
Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 29 August 2007] 

 p4470c-4478a 
Mr Eric Ripper; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr John Day; Mr Troy Buswell; Ms Sue Walker; Acting Speaker; Mr Tom 

Stephens; Dr Janet Woollard 

 [1] 

FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL CONSTRUCTION ACCOUNT BILL 2007 
Third Reading 

MR E.S. RIPPER (Belmont - Treasurer) [12.46 pm]:  I move - 

That the bill be now read a third time. 

In doing so, I state clearly that this bill confirms the government’s commitment to build Fiona Stanley Hospital.  
It does so because it sets aside cash from last financial year’s surplus in a dedicated legislated account for the 
construction of that hospital.  I was disappointed that during the debate some members put forward the argument 
or attempted to put forward the argument that in some way or another the bill represents a retreat from the 
government’s commitment to build Fiona Stanley Hospital.  It represents no such retreat.  The government is still 
committed to the commitments it has made on Fiona Stanley Hospital.  In fact, this bill reinforces those 
commitments and members of this house should be celebrating that this state’s economy is so strong at the 
moment that it has generated sufficient cash to build the first new major tertiary hospital in this state in 30 years.   

MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [12.47 pm]:  Fiona Stanley Hospital will be built and I hope it will be a very 
fine hospital.  This piece of legislation is a farce.  It is absolutely unnecessary for the government to bring in the 
Fiona Stanley Hospital Construction Account Bill 2007 to put aside money in a special fund for the construction 
of the hospital.  As an example, the Treasurer might recall that when the coalition was in government it put 
$300 million in cash to one side to help fund the start of construction of the south metropolitan railway.  This 
government claims that that project is fully funded.  Where is the piece of legislation to guarantee the funds for 
all the costs associated with the south metropolitan railway?  This government did not introduce legislation for 
that because it would have had to declare the true cost of that project.  We have been saying for years that it has 
probably blown out by a minimum of $300 million; it is probably closer to $500 million, if not more.  The 
government chose not to bring in legislation on that occasion but it brings in this totally superfluous piece of 
legislation and says how good it is; it has $1 billion to fund Fiona Stanley Hospital.  This legislation is absolutely 
unnecessary.   

At the commencement of today’s proceedings the Leader of the House said that we have a lot of legislation to 
get through and the house will need to sit extra hours.  Of course we will sit extra hours if this government brings 
in superfluous legislation.  It serves no purpose at all and the Treasurer knows it.  It is a stunt; a bit of politics.  
One of the problems of this Parliament, apart from the quality of some of the members, is that this government 
does not treat this Parliament seriously.  It brings in frivolous and trivial legislation that is a waste of time.  If 
state politics and state administration is declining in Australia, it is because of antics like this.   

Later we will debate in this house another piece of frivolous and trivial legislation that deals with nuclear power 
stations.  It will be a terrific debate, will it not?  Let us not build a nuclear power station.  Well, hello, is anyone 
out there going to build one?  I cannot see it.  Does anyone have any ideas or plans?  No, but we will spend days, 
maybe weeks, debating a nuclear power station.  What a farce.   

Those guys opposite are an absolute joke.  They fail to govern properly on the big issues that matter.  They are in 
denial on the crime figures associated with bashings.  People out there are trying to defend this government.  
This government is spending $1 million a week trying to pretend it is doing something.  It is an absolute 
disgrace.  We will see later in the day how good members opposite are in standing up for the laws of this state 
and propriety and integrity in government.  I look forward to the Treasurer coming into this place at about 
four o’clock and joining in the debate on standards of government.   

MR J.H.D. DAY (Darling Range) [12.49 pm]:  Some very pertinent comments were made by the member for 
Cottesloe.  I feel compelled to add to them because it was very obvious to me when this bill was introduced - 
and, indeed, when the Treasurer stated in his budget speech back in May that he was going to introduce such a 
bill - that it was nothing more than a stunt.  The opposition does not oppose the legislation because it does not do 
any harm, but it certainly does not do any good apart from, in the government’s view, promoting its own image.  
That is what it is all about; it is all about spin and style as opposed to doing anything of substance.  The 
government can fund the construction of Fiona Stanley Hospital in the way that governments normally fund 
these facilities: on a progressive basis, by allocating funds during the years in which construction occurs, over 
two, three, four or whatever years.  That is the way these projects are normally funded.  If this is good enough 
for Fiona Stanley Hospital, why is it not good enough for the new hospitals planned in my electorate - in 
Midland, for example?  The proposed Midland health campus has now been delayed by at least 12 months.  I 
noticed a couple of weeks ago that signs have gone up saying that it will arrive in 2012.  All the initial 
announcements and fanfare from the government were that it would be constructed by 2010-11.  It is now 2012.  
Where was the announcement from the government that that was going to occur?  Of course there was nothing.  
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They have stuck up a sign and hoped that no-one would notice the difference.  The reality is that people do 
notice the difference.   

I digress a little.  If this process is good enough for the construction of Fiona Stanley Hospital, why does the 
government not do the same for all other hospitals or major facilities that are to be constructed in this state?  The 
reason the government is doing this is because it is a stunt.  It thought it could get a good headline out of it.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  You only wish that when you were in power, you might have once had the capacity to do this. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  To respond to that interjection from the Treasurer, there is no doubt that this government is in 
a very fortunate position.  It has large amounts of revenue available to it, as a result of which it can engage in 
some of these projects.  The Treasurer knows that he is in a much better position in that respect than the previous 
government was.  If we had had available to us the amount of revenue necessary to build some of these facilities 
in the way that the current government has, a lot of these facilities would have been further progressed when we 
were in government.  That does not mean that we had a bad record at all.  We had a very good record in building 
the Joondalup Health Campus as a substantial expansion of the then Wanneroo Hospital.  We also built the Peel 
Health Campus, the South West Health Campus, the new Northam Regional Hospital and, closer to home, the 
Armadale-Kelmscott Memorial Hospital - something that the previous Labor government talked about a lot, but 
did nothing about. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  We even built a power station in Collie - remember that? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  As the member for Cottesloe says, the previous government ensured that the 330-megawatt 
power station in Collie was completed, despite lots of promises and talk by the previous Labor government.  In 
introducing a bill such as this, the government is drawing attention to the fact that it is driven by headlines, 
image, media announcements - 

Mr T. Buswell:  Spin. 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Spin, as the member for Vasse and others say. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  So, building a major new tertiary health campus is spin? 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  No, the Treasurer deliberately misses the point.  The point is that it is not necessary to create 
an artificial account such as this in order to build a hospital.   
I remind the Treasurer of another point.  As he will remember, in his budget speech he said that the government 
was creating a future fund to build this hospital.  I notice that the Treasurer has not used that terminology since, 
because it was pointed out to him very clearly that this is not a genuine future fund at all.  A future fund is a fund 
that is established on a permanent and continuing basis to ensure that there is income available to the state as a 
result of those investments being made on a continuing basis into the future.  That is not what this account is all 
about, and this is certainly not a genuine future fund.  The Treasurer has obviously been embarrassed enough to 
realise that he should not have used that misleading terminology in his speech.  At least he has not used it since, 
because he knows he is wrong.  To create a genuine future fund, the government needs to do what the federal 
government has done with its Higher Education Endowment Fund, for which it has put aside $5 billion to 
provide income on a continuing basis to provide for capital works in university facilities around the country.  
Closer to home, and without dwelling on the subject, I remind the Treasurer that if he wants to create a future 
fund in this state, he will support the bill that I introduced in April to create a future fund from hopefully a 
substantial proportion of the revenue available from mining and petroleum royalties in this state.  That is the sort 
of approach that should be taken if there is to be a genuine, long-term view about Western Australia and what is 
done in the best interests of its residents, rather than engaging in stunts such as this, which really mean nothing. 

MR T. BUSWELL (Vasse - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [12.55 pm]:  I pick up from the remarks I 
made at the commencement of the second reading debate by saying that the opposition will not oppose this bill.  
As my colleagues have said, the opposition views the bill purely and simply as nothing more than a political 
stunt.  The Treasurer knows that the facts of the matter are that he bungled his way through the last financial 
year.  He got to the end of the year and had so much money in the bank that he was embarrassed.  He was under 
a lot of pressure to provide meaningful tax relief, including land tax relief - 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Which I have. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  The Treasurer has not.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  We have lower tax than all of the other states. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I tell the Treasurer that every single time I get a land tax bill from people in this state - 
whose land tax he promised to cut - I will bring those bills into the house and wave them under the Treasurer’s 
nose, and staple them to the foreheads of the government backbenchers from whose electorates they come, so 
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that they understand that the Treasurer has misled the public of this state.  The Treasurer got to the end of the 
financial year and the Department of Treasury and Finance called him and said, “Crikey, we’ve got a bit of a 
problem here.  We’re going to have billions in the bank again at the end of the year, and there are people 
clamouring for tax relief.  You don’t want to provide it; we know that, Treasurer - we’re on your side.  So, what 
are we going to do with the money?  Where are we going to stick it so we don’t feel so bad?” 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  We’re going to build a major new piece of infrastructure for the people of Western Australia.  
Shock, horror - building a hospital! 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  The stupidity of that statement is that this bill is not necessary for building this hospital.  
Let us clearly understand this.  Can members guess what it was the year before, when the Treasurer had money 
in surplus?  It was the Perth-Mandurah railway project.  Remember that?  It is going to be built debt-free. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Yes, it is. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  There is no need to do that.  The government still has general government sector debt. 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  In the general government sector?  Zero debt; $2.2 billion in assets.  The general government 
sector is absolutely debt-free on that basis. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  That is an interesting point, because the Treasurer knows as well as I do that there are still 
debt instruments in the general government sector. 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  On a net basis. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  The Treasurer should not fiddle with words. 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  I’m not fiddling with words; on a net basis, it is $2.2 billion in the general government sector. 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  He most definitely is.  He has been caught out again.  The Treasurer could have paid off 
plenty of debt.  The opposition knows there is a cost involved, because the government’s Treasury officials have 
confirmed it with us.  There is a cost involved in the government’s political spin doctoring of this matter.  The 
fact is that the Treasurer created this account to take the heat off him at budget time, and it failed.  I love 
remembering the Treasurer’s budget announcements; sometimes I look at the news clippings I have kept from 
the day.  The Treasurer came in gloating and the backbenchers - who never read the budget anyway - were all 
saying, “Well done!  Carry us forward to the promised land!”  Every single commentator on economic and social 
matters in this state was lining up to put the boot into the Treasurer. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Except the voters. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Is that right?  It was hopeless. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  That’s your problem.  You can get a few selfish interest groups to support you, but you can’t 
get the voters. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Do not worry; there was plenty of money in there for fisheries officers. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  There was plenty of money in there for booze buses.  I recall budget day. 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  There were only two pages thumbed in the member for Collie-Wellington’s budget 
documents.  One was how much was being spent on fisheries enforcement and the other one was to do with 
booze buses.  I wondered why he was so interested.  In hindsight, of course, it is all clear.  The pickled poacher 
rises again. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Up he comes, like a troglodyte out of the depths of the coal mines.  He gets caught out.  He 
suddenly had a six figure salary in the bank, and he thought, “I’m going to catch it, poach it and enjoy it.”  That 
is what the Treasurer did with his budget money.  The pickled poacher rises again! 

Getting back to the matter before the house, that is what the Treasurer did.  It is a sham and we know it is a 
sham.  The member for Collie-Wellington, who is obviously very upset, understands it is a sham.  It is a sham, 
and that is just the fact.  The hospital construction has not even started.  Rather than focus on bringing in these 
sham bills and wasting the time of the house, why does the government not start the hospital? 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  It is a good idea to identify the funding source and lock it away in legislation, don’t you think?  

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Rubbish!  The irony is the government does not even own the land.   
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Mr E.S. Ripper:  Locking up $1 billion of cash from the surplus to build a tertiary hospital has to be a bad idea, 
says the opposition. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  Yes, yes.  The government talks about building the next major tertiary hospital; it does not 
tell us the flipside about closing one.  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  We are building one. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  The government should be more focused on delivering outcomes.  The Minister for Health 
should be more focused on making sure this hospital is built on time and on budget.  We already know that will 
not happen.  We have seen the disgraceful episode of parachuting Mr Alan Piper into that position.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Do you think he’s incompetent? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I am not commenting at all on Mr Piper.  I do not know Mr Piper.  The process is 
suspicious and raises concerns.  The government issued a tender in June.  Mr Piper did not respond.  The 
government cancelled the tender.  Two or three days later the Minister for Health stood in the house and said that 
he would issue a new tender; but in the interim he was giving Alan Piper the job to help him through.  That is 
what the minister did.  Who knows who wrote the new tender specification?  Funnily enough, the tender came 
out, and who was awarded the $4 million, potential 8-year contract for this project?  It was Alan Piper.   

I sometimes think that if government ministers focused on their core activities in this place, Fiona Stanley 
Hospital might be underway and we might not be looking at delays and cost blowouts.  Here we have a Minister 
for Health whose priorities are not health; his priorities are prostitution, stem cell research, surrogacy and a bill 
of rights, and he ignores the fact that every Western Australian has a right to a health system that works.  This is 
one of the problems, Treasurer.  The government has taken its eyes off the ball.  It plays little games and 
conducts stunts like this and they backfire because we all know exactly what the government is trying to do. 

The opposition will not oppose the bill, but it certainly wants to make sure that people understand exactly what 
the Treasurer is about.  This bill is all about smoke, mirrors and spin, and not about substance. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [1.02 pm]:  I want to make a few comments about the Fiona Stanley Hospital 
Construction Account Bill and to say that I agree with the speakers on our side.  It is very disappointing to me 
that the Treasurer brought this bill into the house.  All the Treasurer said in his second reading speech of three 
paragraphs, which gives an indication of the substance of the bill, is that the government will put about $2 billion 
into a special purpose account established by this legislation to protect that money.  Why is the government not 
establishing legislation to protect the community from the lawlessness against elderly people that is going on in 
this state?  People cannot even do gardening at their homes without getting attacked and grievously injured.  
Senior citizens cannot stay in their homes because of the government’s soft-on-crime approach.  These issues 
relating to crime have filtered down to the community and everyone thinks this government is a joke.  What does 
the government do?  It does not bring legislation into this place for stronger and tougher penalties.  It brings in a 
bill and wastes Parliament’s time debating legislation for the protection of an account for $2 billion to build a 
hospital.   

What I find strange about this government is that the recommendation for this hospital was contained in the Reid 
report, but the government will close Royal Perth Hospital and put part of it in the QEII Medical Centre in my 
electorate.  How did that decision occur?  Mr McGinty said at a public meeting that he had five points.  He did 
the old Ros Kelly trick with the whiteboard.  He said he had five points and that he thought two were good.  He 
said he would put RPH, Princess Margaret Hospital for Children and King Edward Memorial Hospital at QEII.  
The 400 people who attended the public meeting asked what had happened to the feasibility study that was 
recommended in the Reid report.  They were told that the minister had not done one.  No feasibility study of the 
recommendations made in the Reid report has ever been done by this government.  This government therefore 
has decided on a whim - as the Attorney General often does because no-one ever does any really serious 
investigation - that this will be his scheme.  What did the government do?  It decided that it would do this with 
QEII, and then it thought about a transport plan and the gridlocks that would happen around it.  The government 
will get everyone, including parents and their kids, to cycle or catch a train to QEII. 

I got my constituents to do an analysis.  The government will make sick people from all over Perth come to the 
western suburbs to a hospital to where no train goes.  Those people will find it very difficult to get access to 
another major tertiary hospital, because we are talking about the establishment of a major tertiary hospital here.  
I do not have a problem with Fiona Stanley Hospital.  I am disappointed that the Treasurer blocked the member 
for Alfred Cove last night from pinning him down on the number of beds at the hospital. 

Coming back to the Reid report, I presume the member for Alfred Cove can tell me whether the establishment of 
this hospital was a recommendation of the Reid report. 
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Dr J.M. Woollard:  It came out of the report, but the Reid report actually looked at health care needs totally. 

Point of Order 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs J. Hughes):  Before the member for Nedlands continues, I bring to her 
attention that this is debate at the third reading stage, not the second reading stage, of the bill.  It is not an 
opportunity for a second reading debate.  I bring that to the attention of the member for Nedlands and ask her to 
please continue. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I believe I have raised this matter before.  The final thing I want to say about the way this 
whole Fiona Stanley Hospital project is going, and the other hospitals that have to be closed as a result of it, is 
that this government closed the Cottage Hospice.   

Mr R.C. Kucera:  No, we didn’t. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The government closed the Cottage Hospice.  The point is that the government should not 
have closed it because it is a memorial -  

Point of Order 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  Madam Acting Speaker, you raised the fact that she was in a third reading speech - 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Who is she?   

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  This member. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  For goodness sake; how insulting! 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  I thought I had the sex right at least! 

This member has previously raised successfully with you, Madam Acting Speaker, that same point of order.  In 
defence of her arguments before the house, the member has indicated that she has made all these points before.  
That is hardly a defence, Madam Acting Speaker, in her defiance of the Chair.  The debate is at the third reading 
stage.  I have incurred the ire of the member whenever I have in her view transgressed in this area.  I would hate 
to think that what is good for the gander is not good for the goose. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Further to that point or order, the member for Nedlands is talking about funding and 
the Reid report.  It is because of the Reid report that the government decided to establish Fiona Stanley Hospital 
in the southern suburbs; therefore, the member is not speaking out of line in this debate.  The Treasurer himself 
said yesterday that any money left over may go to another part of the health care sector rather than to Fiona 
Stanley Hospital.  I believe that is also where the member for Nedlands is coming from, as the Treasurer at the 
second reading stage left wide open this part of the debate on where that money would be spent if it does not go 
to Fiona Stanley Hospital.   

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Thank you, member.  I bring to the attention of members that the third reading stage 
is a debate about the bill and not a second reading debate to discuss all health issues related to the second reading 
speech.  I ask the member for Nedlands to keep that in mind. 

Debate Resumed 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Yes, Madam Acting Speaker. 

The Treasurer stood, beat his drum and said that the government was building a major tertiary hospital.  It would 
also be adding to another major tertiary hospital in my electorate.  The government closed down the 28-bed 
Cottage Hospice and comes into this place and takes credit because it will be building Fiona Stanley Hospital.  
The Treasurer said that the cottage hospice was in the wrong place.  Is QEII not in the wrong place?  It is in the 
western suburbs too.   

The Treasurer stands condemned and should hang his head in shame.   
The member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara stood in this place and said, “We didn’t close it, the Cancer Council 
did”.  The member is too spineless to take responsibility for closing the Cottage Hospice.  He should not come 
into this place and waste time by beating his chest and saying how wonderful it is that the government will be 
building Fiona Stanley Hospital, because this is a nothing but a puerile bill. Members on the other side did not 
even have the decency to keep the Cottage Hospice open for the Christmas period!  The member for Central 
Kimberley-Pilbara went home for his Christmas dinner, but people in the community were ringing around trying 
to get their loved ones who were dying into a hospice. Many people could not, and still cannot, get their loved 
ones into a hospice, yet the government still has not built the hospices it promised in other hospitals.   
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The government is a disgrace, and so is this bill. 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [1.10 pm]:  This bill is about the proposed establishment and completion 
of Fiona Stanley Hospital.  In 2001, the government said it was going to fix the areas of health, education and 
law and order.  It has not fixed any of them.  The Reid report released before the 2005 election highlighted the 
glaringly obvious inequalities that exist in the provision of health care services in the north and south 
metropolitan areas.  As a result, it was recommended that a tertiary teaching hospital be established in the south 
metropolitan area.  Based on the statistics in the Reid report, the government decided to build a 1 000-bed 
facility and call it Fiona Stanley Hospital.  When that decision was made, it was thought that a 1 000-bed 
hospital would meet the community requirements until 2010.  When the government first announced the 
construction of Fiona Stanley Hospital, the completion date was 2010.  That was subsequently changed to 2011, 
then 2012, and now it appears that the completion date may be in 2013 or even 2014. 
The Fiona Stanley Hospital Construction Account Bill that the Treasurer has put on the table will result in 
something being built by, maybe, 2013 or 2014; however, we do not know exactly what will be built.  The 
government is saying that it will build a major teaching hospital, but we know that the cost of establishing such a 
hospital has increased rapidly since 2005.  Had this government immediately honoured its commitment and 
started developing Fiona Stanley Hospital in 2005, rather than leaving it until now to put the money aside to 
purchase land, it might have been able to build a 1 000-bed hospital.  Today, the $1 billion set aside by the 
government may not be sufficient to build even a 640-bed facility given the increases in building costs and the 
unspecified completion date.  According to the Treasurer, the government will fulfil its commitment to build 
stage 1.  However, if stage 1 is not due to be completed until 2017 or 2018, $1 billion may not be enough to 
complete the stage.  This bill is smoke and mirrors.   
We know that towards the end of next year there will be lots more brilliant media announcements from the 
government.  It will say that Fiona Stanley is underway and the slab has been laid.  However, my community and 
the community in the south metropolitan area are very disappointed with this government and with its failure to 
give a commitment to build a 1 000-bed facility.  This bill states that when the hospital is established and 
completed, the Treasurer can determine whether to commit any leftover money to other parts of the health care 
system or to further stages of the Fiona Stanley Hospital.  
Stage 1 might now consist of only 300 or 400 beds.  We do not know how many beds this funding will provide.  
I sought the government’s endorsement to include in this bill a provision binding the government to build a 
1 000-bed hospital.  The government refused to accept that amendment.  It is an interesting turnaround, because 
prior to the 2005 election, the Liberal Party did not support the building of a 1 000-bed tertiary hospital in the 
south metropolitan area.  The Liberal Party has since assessed the Reid report and the population growth patterns 
in the south metropolitan area, and, as a result, has stated in this house - I am very pleased that it has - that if it 
wins the next election, it will ensure that a 1 000-bed hospital is built for people in the south metropolitan area. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  They have looked at your seat and decided to take it from you. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I am very pleased that the Liberals have come on board to support the establishment of 
a hospital in the south metropolitan region.  At the next election, we shall see where the votes that previously 
went to members on the opposite side of the house end up.  The member for Riverton would have received votes 
because of the Minister for Health’s announcement that the government would build a 1 000-bed you-beaut 
major hospital.  The member for Rockingham did not campaign on health during the by-election, but his 
predecessor would have received a certain number of election-winning votes on the basis of that announcement 
about the Fiona Stanley Hospital.  The Premier’s electorate is also affected by the lack of health care services in 
the south metropolitan area.  Currently, people have to travel north of the river for health care.  If this hospital is 
ever completed, it will save lives in the south metropolitan area.  However, lives will not be saved if we end up 
with a mickey mouse hospital rather than the major teaching hospital that was promised.   

The Treasurer continues to talk about this major teaching hospital that the government will build, yet the 
government will not give a commitment on the number of beds the facility will contain.  The government is 
shuffling the number of beds both north and south of the river.  I would like to remind the Treasurer and the 
Minister for Health that they would have had a very hard time winning their seats at the 2005 election had the 
Minister for Health not pulled this stunt and announced that he would build a 1 000-bed tertiary hospital in the 
south metropolitan area.  The minister convinced doctors, nurses, allied health workers and many community 
groups to believe the government.  They believed the promise that was given to build a new hospital.   

Ms K. Hodson-Thomas:  Extraordinary! 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I agree with the member for Carine.  Since I have been a member of this house, I have 
seen this government break one promise after another.  It made core promises for the education system, and a big 
announcement was made about providing $64 million to fix our schools.  My schools have not been fixed. 
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Mr R.F. Johnson:  Crime. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I will come to that, member for Hillarys.  My schools have not been fixed.  My schools 
are in dire need of funding to bring them up to a proper standard. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs J. Hughes):  I remind the member that we are on the third reading of the bill.  
The same advice I gave the member for Nedlands applies to the member for Alfred Cove. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Thank you, Madam Acting Speaker.  I will not talk about the fact that the government 
has not kept the promise it made about police and crime.  We all know that that situation has not improved and I 
will not go into that.  I will come back to health and I will come back to the bill. 

When I heard initially that the government was going to put money into an account for the construction of the 
Fiona Stanley Hospital, I thought that, although it was late, it was finally starting to fulfil the promise that it 
made to the community.  Unfortunately, this bill does not show any commitment to that promise.  The Treasurer 
has said, “We’re setting aside $1 billion; look at how good we are.”  However, the commitment was not to spend 
$1 billion; the commitment was to build a 1 000-bed hospital.  This bill will not fund the construction of a 
1 000-bed hospital.  With the way the government has managed the planning for the construction and 
establishment of this hospital to date, I very much doubt that a 643-bed hospital will be built with this money.  
Clause 6 of the bill is a joke because the Treasurer said that any money that is left over might go into funding 
stage 2, or it might go towards improving some other section of the health care system.  I very much doubt that 
this amount of funding will enable a 643-bed hospital to be built.  There has been one delay after another by the 
government in progressing this hospital. 

During the second reading debate, I reminded the government that the development of a hospital on this site was 
first discussed in Parliament in the 1970s.  It was recognised in the 1970s that there was inequality in health care 
services in the north and south metropolitan areas, and there were discussions between the government, Murdoch 
University and other health care providers.  At that stage, the hospital that was going to be developed was to be 
called the Lakes hospital.  There would have been a lot of fanfare and media statements about that hospital, just 
as there have been about this hospital.  There has been a lot of fanfare about this major hospital and media 
statements have been made.  However, we have not been given a guarantee about the size of the hospital that 
will be built.  If this government were to win the next election, we could end up with a mickey mouse hospital 
because we have not been given a guarantee. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  We would certainly end up with a mickey mouse government. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I thank the member for Hillarys.  Did he say that we have a mickey mouse 
government? 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I said that if it wins the next election, we’ll end up with a mickey mouse government. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Does the member not think it is a mickey mouse government at the moment? 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I do, but it will be Minnie and Mickey. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Returning to the bill, I hope that when the bill goes to the upper house, the 
Greens (WA) will look at the promises made by this government.  I will certainly be lobbying the Greens in the 
upper house.  There is no need to lobby the Liberal and National members in the upper house, because the 
Liberal and National Parties gave a commitment yesterday by supporting the amendment I moved to insert in the 
bill the words “1 010 bed”.  We know that there is a commitment from the Liberals and Nationals. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Now you’re seeking to amend a budget bill. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I hope that the Greens will encourage - I would like to think that they will force - this 
government to insert in this bill the number of beds that should be developed for the Fiona Stanley Hospital.  The 
Treasurer just said that I was seeking to influence the budget.  The Greens would not be interfering with the 
budget, because an amendment to insert the words “1 000 bed” would not affect the budget. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  This is not a budget bill.  It is not part of the budget at all. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  It is not a budget bill, member for Cottesloe.  The Treasurer has said that clause 4 
leaves it open for the government to put more money into this account at a later stage.  The Treasurer has said 
that this money has been put aside for the development of the hospital and that this bill is about the establishment 
of the hospital.  However, inserting in the clause the number of beds that the hospital will have will not influence 
the funding arrangements.  All it will do is give the community an assurance that the government is credible and 
that it made a promise that it will keep.  However, the government has not done that.  As has been said 
previously, this bill is smoke and mirrors.  It refers to the development of a major hospital, but if we were to ask 
people how many beds a major hospital should have, we would find that the answer would vary.  That was not 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 29 August 2007] 

 p4470c-4478a 
Mr Eric Ripper; Mr Colin Barnett; Mr John Day; Mr Troy Buswell; Ms Sue Walker; Acting Speaker; Mr Tom 

Stephens; Dr Janet Woollard 

 [8] 

the commitment that the government gave.  The commitment it gave was that it would build a 1 000-bed 
hospital.  The commitment it gave was that it would build a major tertiary hospital with 1 000 beds because it 
had looked at the statistics in the Reid report and had considered the population needs and the inequalities in 
health care service delivery in the north and south metropolitan areas.  However, that is not what this bill is all 
about.  This bill has been introduced so that the government can once again pretend that it is doing something, 
but it is not doing what it said it would do with this bill. 

I am pleased that the Minister for Health has returned to the chamber, because it was the minister who made all 
the statements about this hospital.  The Minister for Health repeatedly put out media statements.  As I said 
yesterday, the number of beds has fluctuated from 1 000 to 1 050 beds.  He has met with groups in the 
community.  He has presented statistics to Parliament time and again.  During the second reading debate, I gave 
the dates of the many instances when the minister said in this house that the hospital would have 1 000 beds.  
This bill is a farce.  This bill is not fulfilling the promise that the government made to the community.  It is not 
fulfilling the promise that the government made to my community in Alfred Cove, nor to the wider community 
in the south metropolitan area.  I certainly will be encouraging people to lobby the government.  While I stay in 
this place as a member, I will be reminding this government - I assure the government that I have a long 
memory - on a regular basis that it has failed to fulfil the promise that it made in 2001 when it said that it would 
fix health, and then in 2005 when it said that it would build a 1 000-bed tertiary hospital. 

Yes, I will support the bill, because at least we will get some hospital beds in the south metropolitan area. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  Don’t hold your breath. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  As the member for Nedlands has just said, I should not hold my breath.  I agree with 
her.  We do not know when we will get those beds. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  There might be a point to this.  If the $1 billion is put into an account, it might stop some 
other crooks in the Labor Party getting their hands on it.  That is the only merit it has.  Maybe it will stop the 
crooks. 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  Remember the 1980s.  The Labor Party got its hands into the public funds in the 1980s.  
They’re a bunch of crooks. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mrs J. Hughes):  The member for Alfred Cove has the call. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I know that the member for Nedlands is talking about the slush funds, and the member 
for Cottesloe has just put on record the problems with the Labor government in the 1980s - I was not in this 
place in the 1980s - and stated that maybe this bill will prevent similar events occurring with this government.  
We have seen many ministers fall over.  There is a possibility that parliamentary secretaries may fall over soon 
also. 

However, to get back to this bill, yes, I will support the bill, but I am very disappointed, as are members of my 
community and the community in the south metropolitan area, that this bill does not deliver the major tertiary 
hospital that the government gave a commitment in 2005 that it would deliver.  In 2005, we were told that we 
would have a major tertiary hospital by 2010.  We now know that the date is 2012.  We may be lucky; maybe we 
will get 600 beds by 2015.  It may be only 400 beds.  I am pleased that there will be an account and that some 
money will be put aside, because we will possibly get some hospital on the site; we will get some form of a 
Fiona Stanley Hospital.  However, I now do not believe that the government intends to fulfil its promise.  I think 
that this is now another broken promise, and I am very disappointed that the government will not give the 
commitment to this house and to the community that this account will be kept open until there are 1 000 beds as 
part of the Fiona Stanley Hospital.  Clause 4 of this bill states that the Treasurer can make additions to this 
account.  However, the Treasurer has not given a commitment that additions will be made until the government 
has fulfilled its promise to develop a 1 000-bed tertiary hospital. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 
 


