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Division 65:  Housing and Works, $32 151 000 - 
Mr A.D. McRae, Chairman.   

Ms A.J. MacTiernan, Minister for Planning and Infrastructure representing the Minister for Housing and Works.   

Mr G. Joyce, Director General.   

Dr F.S. Pitman, Director, Project Services.   

Mr J. Coles, Executive Director, Finance.   

Mr G. King, Manger, Financial Technology and Reporting, State Housing Commission.   

Mr G. Vlahos, Acting Manager, Budgeting and Planning (Works).   

Mr D.R. Tyler, Director, Financial Operations, Department of Treasury and Finance; State Fleet.   

Mr D.A. Cox, Principal Policy Adviser, Office of the Minister for Housing and Works. 

Mr J. Thomson, Policy Officer, Office of the Minister for Housing and Works. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr A.D. McRae):  This estimates committee will be reported by Hansard staff.  The daily 
proof Hansard will be published at 9.00 am tomorrow.  

The estimates committee’s consideration of the estimates will be restricted to discussion of those items for which 
a vote of money is proposed in the consolidated fund.  This is the prime focus of the committee.  While there is 
scope for members to examine many matters, questions need to be clearly related to a page number, item 
program or amount within the volumes.  For example, members are free to pursue performance indicators that 
are included in the Budget Statements while there remains a clear link between the questions and the estimates.   

It is the intention of the Chairman to ensure that as many questions as possible are asked and answered.   

The minister may agree to provide supplementary information to the committee, rather than asking that the 
question be put on notice for the next sitting week.  For the purpose of following up the provision of this 
information, I ask the minister to clearly indicate to the committee which supplementary information she agrees 
to provide and I will then allocate a reference number.  If supplementary information is to be provided, I seek the 
minister’s cooperation in ensuring that it is delivered to the committee clerk by 11 June 2004, so that members 
may read it before the report and third reading stages.  If the supplementary information cannot be provided 
within that time, written advice is required of the day by which the information will be made available. 

Details in relation to supplementary information have been provided to both members and advisers and 
accordingly I ask the minister to cooperate with those requirements. 

I caution members that if the minister asks that a matter be put on notice, it is up to the member to lodge the 
question on notice with the Clerk’s office.  Only supplementary information that the minister agrees to provide 
will be sought by 11 June 2004.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The Department of Housing and Works is responsible for five major areas.  First is the 
public works area, which fundamentally involves the construction of schools and hospitals.  There is a 
$250 million spend in that area.  The second area is commercial property, which basically covers government 
facilities.  It has received an $80 million allocation.  Third is Western Property, which covers the maintenance of 
government properties in the metropolitan area.  It has been allocated around $70 million.  Fourth is regional 
services, which is the maintenance of government properties in the regional areas.  It has been allocated around 
$40 million.  The final major area is the Fremantle Prison, which is a discrete accounting item.  Members may 
have noticed that one of the biggest changes in the budget is the dramatic reduction in the capital allocations to 
housing and works, which is the result of the finalisation of the convention centre.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer to the grand total figure shown on page 1085 of the Budget Statements.  Obviously a 
structural or accounting change has resulted in the budget decreasing from $103 million in the current year to 
$32 million the following year.  I seek an explanation about that.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  As I sought to explain, if the member looks at the grants, subsidies and other transfer 
payments line, the sum goes down from roughly $75 million to roughly $2 million.  That is the result of work 
being completed on the convention centre.  I sought to highlight that the big change in the budget is a result of 
the convention centre nearing completion.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The Liberal convention centre.  
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Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The convention centre which the Liberals were going to fund, but which this 
Government actually funded.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Page 1085 of the Budget Statements also refers to major policy decisions, the first of which 
is the John Curtin statue allocation of $200 000.  What exactly is proposed, and where will this statue be sited?  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Of course the Leader of the Opposition would be familiar with the historic character 
John Curtin, one of Australia’s greatest Prime Ministers and, indeed, the only person representing Western 
Australia who has ever been Prime Minister of Australia.  He led this country during World War II, which was a 
time of great crisis.  Many would say that he lost his life in that process.  It is proposed to erect the statue in 
Fremantle on a site agreed to by the City of Fremantle and the Heritage Council.  The bronze-like statue will be 
placed on a plinth with words interpreting John Curtin’s life and his extraordinary contribution to Australian 
public life.  It will be a bit like the statue of John Forrest.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Given that John Curtin’s house is in Cottesloe - I am not suggesting at all that that be the 
site of the statue - I am curious that Fremantle was chosen instead of, say, Kings Park.  It is a good idea to have a 
statue of John Curtin; however, I am curious that Fremantle has been chosen as the site.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  According to my notes, John Curtin was the member for Fremantle in the House of 
Representatives from 1928 to 1933.  The statue could be located in Perth.  Given that John Curtin was the Prime 
Minister, any site could have been possible.  However, at the end of the day, he had connections with Fremantle 
through his earlier position and Fremantle was considered the appropriate site.  If the member wants to make a 
plug for it to be in Cottesloe, we will examine it.  

[2.10 pm] 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  No, I was just curious. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  I refer to the second major initiative for 2004-05 on page 1088, on the implementation of 
security of payment legislation and the Construction Contracts Bill 2004.  Can the minister provide some 
information about the implementation of this excellent legislation?  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I thank the member for the question.  He is particularly interested in this because he 
chaired the committee that was established by our Government to examine the issue.  I notice a desire by the 
member for Hillarys to interject at this point.  He labours under an illusion that this was another thing he was 
gunna do.  I noticed that he was very busy during his time as the minister pressing grapes with curvaceous Italian 
lasses, and rowing canoes along the Fremantle sewerage system, so that did not leave much time for the serious 
business of government!  We researched the record when he started making these rather extraordinary claims 
that he had had the legislation “in the bag” - if only he had been re-elected!  The then minister, now the member 
for Hillarys, turned his mind to it about November 2004 and started writing some letters.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  November 2004?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Sorry, I mean November 2000.  Almost no progress had been made on the matter until 
we came to government.  The member for Perth nobly took up the challenge and has negotiated this legislation.   

Mr JOYCE:  The Bill is with the Legislative Council for its third reading.  We hope that the Act will be 
proclaimed in September this year and will then be up and running.  We are preparing the regulations and 
organising the bureaucracy behind the scenes.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We hope that the member will use his good offices with the members of the Legislative 
Council to ensure the speedy passage of this legislation.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Once it has passed when will it be proclaimed?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We hope to proclaim it in September this year.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The last major achievement for 2003-04 listed on page 1088 indicates that the total 
visitation to the Fremantle Prison precinct is at its highest level since 1992-93, when the prison was first opened 
to the public, and that this has been achieved against the backdrop of a very difficult tourism market.  I was a 
very keen advocate for this project and, as the minister said, I canoed around the sewerage system - I call it the 
water system - of the Fremantle Prison and its surroundings.  It is a fantastic tourism possibility provided that 
certain things are done; one that I am very keen on.  Can I have an update on when it will be available for 
tourists and how many tourists are envisaged to go down there?  When I was the minister there was very limited 
access.  I would very much like this facility to be open to the public.  
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Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Hon Tom Stephens was very interested in following up this work.  I believe it has been 
progressed under Minister Griffiths.  

Mr JOYCE:  It is presently at the stage of construction.  We have been funded for it.  We hope to have it open 
before Christmas.  It is about 1.5 kilometres long and quite a bit of ventilation and lighting work needs to be 
done on it.  We do not want to light it too much in case it takes away the eeriness of it.  Obviously, access will be 
an issue.  We want to make sure as many tourists as possible go through it.  We have achieved record visitation 
numbers this year, and by 30 June we are likely to achieve 130 000.  The member is right in a sense that the 
number of people who can be taken through it will be limited.  At this stage, they are talking about using a trailer 
system to link 10 boats, with ropes, to a main boat, which will be rowed.  There will be no motor powerage.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is a very important area for tourism.  Fremantle Prison has not been marketed well 
enough over the years to maximise it as an extremely excellent tourism facility.  It is one of the oldest prisons in 
Australia.  Can the minister or her adviser tell me how the ventilation system in that waterway will be installed?  
When I went down there I had overalls on over a shirt and pair of trousers.  By the time we came back up I was 
soaking wet and, to be truthful, I do not think too many people wanted to come very near me.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  This is not something you have noticed very often is it?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No; very rarely, particularly with young curvaceous Italian women treading grapes!   

The ventilation was a problem at that time.  What sort of air purification system will be installed, so that tourists 
will not be subjected to undue perspiration and odours permeating their clothing?  

Mr JOYCE:  I do not have the detail of the engineering analysis, but it is being studied to make sure we get it 
right.  With the drought, the water level has dropped so it is necessary to make sure there is enough water for the 
boats to move around.  We are endeavouring to resolve that.  It is being done through experts.  I can assure the 
member that by the time it is opened, the work will have been very professionally done.  The safety and the 
comfort of visitors will be well looked after.  

One of the aims is to maintain the pristine integrity of it, which means not having it all lit up and easy to row 
around.  It is important to maintain some mystery there.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  It is part of the extreme tourism bent.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Absolutely - the experience.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  It cannot be made to look as it was on TV.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is it estimated to be completed by September or December? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The department hopes that it will be completed by the end of this year.  We will make 
sure the member for Hillarys gets an invitation. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  That will make a change.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We invite the nice members!  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer to the figures at the bottom of page 1085 under major policy decisions.  Reference is 
made to $1.2 million in relation to the Bunbury tower accommodation obligations.  Can I have an explanation of 
that amount.  How long will that obligation continue?  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  As the member is aware, the Government of Western Australia is in fact the sole lessee 
of the Bunbury tower.  Subsequent to the Commonwealth Government moving out of that building, there has 
been a surplus of space, which we had been unable to rent. However, I am pleased to say that some progress has 
been recently made and some additional area has been let to the City of Bunbury.  The figures will be reduced 
somewhat in the future, and we will receive an extra $170 000 for the 2004-05 financial year and around 
$300 000 for subsequent years.  I understand that the lease will be in place until about 2011.  We are talking to a 
number of commercial operators who have expressed some interest in this site.  We must remember the context 
in which the previous Labor Government entered into this arrangement.  There was a strong program, Bunbury 
2000, which was the great vision of the then Labor Government to enable Bunbury to meet its manifest destiny 
as the second city in Western Australia.  There really needed to be some very dramatic government intervention 
for that to happen.  The construction of the Bunbury tower, along with the Marsden Hill development, was an 
important part of what the then Labor Government did, assisted by the federal Labor Government’s building 
better cities program.  From time to time one must be prepared to invest in regional Western Australia to make a 
difference.  It has taken some time to get all that infrastructure working.  There is no doubt that Bunbury has 
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turned a corner, and is now in a position in which it is attracting business away from Perth.  Taking the long 
sweep of history, that intervention has been worthwhile.   

[2.20 pm] 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister may possibly answer by way of supplementary information.  What has been 
the yearly contribution from consolidated revenue towards that tower in Bunbury?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We will provide that information, and we have no difficulty in providing it.  I would 
merely make the point that this was a strategic decision made by the Labor Government to turn Bunbury around, 
and one that has indeed worked.  We could point to various vanadium mines and other things that have not 
always worked.  Although some of the tower has remained vacant, as part of the overall strategy of building 
Bunbury as a truly provincial city, I believe it has been very successful.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Will the minister define precisely what she will provide? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I will provide the amount of consolidated fund contribution on a year-by-year basis 
that has had to be made towards the operation of the Bunbury tower. 

The CHAIRMAN:  From what date to what date? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  From its construction to the current date. 

[Supplementary Information No A43.] 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I draw the minister’s attention to page 1085 on which the first dot point of significant trends 
relates to the building cost index, which has risen by seven per cent.  Has the availability and price of bricks 
contributed to that rise in the building cost index?  Does the minister believe that the shortage of bricks is having 
any impact on the building programs that are currently under way for the Department of Housing and Works? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I will ask Dr Frank Pitman to comment on that.  There is obviously a real shortage of 
bricks.  We know that bricks have been brought over from the eastern States.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  And Malaysia. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Yes.  In many instances, certainly in the housing area, projects have had to be deferred 
because of the shortage of bricks. 

Dr PITMAN:  As the member is well aware, there has been an increase in the cost of the production of project 
buildings, be they housing or non-residential.  Bricks are one component.  They are certainly not the only 
component.  From my interaction with the industry, it depends who are the builders as to whether they have 
problems getting bricks.  Some have no problems and some clearly do have problems.  It depends on their 
commercial arrangements with the suppliers.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I might add for the member’s edification that a number of companies are obviously 
looking at investing.  The member will have seen reports in the media that BGC has a plant -  

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  Apparently a high-tech plant.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  It is cutting-edge technology from eastern Germany.   

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  It will probably be high tech when they get the rust off it.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I have not seen the equipment in question, but we are trusting souls.  If BGC is 
interested in establishing a plant, we will certainly assist it to find a site, as we would do with any business.  
However, as we have explained, environmental assessments will have to be done and there can be no 
compromise on the environmental assessments.  I do not think they need to be feared, particularly if there is truly 
a high-tech, cutting-edge manufacturing configuration.  One would expect that it would be able to comply.  I 
note that the company’s brickworks are based in my electorate.  It is looking at various expansion plans, so there 
is certainly activity around.  I believe it is an expression of the industry’s confidence that the growth we are 
seeing under a Labor Government is not just a flash in the pan, but rather is part of a sustainable economic 
trajectory for this State. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I refer to page 1087 and to output 1 on the delivery, management and maintenance of 
government buildings, projects and office accommodation.  Can the minister provide a breakdown of the vacant 
government buildings managed by the department and the maintenance costs for those buildings? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Is the member asking for a list of every government building? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am asking for a list of vacant buildings.  I would hope there are not too many, but I would 
like to know how many there are. 
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Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We will provide the member with a list of all the vacant buildings and their 
maintenance costs. 

[Supplementary Information No A44.] 

The CHAIRMAN:  Does the member for Hillarys wish to ask anything further in respect of that? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am very happy with the response that the minister has given, and I look forward with 
anticipation to receiving the information. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  In the same output is a reference to an allocation of $500 000 to repair the roof of the old 
Treasury buildings.  Will the minister provide information on any progress that has been or is being made on the 
use of the old Treasury buildings?  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Work is certainly currently being considered.  The Government is currently working on 
the development of a city centre office accommodation plan, which includes the potential uses of the old 
Treasury buildings.  A series of options are currently being prepared for Cabinet.  One of those options has in its 
heart the use of the old Treasury buildings.   

[2.30 pm] 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Is this department responsible for the tender for and construction of the Geraldton hospital?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Yes, it is.  Would the Leader of the Opposition like some information on that?  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Yes; I was about to ask about it.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Following the Reid report, we have upgraded the facility that will be provided there.  
The Reid report recommended that the hospital be refocused as a new strategic delivery centre for the region.  I 
am sorry; I have the wrong hospital.   
Dr PITMAN:  It is still the same answer. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is the same answer.  It does not matter.   
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We are responsible for all hospitals.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Members cannot engage in discussion.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Yes, this department is responsible for Geraldton hospital.  Perhaps Dr Pitman will 
give a bit of a report on where we are with the Geraldton hospital.   

Dr PITMAN:  As I am sure members are aware, tenders were awarded late last year.  Construction is well under 
way now through Broad Construction Services Pty Ltd.  I do not foresee any problems on-site or any problem 
with the program.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Further to that, what was the justification for the minister responsible adding Broad 
Construction to the tender list?  It is my understanding that it was not short-listed, but the minister intervened in 
some way and added Broad to the short list, and Broad was subsequently awarded the contract.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  This is not a matter that is directly covered in the budget papers.  It is not particularly a 
budgetary item.  It has been discussed in the Parliament at length.  If the member wants to ask a further question 
about that, he can put it on notice.  

The CHAIRMAN:  The standing orders and general protocols allow members to refer to the previous budget to 
understand the end of contract or end of task outcomes.  However, the question the Leader of the Opposition has 
asked goes to the tendering process.  Therefore, it is beyond the scope of this committee and I will not allow it.  
The next question is from the member for Eyre. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  What about the Geraldton hospital? 

The CHAIRMAN:  The member for Hillarys was not here this morning when I took a few moments to explain 
the process and protocols to people who have been here much longer than I.  If he would like me to go through 
that again, I am happy to do so.  However, he knows that he should not challenge the advice I give unless he 
formally makes a point of order.  I will not accept low-voiced critiques of the advice I am giving him.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Mr Chairman, you will not accept that I was having a conversation with the Leader of the 
Opposition?   

The CHAIRMAN:  No, the member was directing it to me.  The next question is from the member for Eyre. 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I have a further question on the Geraldton hospital.   

The CHAIRMAN:  I have given the call to the member for Eyre.   
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Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  I do not have a question at this stage.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister has not been helped. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I do not need help.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  We were just saying that the minister was answering questions really well.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister was doing quite well until then.  We were giving the minister ticks. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I am sorry.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Order, members!  This is not a discussion about the process.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I want to ask questions about the Geraldton hospital.   

The CHAIRMAN:  If members want to have a discussion about process, they need to raise it with me.  I had 
given the call to the member for Eyre, but he has passed it up.  I now give the call to the member for Hillarys.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  At page 1088, under major initiatives, the development of the co-located central business 
district courts project is listed as a public-private partnership.  Can the minister provide more explanation about 
that, where it is at, and the benefits that are perceived in its being a PPP?  The reason I ask is that when I was 
Minister for Works, PPPs were put to me by various organisations, but not government organisations.  At that 
time, both Treasury and the then Department of Contract and Management Services were not in favour of PPPs; 
they could see no real benefit to the Government or the people of Western Australia.  That seems to have 
changed since the change of Government.  I would like to know why there has been a change of view.  Has it 
been by the agencies or just the minister involved?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I am a little surprised that the member has said that the previous Government did not 
embrace PPPs.  I note that just yesterday the Leader of the Opposition announced that he would fund a 
$1.3 billion rail project but would have to borrow only $400 million.  I imagine the only way he could do that of 
course would be to enter into some sort of PPP.  We know that the previous Government had embarked on a PPP 
process for rail.  Indeed, it was the intention of the previous Government for the rail cars to be privately 
provided.  I do not want the member to mislead the House in any way about the preparedness of the previous 
Government to engage in PPPs.  The only difference is that we have been very direct and open about it and have 
not tried to simply sneak in the costs of purchasing rail cars and get them off the budget.  This is a very large and 
capital-intensive project, which we have judged as necessary.  There will be an unacceptable situation in the 
future with the old Supreme Court and the new Supreme Court.  Even between them they are not adequate to 
meet the growing demands of the State.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I accept all that.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The member agrees with that, because he did ask what is the value of the project?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I do not think I said that.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I got that impression.  Is the member merely interested in the PPP aspect of it?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, not necessarily.  If I have confused the minister, I apologise.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I just want it absolutely on the record - 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The PPPs that were put forward when we were in government were for schools, court 
buildings and those sorts of things.  Through the PPPs that were put forward then, money was put up, they did 
the building and then they leased or rented it to the Government.  The Government never owned it.  It was just 
like a tenant.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Just as the previous Government proposed with its rail cars.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No.  That is a different issue completely.  I am talking about government buildings, 
schools, courthouses and things like that.  Obviously that is a ministerial decision, and is not necessarily 
supported or encouraged by Treasury, because Treasury was not happy with that.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Certainly Treasury was concerned with the PPP that was proposed by the previous 
Government for the rail cars.  Indeed, it advised us against it.  We put out a policy document on PPPs in 2003, in 
which we articulated the circumstances under which we would contemplate PPPs.  We did not believe they had a 
role in certain core functions, but we did believe there was a place for them and they would be considered on a 
case-by-case basis.  Dr Pitman might like to go into a bit more detail about the analyses that were undertaken 
into this PPP.   
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Dr PITMAN:  Following the partnerships for growth policy, which was put out by the Department of Treasury 
and Finance, the new courts project followed, as the member has said, a delivery through the PPP mechanism.  
PPP is really about sharing risks and allocating risks where they are best taken, understood and put in place.  At 
the moment there are two bidders for this project.  A scheme has been put forward, which is part of the public 
sector comparator, which is a requirement of the partnerships for growth policy.  The two independent bidders 
are putting together their proposals for how they will meet the number of courts required, how they will manage 
those courts, and how they will manage the court services.  We are talking about a new building on the Hay-
Irwin Street site, as well as the complete refurbishment of the old District Court building and a tunnel under Hay 
Street.  This is a major project.  The two proposals will be submitted around September, and then a full 
examination will take place to determine which represents best value for money for the State.  There will be a 
negotiation period, and I expect a contract to be awarded next year.   

[2.40 pm] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I have a further question.  I thought Dr Pitman said “managing the court”.  I assume that he 
meant managing the construction of the court, not managing the court once built. 

Dr PITMAN:  I mean managing the processes of the court.  I refer to court management in terms of court lists, 
security, maintenance and cleaning.  I do not mean the entire judicial system, which will stay with the State. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is private contractors. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister is privatising the court system; that is, it is not only the building and the 
ownership, but also the courts will belong to a private company that will have responsibility for security, 
cleaning and maintenance.  The Government will simply be a tenant paying an annual rental for the building.  
The freeholder will be a private company.  In other words, the Government is privatising the court - 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  The previous Government privatised the buses, gas and everything else.  Do not talk to us 
about privatisation! 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Who rattled the member’s cage?  We are having a sensible conversation here.  Ignore the 
rabble, minister.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I accept the member’s point.  I will provide this information by way of supplementary 
information.  As members know, I am the minister acting for the Minister for Housing and Works.  I undertake 
to get that information to the member by way of supplementary information.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I appreciate that, minister.   

The CHAIRMAN:  What information specifically, minister?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I refer to a basic outline of what is proposed under the PPP arrangement for the court 
complex.   

[Supplementary Information No A45.] 
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I return to construction under way at the Geraldton Regional Hospital by Broad 
Construction Services Pty Ltd.  Has the current contract price been extended beyond the original tender price by 
Broad Construction; and, if so, by how much?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  That will be provided by way of supplementary information.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Specifically?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Information will be provided on whether any increase has occurred in the tender price, 
along with an explanation of the situation.   

[Supplementary Information No A46.]   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  My question relates to new works on page 1089 of the Budget Statements.  It lists a line item 
for heritage and conservation planning works, and specifically refers to the old Treasury building in my 
electorate.  It lists a roof repair allocation of $500 000.  Can the minister give an update on what is involved with 
the expenditure?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Like me, the member would pass that building often and see that it is currently being 
repaired.  These are primarily repairs to the roof and balconies, rather than verandahs.  Dr Pitman will give the 
detail.   

Dr PITMAN:  The repairs are to part of the roof of the old Treasury building, because some of the tiles are very 
old and are breaking up and damage can potentially occur if they fall.  That is one reason for the temporary 
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barricade on Barrack Street and St Georges Terrace.  The repairs will commence in about a month.  The 
opportunity will be taken with the scaffold erected to repair some external windows and undertake certain 
maintenance measures.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is there any proposal for the use of that building?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I think I just outlined that.  That is currently being considered.  Matters are currently 
before Cabinet, and one option is that the old Treasury building be used as part of office accommodation; this is 
being actively considered at the moment.  A strategy is being developed for city office accommodation for 
government purposes.  The use of the old Treasury building is part of that consideration.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is that for government purposes?  At one point a hotel group was very keen on spending 
money on that building and running it.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  As the member knows from his eight years in government, those proposals never got 
off the ground.  At the moment, it is considered for potential use as government offices.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is that for any particular government department?  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  No, it is part of an overall strategy being developed by government.   
Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer to new capital works for land development and disposal on page 1089.  An 
allocation of $586 000 is identified.  What parcel or parcels of land are proposed to be disposed of in the coming 
financial year?   
Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  From time to time a number of government properties become redundant due to 
decisions, sometimes of earlier Governments, to close facilities.  We find ourselves left with such sites.  The old 
Treasury building is one such site, as we have been discussing.  We have other sites such as the former Sunset 
Hospital.  Prior to determining the future use of these sites, substantial feasibility and planning studies are 
required, and these may involve conservation input when heritage is an issue.  Funding is provided for the 
department to conduct such work prior to the disposal of any surplus government assets that are in its domain.  
That does not include things like the Fremantle eastern bypass, which is not in its domain.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Are there any significant landholdings involved in this area?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  It would not surprise the member that the Sunset Hospital is one such area, as was the 
case under the previous Government.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The return on proposed sale of land at Sunset is far higher than $586 000.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  This is not the proceeds.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I ask for the specific sites.  I refer to the second last matter on page 1089.   

Mr J.N. HYDE:  It follows from the Treasury question.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Can we work through the Chair, Mr Chairman? 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Which the Leader of the Opposition did not do!  He asked a question through another member’s 
question.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Members!  The member for Perth is not helping.  He will please allow the interaction.   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I explained that this is a general allocation for the work that needs to be done by 
housing and works to prepare for the disposal of certain properties.  It is a general allocation provided for the raft 
of work required.  I refer to economic, heritage and environmental studies; namely, all of the preparatory work in 
making a decision to redevelop or dispose of a site.  It is a general allocation.  It is not referable to one site.  The 
item reflects not the value of land sales, but the cost of doing work of that nature in order to prepare surplus 
government assets for productive reuse.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Has the Leader of the Opposition finished on that matter?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The question was not answered, but I have later questions.   

[2.50 pm] 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  I draw the minister’s attention to the third dot point of major achievements for 2003-04 on 
page 1088, which informs us of the appointment of Geoffrey London as the Government Architect.  Obviously, 
the appointment of a government architect is a significant step forward for our Government.  Has Professor 
London taken up that post, and what does his work consist of? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I believe it was a very creative move to appoint a government architect to provide 
across-government advice on matters of built form and urban quality.  In view of the amount of development and 
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redevelopment that the Government is involved in and its responsibility to get urban design right, having this 
sort of expertise available to us to help us ensure that the quality of the projects we are involved in is high has 
been very useful.  Mr Joyce could perhaps give the member further information on what Professor London has 
been doing.  However, I certainly know that I have had numerous discussions with him.  He has been involved in 
providing advice on a number of our projects - dare one say spiritual guidance to those working in government 
redevelopment.  We have some interesting ideas about things we can do in the Year of the Built Environment 
2004.  It is about recognising that, as government, we have an obligation to ensure that the quality of what we do 
is high, even taking it from just a pure economic point of view.  Doing things well, getting the aesthetics right 
and getting the quality of the urban form right will be very important for the future and for the competitiveness 
of our city.  There is no doubt that an attractive, livable city attracts investment dollars more than does a city that 
is unimaginative and unattractive.  We will certainly have Professor London involved in our foreshore 
development. 

It is amusing that some commentators, some from the other side of government, complain about the Government 
investing in things like public art - it is an outrage that we are investing in public art or providing a quality urban 
space - while simultaneously bemoaning the fact that all our children are leaving Perth because it is dull and 
lifeless.  If we want to do something about a perception that some people have that Perth is dull and lifeless, we 
must do creative and imaginative things, such as having a government architect and investing in public art. 

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  I will take the minister back.  I probably should have mentioned this issue before when 
the member for Hillarys raised this point.  The first dot point on page 1088 relates to public-private partnerships.  
Was the Fremantle court not built under a PPP by the previous Government?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Dr Pitman is obviously better placed than I to tell us what happened in the life of the 
previous Government in that regard. 

Dr PITMAN:  The member is correct.  The term PPP and the partnerships for growth have become more 
recognised than they were in the days of the construction of the Fremantle court.  No-one said that the 
construction of the Fremantle court was done under a PPP.  In those days, it was called a BOOT, or a build-own-
operate-transfer project.  That is exactly what the court was.  However, it was perhaps smaller in that it did not 
have the in-built financing requirements that are part of the PPP for the courts project now.  The current situation 
is that PPPs, with those financing requirements, quite often are geared towards projects worth $100 million or 
more, whereas the Fremantle court cost a lot less than that. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Perhaps Dr Pitman could give us a bit more detail about the Fremantle court project 
and what it involved. 

Dr PITMAN:  The Fremantle court project involved a proposal to go around the city of Fremantle to see which 
private developer could offer a site that would be suitable for housing courts, which would be taken over and run 
by government.  Of course, part of the repayments for the leasing would come from government funds.  After a 
period of 25 years, I think - I could be a little out - that site, with the new courts built, would revert to 
government. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Further to that point, does the minister agree that PPPs - the minister raised the issue of 
PPPs - are in fact a form of privatisation, and are widely described as such in any text on privatisation? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We are dealing with budget estimates. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  The minister was happy to talk about it 10 seconds ago. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We have made our policy very clear.  We produced a policy document that openly and 
clearly set out our view on PPPs.  I am happy to table that document at some later stage if the member requires 
it. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is that a mirror of the Blair policy? 

Mr F.M. LOGAN:  No, it is not.  It is totally different. 

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  I refer to the fourth dot point of major initiatives for 2004-05 on page 1088, which 
deals with changes to building surveyor qualifications and local government approval processes.  Will the 
minister outline in more detail what those changes are, and also the attitude of both the industry and local 
government to those changes? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I will deal with the changes to the local government approval processes.  I understand 
that refers to appeal matters and to the capacity to have retrospective approval.  These local government appeals 
are being referred to the State Administrative Tribunal.  We do not have sufficient detail on the building 
surveyor qualifications issue.  However, I can provide that to the member by way of supplementary information. 
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The CHAIRMAN:  What precisely will the minister provide? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I will provide information on the building surveyor qualifications issue.  I am not sure 
what the member is concerned about. 

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  I want to get some detail on what those changes refer to and, specifically, any benefits 
accruing therefrom.  I would also like details on any attitudes to those changes that may prevail throughout the 
industry, and whether they are seen as good, bad or whatever. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Supplementary information must go to the appropriation question.  I am not sure that the 
attitude of industry would fall into that category.  Can I ask the member to refine it to an explanatory note on the 
fourth dot point of major initiatives for 2004-05? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We are happy to do that for the building surveyor qualifications.   

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  Yes, that part in particular. 

[Supplementary Information No A47.] 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I am not sure whether the member may have thought that this referred to the talk about 
the private certification of development approvals.  However, this is not a reference to that. 

Mr R.A. AINSWORTH:  No.  I just want to get more detail than the one line shown in the budget - that is all - so 
that I will have a much clearer understanding.  The supplementary information that the minister will provide will 
be more than adequate.  

[3.00 pm]  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I refer to output 1.  I understand the department has responsibility for Sunset Hospital, 
Montgomery Hall, the old Swanbourne Hospital buildings and the Claremont Teachers College site.  Can the 
minister give me an update for each of those sites and their future use and/or disposal, whatever might be 
proposed? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  As the Leader of the Opposition would be aware, we do have a proposal for the Sunset 
Hospital.  We would like to advance a proposal to develop a number of lots.  The previous Government closed 
this hospital.  It was a nursing home and had been for almost a century when it was closed in - 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It closed in 1992, did it not? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The previous Government mothballed it in 1995.  The previous Government proposed 
the redevelopment of that site as a retirement village, which would have involved the construction of an 
additional 80 units and the selling off of two blocks of land.  Work continued along those lines, but that did not 
occur.  We have been working on a proposal that we think will provide a proper balance between the interests of 
the local community and those of the broader community.  It is our intention to take some land from that site and 
dispose of 35 lots, from which we would anticipate a return of $15 million, which would be hypothecated 
towards the health budget following the closure of many nursing homes.  The Opposition has had a change of 
heart and is now claiming that it should remain a large site for the whole community.  We think there are some 
fantastic historic buildings on that site.  It is a high-quality and absolutely beautiful site and it is important that it 
remain open to the public, but we need an opportunity to develop some of that site and put the money into the 
much-needed health budget to provide appropriate accommodation for elderly people who need care. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  It is my understanding that that is an A-class reserve.  Can the minister confirm that to 
dispose of any of that land and to rezone it would require a parliamentary process? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Yes, just as the Opposition was proposing when it was in government. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  There were two other parts to my question.   

The CHAIRMAN:  Please let the minister finalise her answer. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I had asked about Sunset Hospital, Claremont Teachers College and the Swanbourne 
Hospital site. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  You have asked about five questions three times. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Claremont Teachers College does not come - 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I wish the member for Perth would show a little bit of maturity and courtesy to the public 
servants. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member should just keep quiet.  We have a question under way at the moment. 
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The CHAIRMAN:  Order, members! 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Claremont Teachers College does not come within the purview of the Department of 
Housing and Works.  We are certain there was an arrangement to develop the Swanbourne site.  However, the 
City of Nedlands has taken a surprising stance following years of negotiation and is saying that it refuses to 
initiate the town planning scheme amendment that will be necessary to do this.  It claims that it should be 
reimbursed for expenditure of $276 000 that it incurred some 10 years ago.  Our advice is that the City of 
Nedlands has no entitlement to that sum of money.  The Government does not believe that it should just provide 
a large sum of money like this to the City of Nedlands if it is not entitled to that money.  It is not exactly the area 
of greatest need.  We hope that the council sees sense and allows the Government at some point to initiate the 
town planning scheme amendment to enable progress to be made on that site. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  On page 1088 the first dot point refers to the Perth Convention and Exhibition Centre opening 
scheduled for 2003-04.  The first dot point under major initiatives for 2004-05 refers to the development of the 
central business district court project as a public-private partnership.  Both these projects are within my 
electorate.  My understanding is that the previous Government ignored its own art policy and made no 
requirement in that project for a certain percentage for art, which I think is absolutely disgraceful.  The previous 
Government should be held accountable for that.  I do not know whether the court public-private partnership 
project has progressed to a further stage, but I hope that any eventual tenders or agreements will contain a 
percentage for art and that that will be adhered to. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  In light of some of the appalling behaviour concerning public art in the Perth 
Convention and Exhibition Centre, these are timely comments.  I made the point previously that if we are to have 
an interesting and lively city, we must be prepared to invest in the arts.  I hope that some of the opposition to the 
public art at the Perth convention centre was not underpinned by a concern that it was indigenous art.  Some 
ministers in the previous Government made a commitment to public art.  Hon Peter Foss not only adorned the 
walls of his office with public art but also was a very active minister in ensuring that public art was put in place.  
It is interesting that members of the Opposition are now attacking public art in the convention centre, but we 
should look at some of the figures for public art in the prisons.  I am not attacking the amount of public art in 
prisons - I think it is good.  The Banksia Hill Juvenile Detention Centre spent $155 000 on public art, the 
Joondalup Police Academy spent $160 000 and Shenton College did very well with $200 000 being spent on 
public art.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Who built Shenton College? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  And the police academy? 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  That is right.  The word “hypocrisy” might leap up and strike some people in the 
Chamber, but far be it from me to make such an unparliamentary utterance.  The distinguishing characteristic of 
the Perth convention centre project is that its design was based on a Wagyl which was painted by an Aboriginal 
artist.  We are very proud of our Aboriginal heritage.   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  That is unparliamentary. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  It is not unparliamentary to say that I hope this is not what inspired some of the 
criticism.  In fact, it is very important that that point be made, because it is very easy to attempt to demean 
traditional Aboriginal culture and belief.  It is a great asset for all of us in this State to be able to embrace and 
incorporate Aboriginal art into our community. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Does that reflect this Government’s attitude to Aboriginal art on the Burrup Peninsula?  
The only person who has stood up for that has been me. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  The Leader of the Opposition is just against resource development. 

[3.10 pm] 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  We are looking after it; the minister should not worry. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  I will wait for the minister to complete her answer. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I have finished, I think. 

Mr J.N. HYDE:  Can I grill the minister with a further question about the Government’s commitment over the 
courts building?  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I think I will have to provide that by way of supplementary information. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Will the minister clarify what information she will provide.   
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Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  I do not think I need to provide supplementary information.  The member has indicated 
that he is satisfied with the answer that the courts project includes the one per cent for art.  

Mr J.N. HYDE:  We know that the Perth Convention and Exhibition Centre has squibbed on public art.  I have 
heard many complaints about the roof.  I do not know whether the work is finished.  It looks like a surfboard.  If 
some public money is available, a figure of a surfer on top of the roof might help alleviate some of the problems. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  What about a ballerina?   

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  I hope it will not be in the image of the member for Perth. 

The CHAIRMAN:  Order, Leader of the Opposition!   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  When in trouble, play the man and not the ball.  That is the Leader of the Opposition’s 
general leitmotiv in this place.  

Mr J.N. HYDE:  The previous Cabinet chose a very ugly design.  

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  People are always very critical of modern architecture, and I have made the odd 
reference to chook sheds etc that have been built around the place.  However, I do not think the convention 
centre is an ugly building.  It looks quite reasonable.  We recognise that it was initiated by the previous 
Government.  Not everything it did was bad.  Most people will appreciate that Richard Court was a decent 
person.  We obviously disagreed with some of the things he did, but he was a capable leader of his party and a 
decent Premier.  

I would not advocate the surfer on the roof, but I will certainly pass on the member for Perth’s comments to Hon 
Nick Griffiths.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Does the department have responsibility for the cable station buildings in Cottesloe?   

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  Dr Pitman has indicated that this department does not have responsibility for that.  

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  They are probably within the community development portfolio; nonetheless, they are 
similar to some of the other heritage buildings that have been left empty or underutilised.  Is there a policy issue 
about this department becoming involved in assets such as that?  I think this department should have 
responsibility for some of those buildings.  Some of these interesting old buildings are left with various agencies 
and are possibly not dealt with in a professional way.  

The CHAIRMAN:  I realise that the Leader of the Opposition has asked a general question, but I ask that he 
provide a reference from the budget papers for our assistance. 

Mr C.J. BARNETT:  Output 1. 

Ms A.J. MacTIERNAN:  We will check this issue, but we think the cable station is a commonwealth function.  
A number of my departments have responsibility for heritage buildings.  Those departments have been working 
to ensure that they are properly utilised.  I am very proud of what we have been able to do with the fantastic 
stationmaster’s house in Kalgoorlie.  Along with the member for Eyre, we have ensured that this has been 
delivered to an Aboriginal group that is now working with tradesmen who have incredible skills to restore this 
place to its original glory, using the work of young Aboriginal men from the local clink.  They have been 
working hard to restore this, and it is magnificent.  It will become a culture and arts centre for the local 
Aboriginal community.  We all need to do our bit to ensure that the heritage buildings within the responsibility 
of various agencies are properly cared for and given appropriate adaptive reuse.  

Mr J.J.M. BOWLER:  There are also the four railway houses over the road.  

The appropriation was recommended.  
 


