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MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 
Missed Debate 

HON NORMAN MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the Opposition) [5.29 pm]:  I will quickly mention 
a few things.  Earlier this afternoon I arrived in the Chamber two minutes late and missed my call on the debate 
on Hon Frank Hough’s motion.  I was delayed and, as a consequence, missed my opportunity to continue my 
remarks.  I apologise to those members who were affected by that.  I understand that some members who 
expected that I would talk for a while came in later expecting to be able to speak after I had spoken and found 
that because I had not arrived, Hon Frank Hough was delivering his response.  As a result, they were precluded 
from speaking.  I apologise to members.  I regret those circumstances, because, like other members, I had a lot to 
say about the matter.   

Ground Water Bores 

Hon NORMAN MOORE:  Today I asked two questions of the Minister for Government Enterprises relating to 
the fact that 41 ground water bores have been turned off as a result of a decision by the Water and Rivers 
Commission.  I asked the minister, as the Minister for Government Enterprises and, therefore, the minister 
responsible for the Water Corporation, whether he supports that decision.  His answer was that he accepts it.  My 
interpretation of that is that he does not support it.  The second question was: does the Water Corporation 
support it?  The answer was that the Water Corporation accepts it.  My view of that answer is that the Water 
Corporation does not support the proposition.  I will indicate why I have come to that conclusion.   

On 17 April last year, I asked the Minister for Government Enterprises, in a question without notice, the capacity 
of the Government’s ground water system.  I was told that the capacity of the ground water system is 240 
gigalitres.  This was in April 2002.  The answer I was given went on to explain that if a number of factors were 
taken into account, including the capacity of the system to use all the water that could be produced, the real 
capacity is around 185 gigalitres a year.  We are down from a technical capacity of 240 gigalitres to 185 
gigalitres.  Yesterday, I asked a question about the current capacity of the system and I was told that the capacity 
of the system to deliver underground water is 180 gigalitres.  I started to think, “Hang on.”  In April 2002, even 
though the technical capacity was 240 gigalitres, the actual capacity was 185 gigalitres.  I am now told that it is 
180 gigalitres.  Since I asked the question about the 185 gigalitres, the Government has put down a number of 
bores in the northern Yarragadee to produce 21 gigalitres a year.  We can add 21 gigalitres to the 185 gigalitres 
we had in April last year.  Based on last year’s revised capacity from 240 down to 185, plus the 21 gigalitres that 
has been added to the ground water supply system, there should be a 206-gigalitre capacity.  The 21 gigalitres 
was provided at a cost of $37 million and I am now told that the capacity is 180 gigalitres.  Having spent 
$37 million to get 21 extra gigalitres on top the 185 gigalitres, I am now told that the capacity has gone down 
five gigalitres.  I hope the Government does not spend any more money, because even though we are spending 
money, we are going down in capacity.  If the Government does the reverse, we might get a bit of extra water.  
That is the reason the minister who is responsible for water resources and water supply does not support the 
Waters and Rivers Commission putting constraints on the Water Corporation in its use of ground water.  As a 
society and as taxpayers, we are contributing vast sums of money to develop a water supply system that will 
make us drought proof.  We now have the capacity, based on the Government’s revised figures of 206 gigalitres, 
which is based on last year’s figures plus the additional 21 gigalitres.  We are now told that the capacity is 180 
gigalitres.  It is going down.  This is beyond comprehension.  People are entitled to know what on earth is going 
on with our water supply.  On top of last year’s capacity, we have an extra 70 or so gigalitres in the dams, plus 
the extra 21 gigalitres of ground water.  We would need to use only 15 gigalitres to have one extra day’s use of 
sprinklers a week, yet the Government says that we still do not have enough water.  The evaporation rate is 17 
gigalitres a year.  No wonder people are starting to ask hard questions about the State Government’s water 
strategy, which is all about telling people not to use water when, in fact, plenty of water is available and when 
there is plenty of capacity to extract that water to make it available.  The sustainable yield of the aquifer under 
the south west of Western Australia is 600 gigalitres a year.  We are consuming about 400 gigalitres.  Significant 
capacity is not being used and it is not be used because the Water and Rivers Commission has decided that, for 
environmental reasons - which means not one tree will die on the Perth coastal plain - the rest of us will have to 
let our lawns die.  That is the attitude it has adopted.  It is time the Minister for Government Enterprises, who 
runs the water resources of Western Australia, stood up and said it is not his fault.  This problem is not the fault 
of the Water Corporation, which has planned over many years for this set of circumstances.  However, it gets all 
the blame.  It is the Water and Rivers Commission that has cut off the bores, and a few other things.   

The Water and Rivers Commission, which will become a part of the Department of Environmental Protection, is 
telling people that we will have wonderful green natural vegetation and that it is but bad luck if their gardens die.  
That is the approach of that organisation, and it is time that it was stopped.  It is time the Government worked 
out exactly how much water we have.  I repeat, there is a 240-gigalitre capacity.  That is how much capacity 
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exists by way of bores to extract underground water.  That capacity has been brought down to 185 gigalitres to 
fit in with the environmental issues raised by the Water and Rivers Commission.  We put in an extra 21 gigalitres 
capacity to give 206 gigalitres, and now we are told we have a capacity of 180 gigalitres.  For $37 million we 
have gone down five gigalitres.  If that is the way this Government operates, no wonder people think it should be 
tossed out at the next election.  It is time, as I said, for the minister responsible for water resources to stand up 
and defend the Water Corporation, which has had good planning over many years to ensure that we are drought 
proof.  If the capacity that has been built into the system were allowed to be used, we would not have to worry 
about restrictions at all.  Let us stop this nonsense about a water crisis.  Let us start working on the fact that the 
Water and Rivers Commission is denying people the water that is available to them and the capacity that makes 
that water available.   

Bunbury Health System 

HON PADDY EMBRY (South West) [5.37 pm]:  I have not seen any reports in The West Australian, so I 
believe I should alert members to what appears to be going on in health in the Bunbury region.  I will quote from 
an article in the Bunbury Herald on Tuesday, 4 November and then I will quote from an article that appeared in 
the South Western Times on 6 November this year.  The headline in the Bunbury Herald reads, “No confidence 
in hospital system” and the article reads -  

More than 130 nurses unanimously passed a vote of no confidence in Mr Moodie, the Health 
Department and the Operation System at a meeting on Thursday.   

The nurses walked off the job to protest poor working conditions and unworkable rosters.   

Australian Nurses Federation State secretary Mark Olson said new fortnightly rosters, due to start 
yesterday, were drawn up without staff consultation and released on Wednesday only after pressure 
from the union.   

The rosters required some nurses to work 11 consecutive days and cut the hours of other nurses.   

They breached award entitlements which required rosters to be released at least one week in advance 
and allowed nurses to work only seven days or five nights consecutively.   

Mr Moodie said he was not concerned by the vote of no confidence . . .  

That is rather a worrying statement.   

The headline of the article in the South Western Times reads -  

Nurses express grief at stop-work meeting.   
The article reads -  

. . . Mr Olson said he had never seen “such a spontaneous outpouring of grief” by nurses than he saw at 
the protest.   

“I have visited Bunbury Regional Hospital many times and the nurses have never sought to make use of 
me as they did on Thursday,” . . . 

Another article in the South Western Times of 6 November under the headline “Nurse outlines staff grievances” 
states - 

A BUNBURY Regional Hospital nurse wrote to the Times yesterday raising a number of concerns staff 
have about the facility:  

“Rostering was altered without staff consultation . . .  

The roster has nurses working 11 days straight.   

. . .  

Meanwhile, the excellent casual staff are getting so little work that they have gone elsewhere in search 
of employment.   

Workloads have become an increasing issue in some areas.  This is often at a very unsafe level with 
regard to both the number of staff and skill mix.   

There is not a nursing shortage.  There is a funding shortage.   

. . .  

For example, staff educators have been told their position no longer exists and that they will be placed 
elsewhere if they still want a job.”   
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An article in the same paper headed, in part “. . . but the system is ‘ticking along’ says health chief executive” 
states -  

DESPITE mounting turmoil within the South West’s $100 million health system, South West Area 
Health chief executive officer Michael Moodie . . . has refused to acknowledge there are major 
problems in the system.   

In the past two months there been widespread protests from patients and health professionals as a result 
of cuts to health programs and staff shortages.   

. . .  

. . . Mr Moodie said,  

“I think it has been pretty quiet, everything ticks along and works pretty well.” 

The comments echoed those of Bunbury MLA Tony Dean who said last week the system was world 
class and there was “nothing to fix”.   

Another article is headed “‘No crisis’ says health care boss” and states -   

In the past 12 months, patients have publicly complained about the lack of services at Bunbury 
Regional Hospital.   
Instances include two primary school students with suspected appendicitis and a 79-year-old woman 
who was told to catch a bus or train to Perth when there were no surgeons available to treat them.   
The number of surgeons has dropped from five to three and three of the four physicians have quit.   
Health professionals and service users have held three rallies in the past two months to protest poor 
working conditions at the hospital and Health Department funding cuts to preventative health programs.   

The latest protest, held by more than 130 . . . nurses . . . resulted in unanimous votes of no confidence 
being passed in Mr Moodie, the Health Department and the hospital’s Operations System.   

. . .  

“There is an impression that there is a crisis because we have to send some people to Perth,” 
Mr Moodie said.   

“People go from here all the time because that is appropriate, but it does not mean the system is in 
crisis.   

The South Western Times of 6 November also listed some things that happened within the health system in that 
area during the year -   

January 
Elective surgery waiting lists increase by 20 per cent; Surgeon numbers at regional hospital drop to four 
after one doctor is blocked from using the facilities because he only wants to work part-time; Manjimup 
man forced to drive to Perth with appendicitis due to lack of surgeons.   

We are not talking about doing very sophisticated operations here - 

March 
Parliament told Bunbury Regional Hospital psychiatric unit has no full-time psychiatrists, despite 
having three available positions.   

May 
Nine-year-old boy forced to travel to Perth for treatment of suspected appendicitis. 

June 
Ten beds earmarked for in-patient rehabilitation remain empty while elderly patients forced into nursing 
homes.   

July 
Two of four surgeons unable to treat BRH patients because they refuse to sign hospital’s work contract; 
79-year-old woman told to catch a bus or train to Perth for treatment of broken arm and hip; . . .  

If that is not a health crisis in Perth, it is for the people who live in that region -  

August 
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10-year-old girl with appendicitis sent to Perth . . .  

September 
Health Minister Jim McGinty announces $11.7 million health budget cut - cardiac rehabilitation 
program HeartSmart cancelled, Pathways mental health carer support program cut, Pathways 
operational funding targeted, Pain Management Centre funding targeted; 13-month wait for public 
dentist appointments.   

October 
Mental health supporters protest, pain management supporters protest; intensive care unit downgraded 
due to lack of skilled staff; three of four medical unit physicians set to leave by December; BRH nurses 
pass votes of no confidence.   

This is a disgrace.  It is another broken election promise that this Government made to fix the health system.  In 
my part of the world it appears that matters are getting considerably worse.   
I also wanted to talk on another subject but I will have to keep members in suspense until tomorrow night.   

Fremantle Eastern Bypass Decision 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.45 pm]:  In terms of Hon Simon 
O’Brien’s question earlier this afternoon, on reflection, he probably should not suffer because one of his fellow 
colleagues seems to want to make claims against the minister and also engage in unparliamentary language.  I 
am happy to advise the member that the response to his question is as follows - 

(1) (a) Yes.  The report of the hearings committee, which was a subcommittee of the Western 
Australian Planning Commission, is included as attachment 1 to the WAPC report on 
submissions that were tabled in Parliament today.   

 (b) Yes.  The minutes and full proceedings of the hearings committee are available on a CD-ROM 
that was tabled as an attachment to the WAPC report on submissions in (1)(a) above.   

 (c) Yes.  Arrangements are being made to get the relevant extracts of the minutes of the WAPC 
meeting and make them available for tabling within the week.   

(2) Not applicable. 

HON SIMON O’BRIEN (South Metropolitan) [5.46 pm]:  I thank the parliamentary secretary for finding a way 
to make that information available.  I will source it and view it with interest.  Indeed, if he has any full answers 
that he was interrupted from giving to any of yesterday’s questions, I would also be delighted to receive those.   

The Fremantle eastern bypass saga is a long way from finished.  It will be quite a challenge for not only this 
House to consider these matters, but also this Government in showing how transparent its processes and 
outcomes actually are.  I thank the parliamentary secretary for kicking off the process by giving me that answer.   

House adjourned at 5.47 pm 

__________ 
 


