try to help out people who might be going down this path.  Having said all 
that, I did ask my constituent whether she had shown the lease to a lawyer before signing it, and unfortunately 
she had not.  That is a lesson for many people: it is always a case of buyer beware when entering into any legal 
arrangement, particularly one involving such sums of money.  That is the advice I gave.  There is always 
something going on that people will need help and assistance with, and we are all in the fortunate position of 
having access to a range of resources and networks to help people in these situations.  
In my last two minutes I will raise the issue of the Building Disputes Tribunal.  I know that a grievance was 
raised this morning about the conduct and operation of the Building Disputes Tribunal, and I have a case before 
me in which my constituents argue that they have been treated extremely poorly.  They claim they were given 
misinformation.  Their respondent brought a lawyer, but they were told that there was no point in having one, so 
they felt they were disadvantaged at that time.  The BDT was designed so that ordinary people could raise issues 
of concern and get reasonably speedy and cheap outcomes.  I do not think that this is occurring.  That was raised 
in the grievance by another member this morning.  This is not the first time a complaint has been brought to me 
about the BDT, and I want to put it on the agenda.  That is yet another issue I need to discuss with the relevant 
minister, to make sure that the bureaucracy that we all preside over is actually working for people and not 
against them. 
Question put and passed.  
Bill (Appropriation (Consolidated Account) Bill (No. 1) 2007) read a second time.  

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED ACCOUNT) BILL (NO. 2) 2007 
Second Reading 

Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time. 
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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
On motion by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House), resolved - 

That the house at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 12 June 2007 at 2.00 pm. 

ELECTRICITY CORPORATIONS AMENDMENT BILL 2006 
Restoration to Notice Paper - Notice of Motion 

By leave, Mr M.W. Trenorden gave notice that at the next sitting of the house he would move - 

That the Electricity Corporations Amendment Bill 2006 be restored to the point it had reached prior to 
its removal from the notice paper on Wednesday, 16 May 2007. 

House adjourned at 6.05 pm 

__________ 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - ANNUAL BASE SALARIES 

1843. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Public Sector Management 

In the same format as the answer provided to Legislative Assembly Question on Notice 1273 of 2006, will the 
Premier please advise - 

As at 31 December 2006, how many permanent and fixed-term employees, by Agency, had an annual base 
salary in the range of - 

(a) $100,000 to $149,999; 

(b) $150,000 to $199,999; and 

(c) $200,000 and above? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a)-(c) Figures are based on the annual base salary as reported to the Department of the Premier and Cabinet by 
agencies in the Human Resource Minimum Obligatory Information Records system for permanent and 
fixed term employees at 30 December 2006 and includes all public sector workers from employing 
agencies other than the Government Trading Enterprises and Universities. 

For the period 30 June 2006 to 31 December 2006, the increase in the number of employees with an 
annual base salary in the range of $100,000 to $149,999 includes: 

• Western Australia Police Service, an increase of 42 FTEs; 
• Department of Education and Training, an increase of 19 FTEs; 
• Department of Corrective Services, an increase of 15 FTEs; 
• Corruption and Crime Commission, an increase of 8 FTEs. 
• Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions of 8 FTEs 

WA Police: 
The increase relates to movement into a higher pay bracket following the Enterprise Bargaining 
Agreement, which was effective as at 18 December 2006. 

Department of Education and Training: 
The increase in the number of employees earning in excess of $100,000 pa is mostly as a result of a pay 
increase from $98,000 pa to $100,000 pa for principals on step 1 of the Level 6 Principals’ salary scale. 

Department of Corrective Services: 
Increases reflect the appointment of staff to positions created from the Mahoney Inquiry and movement 
into higher bands arising from the Public Sector General Agreement 2006 pay increase. 

Office of Director of Public Prosecutions: 
Increases reflect the appointment of State Prosecutors following a funding increase in March 2006.  For 
the period 30 June 2006 to 31 December 2006, the increase in the number of employees with an annual 
base salary in the range of $150,000 to $199,999 includes: 

• Department of Health, an increase of 64 FTEs; 
• Department of the Attorney General, an increase of 20 FTEs. 

Health: 
The reason for the increase in the number of Health employees in the $150 - 199K band is the result of 
the 3% October 2006 increase to doctors' salaries moving the Level 18 salary from $148,454 to 
$152,908. 

Department of the Attorney General: 
Increases are due to movement into higher bands arising from the Public Sector General 
Agreement 2006 pay increase.  For the period 30 June 2006 to 31 December 2006, there has been a 
decrease by one of permanent and fixed term employees with an annual base salary in the range of more 
than $200,000.  It should also be noted that due to a reporting error, the Office of Shared Services 
employees were not included in June 2006 figures. They have now been included under the Department 
of Premier and Cabinet. 

[See paper 2718.] 
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - CONSUMPTION OF 
WATER AND ELECTRICITY 

1876. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Energy; Resources; Industry and Enterprise 

(1) What was the total volume of water (in litres) and amount of electricity (in kilowatt hours) used by each 
individual department and agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office, during 
the following financial years - 

(a) 2002-2003; 

(b) 2003-2004; 

(c) 2004-2005; and 

(d) 2005-2006? 

(2) Can the Minister provide corresponding figures for each specific department, agency or office, 
including the name of each specific department, agency or office? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

The Minister for Energy; Resources; Industry and Enterprise has provided the following response: 

(1)-(2) Detailed information regarding energy consumption is already provided to the parliament.  

Energy consumption profiles of all general government sector agencies with 25 or more FTEs is 
detailed in the Energy Smart Government reports for 2002/03, 2003/04, 2004/05 and 2005/06 that have 
been tabled in Parliament and are available from the Parliamentary Library and the Sustainable Energy 
Development Office. Identifying the electricity consumption of agencies or offices below this threshold 
would be resource intensive. 

In relation to water usage, the State Government is conscious of the need to conserve water and has 
encouraged installation of water saving measures in Government owned and leased premises. These 
measures include the introduction of dual flush toilets, waterless urinals and water flow restrictions to 
hand basins. 

In relation to specific water usage of each agency and their individual offices, this information is not 
available as in a majority of cases, water charges are included as part of a general charge for outgoings 
and usage is not communicated to individual tenants of multi tenanted buildings. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1950. Mr M.J. Birney to the Premier; Minister for Federal-State Relations; Trade; Innovation; Science; Public 
Sector Management 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Premier last month? 
(a) What was the job title for each of these employees; and 
(b) What is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Premier’s control last month 
(please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Premier’s control last month and what was 
the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Premier’s control last month (please list agencies) - 
(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 
(b) mobile phones; and 
(c) government-owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Premier’s control - 
(a) market research/polling; 
(b) television advertising; 
(c) print media advertising; and 
(d) radio advertising? 
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(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Premier last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Premier and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what was the 
nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Premier spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give reasons 
for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Premier’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend on their 
government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Premier spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, excluding 
items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a breakdown of all 
items in excess of $200)? 

(11) Who did the Premier purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, and - 
(a) how much was spent in each case; 
(b) where was the purchase made; and 
(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Premier have last month? 

(13) Can the Premier advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff last 
month were - 
(a) rejected; 
(b) approved; and 
(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Premier visit - 

(a) the Departmental Head Office of each agency under the Premier’s control; and 

(b) any other Departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Premier’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Premier visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Premier meet with the Director General of the Department 
of each agency under his control? 

(17) Can the Premier outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament for 
policy changes or funding increases within the Department last month? 

(18) Did the Premier give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating to the 
Premier’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Premier give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Premier’s 
responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Premier? 
(a) If yes, can the Premier advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Premier or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the following, and 
if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 
(a) Julian Grill; 
(b) Brian Burke; 
(c) Megan Anwyl; and 
(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Premier’s office on - 
(a) plant hire and purchases; and 
(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinarily wide scope of 
information being sought. 
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To develop a response would require a significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources to 
source and collate all information requested. 

The Government does endeavour to answer the majority of questions on notice - and if there are more specific 
inquiries by the Member I will seek to answer them. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1951. Mr M.J. Birney to the Deputy Premier; Treasurer; Minister for State Development 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Deputy Premier last month? 

(a) What was the job title for each of these employees; and 

(b) What is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Deputy Premier’s control last 
month (please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Deputy Premier’s control last month and 
what was the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Deputy Premiers control last month (please list agencies) - 

(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 

(b) mobile phones; and 

(c) government-owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Deputy Premier’s 
control - 

(a) market research/polling; 

(b) television advertising; 

(c) print media advertising; and 

(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Deputy Premier last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Deputy Premier and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what 
was the nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Deputy Premier spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give 
reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Deputy Premier’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend 
on their government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Deputy Premier spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, 
excluding items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a 
breakdown of all items in excess of $200)? 

(11) Who did the Deputy Premier purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, 
and - 
(a) how much was spent in each case; 
(b) where was the purchase made; and 
(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Deputy Premier have last month? 

(13) Can the Deputy Premier advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff 
last month were - 
(a) rejected; 
(b) approved; and 
(c) not yet dealt with? 
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(14) On how many occasions last month did the Deputy Premier visit - 
(a) the Departmental Head Office of each agency under the Deputy Premier’s control; and 
(b) any other Departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Deputy Premier’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Deputy Premier visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Deputy Premier meet with the Director General of the 
Department of each agency under his control? 

(17) Can the Deputy Premier outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament 
for policy changes or funding increases within the Department last month? 

(18) Did the Deputy Premier give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating 
to the Deputy Premier’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Deputy Premier give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Deputy 
Premier’s responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Deputy 
Premier? 
(a) If yes, can the Deputy Premier advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Deputy Premier or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the 
following, and if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 
(a) Julian Grill; 
(b) Brian Burke; 
(c) Megan Anwyl; and 
(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Deputy Premier’s office on - 
(a) plant hire and purchases; and 
(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 
I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinary wide scope of information 
being sought. 
To develop a response would require a significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources to 
source and collate all information requested. 
The Government does endeavour to answer the majority of questions on notice - and if there are more specific 
inquiries by the Member I will seek to answer them. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1952. Mr M.J. Birney to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food; 
Forestry; the Mid West and Wheatbelt; Great Southern 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Minister last month? 
(a) what was the job title for each of these employees; and 
(b) what is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Minister’s control last month 
(please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Minister’s control last month and what was 
the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Minister’s control last month (please list agencies) - 
(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 
(b) mobile phones; and 
(c) government-owned cars? 
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(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Minister’s control - 

(a) market research/polling; 

(b) television advertising; 

(c) print media advertising; and 

(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Minister last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Minister and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what was the 
nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Minister spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give reasons 
for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Minister’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend on their 
government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Minister spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, excluding 
items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a breakdown of all 
items in excess of $200)? 

(11) Who did the Minister purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, and - 
(a) how much was spent in each case; 
(b) where was the purchase made; and 
(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Minister have last month? 

(13) Can the Minister advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff last 
month were - 
(a) rejected; 
(b) approved; and 
(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit - 
(a) the departmental Head Office of each agency under the Minister’s control; and 
(b) any other departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Minister’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Minister meet with the Director General of the Department 
of each agency under his/her control? 

(17) Can the Minister outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament for 
policy changes or funding increases within the department last month? 

(18) Did the Minister give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating to the 
Minister’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Minister give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Minister's 
responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Minister? 
(a) If yes, can the Minister advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Minister or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the following, and 
if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 
(a) Julian Grill; 
(b) Brian Burke; 
(c) Megan Anwyl; and 
(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Minister’s office on - 
(a) plant hire and purchases; and 
(b) flower hire or purchases? 
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(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY replied: 

I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinarily wide scope of 
information being sought.   

To develop a response would require a significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources to 
source and collate all information requested. 

The Government does endeavour to answer the majority of questions on notice - and if there are more specific 
inquiries by the Member I will seek to answer them. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1953. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for the Environment; Climate Change; Peel 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Minister last month? 
(a) what was the job title for each of these employees; and 
(b) what is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Minister’s control last month 
(please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Minister’s control last month and what was 
the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Minister’s control last month (please list agencies) - 
(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 
(b) mobile phones; and 
(c) government-owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Minister’s control - 
(a) market research/polling; 
(b) television advertising; 
(c) print media advertising; and 
(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Minister last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Minister and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what was the 
nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Minister spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give reasons 
for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Minister’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend on their 
government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Minister spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, excluding 
items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a breakdown of all 
items in excess of $200)? 

(11) Who did the Minister purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, and - 
(a) how much was spent in each case; 
(b) where was the purchase made; and 
(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Minister have last month? 

(13) Can the Minister advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff last 
month were - 
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(a) rejected; 

(b) approved; and 

(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit - 

(a) the departmental Head Office of each agency under the Minister’s control; and 

(b) any other departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Minister’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Minister meet with the Director General of the Department 
of each agency under his/her control? 

(17) Can the Minister outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament for 
policy changes or funding increases within the department last month? 

(18) Did the Minister give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating to the 
Minister’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Minister give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Minister's 
responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Minister? 

(a) If yes, can the Minister advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Minister or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the following, and 
if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 

(a) Julian Grill; 

(b) Brian Burke; 

(c) Megan Anwyl; and 

(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Minister’s office on - 

(a) plant hire and purchases; and 

(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 

I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinary wide scope of information 
being sought. 

To develop a response would require a significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources to 
source and collate all information requested. 

The Government does endeavour to answer the majority of questions on notice - and if there are more specific 
inquiries by the Member I will seek to answer them. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1954. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services; Community Safety; Water 
Resources; Sport and Recreation 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Minister last month? 

(a) What was the job title for each of these employees; and 

(b) What is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Minister’s control last month 
(please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Minister’s control last month and what was 
the task and cost of each? 
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(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Minister’s control last month (please list agencies) - 

(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 

(b) mobile phones; and 

(c) government-owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Minister’s control - 

(a) market research/polling; 

(b) television advertising; 

(c) print media advertising; and 

(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Minister last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Minister and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what was the 
nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Minister spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give reasons 
for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Minister’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend on their 
government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Minister spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, excluding 
items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a breakdown of all 
items in excess of $200)? 

(11) Who did the Minister purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, and - 
(a) how much was spent in each case; 
(b) where was the purchase made; and 
(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Minister have last month? 

(13) Can the Minister advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff last 
month were - 
(a) rejected; 
(b) approved; and 
(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit - 
(a) the Departmental Head Office of each agency under the Minister’s control; and 
(b) any other Departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Minister’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Minister meet with the Director General of the Department 
of each agency under his control? 

(17) Can the Minister outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament for 
policy changes or funding increases within the Department last month? 

(18) Did the Minister give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating to the 
Minister’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Minister give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Minister's 
responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Minister? 
(a) If yes, can the Minister advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Minister or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the following, and 
if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 
(a) Julian Grill; 
(b) Brian Burke; 
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(c) Megan Anwyl; and 

(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Minister’s office on - 

(a) plant hire and purchases; and 

(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinary wide scope of information 
being sought. 

To develop a response would require a significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources to 
source and collate all information requested. 

The Government does endeavour to answer the majority of questions on notice - and if there are more specific 
inquiries by the Member I will seek to answer them. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1955. Mr M.J. Birney to the Attorney General; Health; Electoral Affairs 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Attorney General last month? 

(a) What was the job title for each of these employees; and 

(b) What is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Attorney General’s control last 
month (please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Attorney General’s control last month and 
what was the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Attorney General’s control last month (please list agencies) - 

(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 

(b) mobile phones; and 

(c) government-owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Attorney General’s 
control - 

(a) market research/polling; 

(b) television advertising; 

(c) print media advertising; and 

(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Attorney General last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Attorney General and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what 
was the nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Attorney General spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please 
give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Attorney General’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend 
on their government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Attorney General spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, 
excluding items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a 
breakdown of all items in excess of $200)? 
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(11) Who did the Attorney General purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, 
and - 

(a) how much was spent in each case; 

(b) where was the purchase made; and 

(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Attorney General have last month? 

(13) Can the Attorney General advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial 
staff last month were - 

(a) rejected; 

(b) approved; and 

(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Attorney General visit - 

(a) the departmental Head Office of each agency under the Attorney General’s control; and 

(b) any other departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Attorney General’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Attorney General visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Attorney General meet with the Director General of the 
Department of each agency under his control? 

(17) Can the Attorney General outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of 
Parliament for policy changes or funding increases within the Department last month? 

(18) Did the Attorney General give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating 
to the Attorney General’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Attorney General give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Attorney 
General’s responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Attorney 
General? 

(a) If yes, can the Attorney General advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Attorney General or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the 
following, and if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 

(a) Julian Grill; 

(b) Brian Burke; 

(c) Megan Anwyl; and 

(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Attorney General’s office on - 

(a) plant hire and purchases; and 

(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

(1) See response provided to parliamentary question 2055. 

(2) Department of the Attorney General  14 

Director of Public Prosecutions   Nil 

Equal Opportunity Commission   Nil 

Office of the Information Commissioner  Nil 

Law Reform Commission    Nil 

Legal Aid      One 

Office of the Information Commissioner   Nil 

Solicitor General     Nil 
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(3) Department of the Attorney General  Nil 

Director of Public Prosecutions   Nil 

Office of the Information Commissioner   Nil 

Law Reform Commission    Nil 

Legal Aid      Nil 

Solicitor General     Nil 

Equal Opportunity Commission   Two (see below) 

Name Task Cost 

Information Enterprises 
Pty Ltd 

Records Management Health 
Check 

$3,000 - $4,620 approx 

Nexus Strategic 
Solutions 

Assistance with recruitment 
process 

$1,600 

(4) See response provided to parliamentary questions 4611, 4612, 4613, 4666, 4667 and 4668. 

(5) Department of the Attorney General  Nil 

Director of Public Prosecutions    Nil 

Equal Opportunity Commission   Nil 

Law Reform Commission    Nil 

Legal Aid     Nil 

Office of the Information Commissioner  Nil 

Solicitor General     Nil 

(6) Department of the Attorney General   Nil 

Director of Public Prosecutions    Nil 

Equal Opportunity Commission   Nil 

Law Reform Commission    Nil 

Legal Aid     Nil 

Office of the Information Commissioner  Nil 

Solicitor General     Nil 

(7) $2,475.06 - Attending SCAG Working Group 

$2,794.58 - Attending SCAG and Censorship Officers’ Meeting (Feb/March) 

(8) Total spent on Attorney General's Ministerial Credit Card during February 2007:  $761.68. 

Amounts over $200 were for hotel accommodation. 

(9) Total spent on Chief of Staff's Ministerial Credit Card during February 2007: $2,083.56 

Amounts over $200 were for hotel accommodation and meals. 

Media Adviser does not possess a Ministerial Credit Card. 

Total spent on Executive Officer's Ministerial Credit Card during February 2007: $2,986.75 

Amounts over $200 were for airfares. 

(10) Attorney General's Ministerial Office: No money spent on office furniture, ornaments, art and other 
items during February 2007. 

(11) Attorney General's Ministerial Office: 

(a) $31.82 
(b) Meal 
(c) Travel expenditure 

(12) Please see my earlier comments. 

(13) It would be appreciated if the Member could clarify the question. 
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(14) Several. 

(15) The Attorney General visits regional areas as required. 

(16) As required. 

(17) All matters are considered on their merit. 

(18-19) Believe it or not, from time to time, the Attorney General does talk to journalists. 

(20) The Attorney General and staff talk to a wide variety of people - not all discussions are recorded. 

(21) Nil. 

(a)-(c) Not applicable. 

(22) Nil. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1956. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Employment Protection; Housing and Works; Indigenous Affairs; 
Heritage; Land Information 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Minister last month? 

(a) What was the job title for each of these employees; and 

(b) What is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Minister’s control last month 
(please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Minister’s control last month and what was 
the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Minister’s control last month (please list agencies) - 

(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 

(b) mobile phones; and 

(c) government-owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Minister’s control - 

(a) market research/polling; 

(b) television advertising; 

(c) print media advertising; and 

(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Minister last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Minister and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what was the 
nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Minister spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give reasons 
for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Minister’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend on their 
government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Minister spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, excluding 
items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a breakdown of all 
items in excess of $200)? 

(11) Who did the Minister purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, and - 

(a) how much was spent in each case; 

(b) where was the purchase made; and 

(c) why was Government money used in each case? 
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(12) How many appointment free week days did the Minister have last month? 

(13) Can the Minister advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff last 
month were - 

(a) rejected; 

(b) approved; and 

(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit - 

(a) the Departmental Head Office of each agency under the Minister’s control; and 

(b) any other Departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Minister’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Minister meet with the Director General of the Department 
of each agency under her control? 

(17) Can the Minister outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament for 
policy changes or funding increases within the Department last month? 

(18) Did the Minister give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating to the 
Minister’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Minister give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Minister's 
responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Minister? 

(a) If yes, can the Minister advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Minister or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the following, and 
if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 
(a) Julian Grill; 
(b) Brian Burke; 
(c) Megan Anwyl; and 
(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Minister’s office on - 
(a) plant hire and purchases; and 
(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 

I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinarily wide scope of 
information being sought. 

To develop a response would require significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources to source 
and collate all information requested. 

The Government does endeavour to answer the majority of questions on notice and if there are more specific 
inquiries by the Member, I will seek to answer them. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1958. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Disability Services; Tourism; Culture and the Arts; Consumer 
Protection 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Minister last month? 

(a) What was the job title for each of these employees; and 

(b) What is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Minister’s control last month 
(please list each agency)? 
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(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Minister’s control last month and what was 
the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Minister’s control last month (please list agencies) - 

(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 

(b) mobile phones; and 

(c) government-owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Minister’s control - 

(a) market research/polling; 

(b) television advertising; 

(c) print media advertising; and 

(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Minister last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Minister and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what was the 
nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Minister spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give reasons 
for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Minister’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend on their 
government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Minister spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, excluding 
items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a breakdown of all 
items in excess of $200)? 

(11) Who did the Minister purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, and - 
(a) how much was spent in each case; 
(b) where was the purchase made; and 
(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Minister have last month? 

(13) Can the Minister advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff last 
month were - 
(a) rejected; 
(b) approved; and 
(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit - 
(a) the Departmental Head Office of each agency under the Minister’s control; and 
(b) any other Departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Minister’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Minister meet with the Director General of the Department 
of each agency under her control? 

(17) Can the Minister outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament for 
policy changes or funding increases within the Department last month? 

(18) Did the Minister give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating to the 
Minister’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Minister give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Minister's 
responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Minister? 
(a) If yes, can the Minister advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Minister or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the following, and 
if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 
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(a) Julian Grill; 
(b) Brian Burke; 
(c) Megan Anwyl; and 
(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Minister’s office on - 
(a) plant hire and purchases; and 
(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 
I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinarily wide scope of 
information being sought. 
To develop a response would require a significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources to 
source and collate all information requested. 
The Government does endeavour to answer the majority of questions on notice - and if there are more specific 
inquiries by the Member I will seek to answer them. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1959. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Education and Training; South West 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Minister last month? 

(a) What was the job title for each of these employees; and 

(b) What is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Minister’s control last month 
(please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Minister’s control last month and what was 
the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Minister’s control last month (please list agencies) - 
(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 
(b) mobile phones; and 
(c) government-owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Minister’s control - 
(a) market research/polling; 
(b) television advertising; 
(c) print media advertising; and 
(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Minister last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Minister and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what was the 
nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Minister spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give reasons 
for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Minister’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend on their 
government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Minister spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, excluding 
items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a breakdown of all 
items in excess of $200)? 
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(11) Who did the Minister purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, and - 

(a) how much was spent in each case; 

(b) where was the purchase made; and 

(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Minister have last month? 

(13) Can the Minister advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff last 
month were - 

(a) rejected; 

(b) approved; and 

(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit - 

(a) the Departmental Head Office of each agency under the Minister’s control; and 

(b) any other Departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Minister’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Minister meet with the Director General of the Department 
of each agency under his control? 

(17) Can the Minister outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament for 
policy changes or funding increases within the Department last month? 

(18) Did the Minister give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating to the 
Minister’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Minister give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Minister's 
responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Minister? 

(a) If yes, can the Minister advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Minister or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the following, and 
if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 

(a) Julian Grill; 

(b) Brian Burke; 

(c) Megan Anwyl; and 

(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Minister’s office on - 

(a) plant hire and purchases; and 

(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 

I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinarily wide scope of 
information being sought. 

To develop a response would require a significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources to 
source and collate all information requested. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1960. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Energy; Resources; Industry and Enterprise 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Minister last month? 

(a) What was the job title for each of these employees; and 

(b) What is the salary band for each of these employees? 
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(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Minister’s control last month 
(please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Minister’s control last month and what was 
the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Minister’s control last month (please list agencies) - 

(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 

(b) mobile phones; and 

(c) government-owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Minister’s control - 

(a) market research/polling; 

(b) television advertising; 

(c) print media advertising; and 

(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Minister last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Minister and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what was the 
nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Minister spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give reasons 
for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Minister’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend on their 
government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Minister spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, excluding 
items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a breakdown of all 
items in excess of $200)? 

(11) Who did the Minister purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, and - 

(a) how much was spent in each case; 

(b) where was the purchase made; and 

(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Minister have last month? 

(13) Can the Minister advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff last 
month were - 
(a) rejected; 
(b) approved; and 
(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit - 
(a) the Departmental Head Office of each agency under the Minister’s control; and 
(b) any other Departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Minister’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Minister meet with the Director General of the Department 
of each agency under his control? 

(17) Can the Minister outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament for 
policy changes or funding increases within the Department last month? 

(18) Did the Minister give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating to the 
Minister’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Minister give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Minister's 
responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Minister? 
(a) If yes, can the Minister advise the nature of the comments in each case? 
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(20) At any time last month, did the Minister or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the following, and 
if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 

(a) Julian Grill; 

(b) Brian Burke; 

(c) Megan Anwyl; and 

(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Minister’s office on - 

(a) plant hire and purchases; and 

(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

The Minister for Energy; Resources; Industry and Enterprise has provided the following response: 

I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinarily wide scope of 
information being sought. 

To develop a response would require a significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources to 
source and collate all information requested. 

The Government does endeavour to answer the majority of questions on notice - and if there are more specific 
inquiries by the Member I will seek to answer them. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1961. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government; Racing and Gaming; 
Multicultural Interests and Citizenship; Government Enterprises; Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure; Goldfields-Esperance; Youth 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Minister last month? 

(a) What was the job title for each of these employees; and 

(b) What is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Minister’s control last month 
(please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Minister’s control last month and what was 
the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Minister’s control last month (please list agencies) - 

(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 

(b) mobile phones; and 

(c) government owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Minister’s control - 

(a) market research/polling; 

(b) television advertising; 

(c) print media advertising; and 

(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Minister last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Minister and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what was the 
nature of each trip undertaken? 
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(8) How much money did the Minister spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give reasons 
for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Minister’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend on their 
government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Minister spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, excluding 
items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a breakdown of all 
items in excess of $200)? 

(11) Who did the Minister purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, and - 

(a) how much was spent in each case; 

(b) where was the purchase made; and 

(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Minister have last month? 

(13) Can the Minister advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff last 
month were - 

(a) rejected; 

(b) approved; and 

(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit - 

(a) the Departmental Head Office of each agency under the Minister’s control; and 

(b) any other Departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Minister’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Minister meet with the Director General of the Department 
of each agency under her control? 

(17) Can the Minister outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament for 
policy changes or funding increases within the Department last month? 

(18) Did the Minister give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating to the 
Minister’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Minister give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Minister's 
responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Minister? 

(a) If yes, can the Minister advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Minister or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the following, and 
if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 
(a) Julian Grill; 
(b) Brian Burke; 
(c) Megan Anwyl; and 
(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Minister’s office on - 
(a) plant hire and purchases; and 
(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 
I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinary wide scope of information 
being sought. 
To develop a response would require a significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources to 
source and collate all information requested. 
The Government does endeavour to answer the majority of questions on notice - and if there are more specific 
inquiries by the Member I will seek to answer them. 
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MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1962. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister representing the Minister for Regional Development; Fisheries; the 
Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Minister last month? 

(a) What was the job title for each of these employees; and 

(b) What is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Minister’s control last month 
(please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Minister’s control last month and what was 
the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Minister’s control last month (please list agencies) - 

(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 

(b) mobile phones; and 

(c) government owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Minister’s control - 

(a) market research/polling; 

(b) television advertising; 

(c) print media advertising; and 

(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Minister last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Minister and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what was the 
nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Minister spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give reasons 
for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Minister’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend on their 
government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Minister spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, excluding 
items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a breakdown of all 
items in excess of $200)? 

(11) Who did the Minister purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, and - 

(a) how much was spent in each case; 

(b) where was the purchase made; and 

(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Minister have last month? 

(13) Can the Minister advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff last 
month were - 

(a) rejected; 

(b) approved; and 

(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit - 

(a) the Departmental Head Office of each agency under the Minister’s control; and 

(b) any other Departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Minister’s control? 
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(15) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Minister meet with the Director General of the Department 
of each agency under his/her control? 

(17) Can the Minister outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament for 
policy changes or funding increases within the Department last month? 

(18) Did the Minister give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating to the 
Minister’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Minister give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Minister's 
responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Minister? 

(a) If yes, can the Minister advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Minister or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the following, and 
if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 
(a) Julian Grill; 
(b) Brian Burke; 
(c) Megan Anwyl; and 
(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Minister’s office on - 
(a) plant hire and purchases; and 
(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinary wide scope of information 
being sought. 

To develop a response would require a significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources to 
source and collate all information requested. 

The Government does endeavour to answer the majority of questions on notice - and if there are more specific 
inquiries by the Member I will seek to answer them. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1963. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Corrective Services; Small Business; Minister Assisting the Minister 
for Federal-State Relations 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Minister last month? 
(a) What was the job title for each of these employees; and 
(b) What is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Minister’s control last month 
(please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Minister’s control last month and what was 
the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Minister’s control last month (please list agencies) - 
(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 
(b) mobile phones; and 
(c) government owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Minister’s control - 
(a) market research/polling; 
(b) television advertising; 
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(c) print media advertising; and 

(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Minister last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Minister and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what was the 
nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Minister spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give reasons 
for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Minister’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend on their 
government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Minister spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, excluding 
items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a breakdown of all 
items in excess of $200)? 

(11) Who did the Minister purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, and - 

(a) how much was spent in each case; 

(b) where was the purchase made; and 

(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Minister have last month? 

(13) Can the Minister advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff last 
month were - 

(a) rejected; 

(b) approved; and 

(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit - 

(a) the Departmental Head Office of each agency under the Minister’s control; and 

(b) any other Departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Minister’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Minister meet with the Director General of the Department 
of each agency under her control? 

(17) Can the Minister outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament for 
policy changes or funding increases within the Department last month? 

(18) Did the Minister give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating to the 
Minister’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Minister give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Minister's 
responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Minister? 

(a) If yes, can the Minister advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Minister or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the following, and 
if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 

(a) Julian Grill; 

(b) Brian Burke; 

(c) Megan Anwyl; and 

(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Minister’s office on - 

(a) plant hire and purchases; and 

(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 
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Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

Corrective Services 

(1)-(22) I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinary wide scope of 
information being sought. 

To develop a response would require a significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources 
to source and collate all information requested. 

The Government does endeavour to answer the majority of questions on notice - and if there are more 
specific inquiries by the Member I will seek to answer them. 

SBDC 

(1)-(22) Please refer to answer above 

Federal-State Relations 

(1)-(22) The answer will be forthcoming from the Minister of Federal-State Relations. 

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, MINISTERIAL STAFF AND OFFICES - MANAGEMENT AND 
ACCOUNTABILITY ISSUES 

1964. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister representing the Minister for Child Protection; Communities; Women's 
Interests; Seniors and Volunteering 

(1) What was the maximum number (head count) of employees who were engaged in communications, 
marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, corporate and media relations) for the Department 
and the Minister last month? 

(a) What was the job title for each of these employees; and 

(b) What is the salary band for each of these employees? 

(2) How many people resigned (not retired) from each agency under the Minister’s control last month 
(please list each agency)? 

(3) How many consultants were engaged by agencies under the Minister’s control last month and what was 
the task and cost of each? 

(4) How many of the following were stolen, lost or went missing from agencies (including the Ministerial 
office) under the Minister’s control last month (please list agencies) - 

(a) laptops, notebooks, palm computers; 

(b) mobile phones; and 

(c) government-owned cars? 

(5) How much money was spent last month on the following by agencies under the Minister’s control - 

(a) market research/polling; 

(b) television advertising; 

(c) print media advertising; and 

(d) radio advertising? 

(6) What requests made for additional resources or funding were rejected or only partially approved by the 
Minister last month and what were the reasons for those rejections? 

(7) How much money did the Minister and Ministerial staff spend on travel last month and what was the 
nature of each trip undertaken? 

(8) How much money did the Minister spend on the Ministerial Credit Card last month (please give reasons 
for each spend over $200)? 

(9) How much money did the Minister’s Chief of Staff, media advisor and executive officer spend on their 
government credit cards last month (please give reasons for each spend over $200)? 

(10) How much money did the Minister spend on office furniture, ornaments, art and other items, excluding 
items of an operational nature, for the Ministerial office last month (please provide a breakdown of all 
items in excess of $200)? 

(11) Who did the Minister purchase food and/or alcohol for, using Government funds last month, and - 
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(a) how much was spent in each case; 

(b) where was the purchase made; and 

(c) why was Government money used in each case? 

(12) How many appointment free week days did the Minister have last month? 

(13) Can the Minister advise which policy change requests made by Departmental or Ministerial staff last 
month were - 

(a) rejected; 
(b) approved; and 
(c) not yet dealt with? 

(14) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit - 

(a) the departmental Head Office of each agency under the Minister’s control; and 
(b) any other departmental facility relevant to each agency under the Minister’s control? 

(15) On how many occasions last month did the Minister visit a regional area? 

(16) On how many occasions last month did the Minister meet with the Director General of the Department 
of each agency under his/her control? 

(17) Can the Minister outline the nature of all requests made by Government Members of Parliament for 
policy changes or funding increases within the department last month? 

(18) Did the Minister give any “off the record” briefings to any journalists about any matter relating to the 
Minister’s responsibilities last month and if so, what was the nature of those briefings? 

(19) Did the Minister give any comments to any journalists last month relating to the Minister's 
responsibilities with a caveat that the comments not be attributed directly to the Minister? 

(a) If yes, can the Minister advise the nature of the comments in each case? 

(20) At any time last month, did the Minister or any Ministerial staff meet with or talk to the following, and 
if so what was the nature of that meeting or discussion - 
(a) Julian Grill; 
(b) Brian Burke; 
(c) Megan Anwyl; and 
(d) John Halden? 

(21) What was the total amount of money spent by the Minister’s office on - 
(a) plant hire and purchases; and 
(b) flower hire or purchases? 

(22) What was the total number, and the total value of insurance claims made through RiskCover by the 
Ministerial Office? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 

I am unable to provide answers to all the questions on notice due to the extraordinary wide scope of information 
being sought. 

To develop a response would require a significant and unreasonable allocation of Government resources to 
source and collate all information requested. 

The Government does endeavour to answer the majority of questions on notice - and if there are more specific 
inquiries by the Member I will seek to answer them. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2003. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Premier; Minister for Federal-State Relations; Trade; Innovation; Science; 
Public Sector Management 

For each Department and Agency under the Premier’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the Premier 
please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 
(b) training programs; 



 [ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 17 May 2007] 2423 

 

(c) printing; 

(d) computer development and support services; 

(e) actuarial services; 

(f) publicity and promotional programs; 

(g) project management services; 

(h) valuations; 

(i) accounting services; 

(j) customer surveys; and 

(k) bench marking, 

that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 

(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Mr A.J. CARPENTER replied: 

(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20,000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 
agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act, are already made publicly available on 
the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior to 31 
October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the WAGCIBB. 

The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore the considerable amount of information sought would be difficult to extract from 
existing records. I am not prepared to divert the significant resources required to provide the requested 
information. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2004. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Deputy Premier; Treasurer; Minister for State Development 

For each Department and Agency under the Deputy Premier’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the 
Duty Minister please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 

(b) training programs; 

(c) printing; 

(d) computer development and support services; 

(e) actuarial services; 

(f) publicity and promotional programs; 

(g) project management services; 

(h) valuations; 

(i) accounting services; 

(j) customer surveys; and 

(k) bench marking, 

that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 

(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20,000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 
agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act, are already made publicly available on 
the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior to 31  
October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the WAGCIBB. 
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The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore the considerable amount of information sought would be difficult to extract from 
existing records. I am not prepared to divert the significant resources required to provide the requested 
information. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2005. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food; 
Forestry; the Mid West and Wheatbelt; Great Southern 

For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the Minister 
please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 
(b) training programs; 
(c) printing; 
(d) computer development and support services; 
(e) actuarial services; 
(f) publicity and promotional programs; 
(g) project management services; 
(h) valuations; 
(i) accounting services; 
(j) customer surveys; and 
(k) bench marking, 

that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 
(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Mr M.P. WHITELY replied: 

(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20,000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 
agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act, are already made publicly available on 
the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior to 31 
October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the WAGCIBB. 

The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore the considerable amount of information sought would be difficult to extract from 
existing records. I am not prepared to divert the significant resources required to provide the requested 
information. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2006. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for the Environment; Climate Change; Peel 
For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the Minister 
please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 
(b) training programs; 
(c) printing; 
(d) computer development and support services; 
(e) actuarial services; 
(f) publicity and promotional programs; 
(g) project management services; 
(h) valuations; 
(i) accounting services; 
(j) customer surveys; and 
(k) bench marking, 
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that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 

(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 

(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20,000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 
agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act, are already made publicly available on 
the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior to 31 
October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the WAGCIBB. 

The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore the considerable amount of information sought would be difficult to extract from 
existing records. I am not prepared to divert the significant resources required to provide the requested 
information. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2007. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services; Community Safety; Water 
Resources; Sport and Recreation 

For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the Minister 
please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 

(b) training programs; 

(c) printing; 

(d) computer development and support services; 

(e) actuarial services; 

(f) publicity and promotional programs; 

(g) project management services; 

(h) valuations; 

(i) accounting services; 

(j) customer surveys; and 

(k) bench marking, 

that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 

(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE replied: 

(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20 000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 
agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act 1991, are already made publicly available 
on the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior 
to 31 October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the 
WAGCIBB. 

The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore the considerable amount of information sought would be difficult to extract from 
existing records. I am not prepared to divert the significant resources required to provide the requested 
information. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2008. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Attorney General; Health; Electoral Affairs 

For each Department and Agency under the Attorney General’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the 
Attorney General please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 
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(a) engineering services; 

(b) training programs; 

(c) printing; 

(d) computer development and support services; 

(e) actuarial services; 

(f) publicity and promotional programs; 

(g) project management services; 

(h) valuations; 

(i) accounting services; 

(j) customer surveys; and 

(k) bench marking, 

that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 

(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

On 2 May 2006 (PQ 947) the Member asked for the same information relating to different time periods. 

At that time, I advised the Member "answering questions of this nature are time consuming and labour resource 
intensive. For each department and agency, it requires diverting scarce resources away from core service 
provision. If the Member has a specific question, I will endeavour to answer it, but I am unable to continually 
agree to limited resources, particularly health resources, being diverted to across-the-board detailed "catch all" 
questions." 

I have been advised by the Department of Health that it took 3 weeks to answer PQ 247 and similar resources 
and timelines are required to answer this question. 

I can provide, in writing, the information sought by the end of May 2007 to the Member, but it would assist in 
the effective and efficient use of Health Department resources, if the Member could advise of any specific 
conduct or operation of contractors/consultants that is of concern. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2010. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the Minister 
please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 
(b) training programs; 
(c) printing; 
(d) computer development and support services; 
(e) actuarial services; 

(f) publicity and promotional programs; 

(g) project management services; 

(h) valuations; 

(i) accounting services; 

(j) customer surveys; and 

(k) bench marking, 

that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 

(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 
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Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20,000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 
agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act, are already made publicly available on 
the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior 
to 31 October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the 
WAGCIBB. 

The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore it is practically impossible to provide the details requested. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2011. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Disability Services; Tourism; Culture and the Arts; Consumer 
Protection 

For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the Minister 
please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 

(b) training programs; 

(c) printing; 

(d) computer development and support services; 

(e) actuarial services; 

(f) publicity and promotional programs; 

(g) project management services; 

(h) valuations; 

(i) accounting services; 

(j) customer surveys; and 

(k) bench marking, 

that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 

(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Ms S.M. McHALE replied: 

(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20,000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 
agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act, are already made publicly available on 
the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior to 31 
October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the WAGCIBB. 

The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore the considerable amount of information sought would be difficult to extract from 
existing records. I am not prepared to divert the significant resources required to provide the requested 
information. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2012. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Education and Training; South West 

For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the Minister 
please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 

(b) training programs; 

(c) printing; 

(d) computer development and support services; 

(e) actuarial services; 
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(f) publicity and promotional programs; 
(g) project management services; 
(h) valuations; 
(i) accounting services; 
(j) customer surveys; and 
(k) bench marking, 

that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 
(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Mr M. McGOWAN replied: 

(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20,000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 
agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act, are already made publicly available on 
the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior to 31 
October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the WAGCIBB. 

The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore the considerable amount of information sought would be difficult to extract from 
existing records. I am not prepared to divert the significant resources required to provide the requested 
information. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2013. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Energy; Resources; Industry and Enterprise 

For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the Minister 
please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 
(b) training programs; 
(c) printing; 
(d) computer development and support services; 
(e) actuarial services; 
(f) publicity and promotional programs; 
(g) project management services; 
(h) valuations; 
(i) accounting services; 
(j) customer surveys; and 
(k) bench marking, 

that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 
(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

The Minister for Energy; Resources; Industry and Enterprise has provided the following response: 

(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20,000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 
agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act, are already made publicly available on 
the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior to 31 
October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the WAGCIBB. 

The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore the considerable amount of information sought would be difficult to extract from 
existing records. I am not prepared to divert the significant resources required to provide the requested 
information. 
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2014. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister representing the Minister for Local Government; Racing and Gaming; 
Multicultural Interests and Citizenship; Government Enterprises; Minister Assisting the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure; Goldfields-Esperance; Youth 

For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the Minister 
please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 

(b) training programs; 

(c) printing; 

(d) computer development and support services; 

(e) actuarial services; 

(f) publicity and promotional programs; 

(g) project management services; 

(h) valuations; 

(i) accounting services; 

(j) customer surveys; and 

(k) bench marking, 

that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 

(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER replied: 

(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20,000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 
agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act, are already made publicly available on 
the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior to 31 
October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the WAGCIBB. 

The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore the considerable amount of information sought would be difficult to extract from 
existing records. I am not prepared to divert the significant resources required to provide the requested 
information. 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2015. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister representing the Minister for Regional Development; Fisheries; the 
Kimberley, Pilbara and Gascoyne 

For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the Minister 
please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 
(b) training programs; 
(c) printing; 
(d) computer development and support services; 
(e) actuarial services; 
(f) publicity and promotional programs; 
(g) project management services; 
(h) valuations; 
(i) accounting services; 
(j) customer surveys; and 
(k) bench marking, 
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that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 

(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN replied: 

(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20,000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 
agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act, are already made publicly available on 
the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior to 31 
October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the WAGCIBB. 

The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore the considerable amount of information sought would be difficult to extract from 
existing records. I am not prepared to divert the significant resources required to provide the requested 
information. 

(i)-(ii) Not applicable 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2016. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister for Corrective Services; Small Business; Minister Assisting the 
Minister for Federal-State Relations 

For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the Minister 
please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 

(b) training programs; 
(c) printing; 
(d) computer development and support services; 
(e) actuarial services; 

(f) publicity and promotional programs; 
(g) project management services; 

(h) valuations; 
(i) accounting services; 

(j) customer surveys; and 
(k) bench marking, 

that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 
(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Ms M.M. QUIRK replied: 

Corrective Services 

(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20,000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 
agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act, are already made publicly available on 
the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior to 31 
October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the WAGCIBB. 

The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore the considerable amount of information sought would be difficult to extract from 
existing records. I am not prepared to divert the significant resources required to provide the requested 
information. 

SBDC 

(a)-(k) Please refer to answer above 

Ministerial Office 

(a)-(k) Please refer to answer above 
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Federal-State Relations 

The answer will be forthcoming from the Minister for Federal-State Relations 

MINISTERIAL OFFICES, GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - 
CONTRACTORS/CONSULTANTS ENGAGED - NUMBER AND COST 

2017. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Minister representing the Minister for Child Protection; Communities; Women's 
Interests; Seniors and Volunteering 

For each Department and Agency under the Minister’s control, including the Ministerial office, will the Minister 
please provide details of the number and cost of contractors/consultants employed including - 

(a) engineering services; 

(b) training programs; 

(c) printing; 

(d) computer development and support services; 

(e) actuarial services; 

(f) publicity and promotional programs; 

(g) project management services; 

(h) valuations; 

(i) accounting services; 

(j) customer surveys; and 

(k) bench marking, 

that were not included in the Department or Agency’s six monthly return on the engagement of consultants for 
the period - 

(i) 1 July 2005 to the 31 December 2005; and 
(ii) 1 January 2006 to the 30 June 2006? 

Mr D.A. TEMPLEMAN replied: 
(a)-(k) Details of contracts valued at $20,000 and above, awarded by state government departments and 

agencies that are subject to the State Supply Commission Act, are already made publicly available on 
the Western Australian Government Contracting Information Bulletin Board (WAGCIBB). Prior to 31 
October 2006, details of contracts valued at $10,000 and above were made available on the WAGCIBB. 

The specific categories of information specified in the question are not commonly used in financial 
systems and therefore the considerable amount of information sought would be difficult to extract from 
existing records. I am not prepared to divert the significant resources required to provide the requested 
information. 

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

2055. Mr T.R. Buswell to the Attorney General; Health; Electoral Affairs 
(1) For each department and agency under the Attorney General’s control, including the Attorney General’s 

Office, will the Attorney General please advise of the following - 
(a) how many employees (head count) are engaged in communications, marketing, speechwriting 

or media (including public, corporate and media relations); 
(b) what is the salary band for each of these employees; and 
(c) what is the job title for each of these employees? 

Mr J.A. McGINTY replied: 

MINISTERIAL OFFICE 
(a) Two FTE. 
(b) Level MA ($83,338) 

Level 6.3 ($75,473) 
(c) 1 - Media Adviser 

1 - Media Research Officer 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

(1) (a) Nine FTE. 
(b) Level 8 ($93,131 to $101,155) (0.5 FTE); 

Level 7 ($82,227 to $88,131) (1.5 FTE); 
Level 6 ($70,564 to $78,138) (3 FTE); 
Level 5 ($60,638 to $67,017) (2 FTE); 
Level 4 ($54,510 to $57,609) (1 FTE); 
Level 3 ($48,409 to $52,560) (1 FTE). 

(c) Manager Public Affairs; 
Senior Public Affairs Officer; 
Media and Publications Officer; 
Publications Officer; 
Public Affairs Officer (Publications); 
Manager, Media and Public Liaison (located in the Supreme Court and reports direct to the 
Chief Justice); 
Communications Officer (temporary position within the Aboriginal Policy and Services 
Directorate, until 30 June 2007); and 
Public Relations and Media Coordinator (located in the Prisoner Review Board Secretariat). 

The following positions provided a shared service to Department of Attorney General and 
Department of Corrective Services: 

Portal Project Officer; and 
On-line Services Officer. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH (Includes Public Affairs and Marketing, Hospitals, and Drug & Alcohol Office. 

(a) Total employees engaged in communications, marketing, speechwriting or media (including public, 
corporate and media relations) is 21.2 FTE. 

(b) The salary bands for these employees are as follows: 

Salary band FTE 

$40000-$49999 2.3 FTE 

$50000-$59999 3.4 FTE 

$60000-$69999 6 FTE 

$70000-$79999 7.5 FTE 

$80000-$89999 Nil FTE 

$90000-$99999 Nil FTE 

$100000-$109999 2 FTE 

(c) The job titles for these employees are as follows: 

Manager, Public Affairs 1 FTE 

Senior Public Relations Officer 1 FTE 

Media Coordinator 1 FTE 

Media Officer - Rural 1 FTE 

Speechwriter 2 FTE 

Communications Officer 1 FTE 

Communications Coordinator 1 FTE 

Marketing Manager 1 FTE 

Marketing Coordinator 0.5 FTE 

Marketing Officer 1 FTE 

Public Relations Manager 5 FTE 

Public Relations Officer 5.2 FTE 

Public Relations Assistant 0.5 FTE 
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DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC PROSECUTIONS 

(1a)-(1c)  Nil. 

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 

(a) One FTE. 

(b) Level 5 ($60,638-$67,017) 

(c) Public Affairs Officer 

LAW REFORM COMMISSION 

(1a)-(1c)  Nil. 

LEGAL AID WA 

(1a)-(1c)  Nil. 

OFFICE OF THE INFORMATION COMMISSIONER 

(1a)-(1c)  Nil. 

OFFICE OF HEALTH REVIEW 

(a) One FTE. 

(b) Level 5 ($67,017) 

(c) Communications and Research Officer 

SOLICITOR GENERAL 

(1a)-(1c)  Nil. 

W.A. ELECTORAL COMMISSION 

(a) 0.6 FTE. 

(b) Level 5 ($67,017) 

(c) Media/PR Officer 

TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS - KALGOORLIE 

2172. Mr M.J. Birney to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure 

(1) With reference to the intersection of McDonald Street and Charles Street in Kalgoorlie, can the Minister 
advise how many accidents have been recorded at this intersection in the last 20 years? 

(a) If not, why not? 

(2) Will the Department of Planning and Infrastructure consider placing stop signs at the intersection 
mentioned in (1), to improve safety? 

(a) If not, why not?  

(3) With reference to the intersection of Meldrum Avenue and Charles Street in Kalgoorlie, can the 
Minister advise how many accidents have been recorded at this intersection in the last 20 years? 

(a) If not, why not? 

(4) Will the Department of Planning and Infrastructure consider placing stop signs at the intersection of 
Meldrum Avenue and Charles Street to improve safety? 

(a) If not, why not? 

(5) Will the Department of Planning and Infrastructure consider establishing stop signs or give way signs 
on all other roads accessing Charles Street in Kalgoorlie, to improve safety? 

(a) If not, why not? 

Ms A.J.G. MacTIERNAN replied: 

I refer the member to my response to Question on Notice 2167. 

__________ 

 


