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FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL CONSTRUCTION ACCOUNT BILL 2007 
Consideration in Detail 

Clause 1:  Short title - 
Mr T. BUSWELL:  I would like to ask the Treasurer a question, if only to make a point.  Clause 1, “Short title”, 
is - 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Would you have any other reason for asking a question? 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  I have to be honest; I have given up on trying to get information from the Treasurer, 
although I must admit that during estimates the Treasurer gave good answers when asked questions and followed 
up with good information, certainly in comparison with other ministers - for example, the Premier.  Perhaps I 
often make a point; occasionally, when the forum is appropriate, I seek to provide information.  In making the 
point, I wish to ask a question.  This bill is called the Fiona Stanley Hospital Construction Account Bill 2007.  
Will the Treasurer point out to me and other members in the house where, in the two short pages of this bill, 
there is any obligation in any way, shape or form upon the government to construct Fiona Stanley Hospital?  I 
have searched high and low and I cannot find anything in this bill that will force or compel the government to 
construct Fiona Stanley Hospital.  I wonder why it is called the “construction” account, when it has nothing to do 
with the construction of the hospital. 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  Clause 4(1) reads - 

A Treasurer’s special purpose account called the Fiona Stanley Hospital Construction Account is 
established under the Financial Management Act 2006 section 10 for the purposes of the construction 
and establishment of a hospital. 

Clause 6(1) reads - 

When the Treasurer is satisfied that the construction and establishment of the Fiona Stanley Hospital 
have been completed, the Treasurer is to direct that any money standing to the credit of the Account be 
credited to the Consolidated Account. 

The government will put $1 billion into a special account, and it cannot spend that money or take it back into the 
consolidated account until the Treasurer is satisfied that Fiona Stanley Hospital has been completed. 

Mr T. BUSWELL:  The figure used in the Treasurer’s budget speech was $1.09 billion - let us say $1.1 billion.  
Where, in this bill, is that figure legislatively committed to by the government? 

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  That is an appropriation under the appropriation bills. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  The long title of the bill states that this is an act to establish a special purpose account 
for the purposes of the construction and establishment of the Fiona Stanley Hospital.  The short title states - 

This is the Fiona Stanley Hospital Construction Account Act 2007. 
Why is it called the Fiona Stanley Hospital construction account, rather than the Fiona Stanley Hospital stage 1 
construction account?  This is not, in fact, the Fiona Stanley Hospital construction account.  The Treasurer has 
stated that Fiona Stanley Hospital will have 1 000 beds, so this is only stage 1.  Why is the Treasurer not 
committing to that?  The Treasurer knows that I will later move an amendment that this bill should state that the 
establishment includes the installation of 1 000 beds.  Why is there no mention made in the bill about the number 
of beds?  There is suspicion because the government has talked about the $1.09 billion - I agree with the member 
for Vasse - and when one looks at clause 4(4) one sees that it states that the money in the account “may be 
applied by the Treasurer”.  We need to see the money go into the account.  Even then, the money may go into the 
account but from this government we have had broken promise after broken promise concerning when the 
hospital is to be completed.  Initially, it was broken promises about completion dates but now we have a much 
more serious broken promise before the house because the Fiona Stanley Hospital construction account is only 
for 643 beds.  The situation is much more severe because the government is basically supporting the inequity in 
health care services that has existed in the south metropolitan area for the past two decades.  With the bill 
worded the way it is now, 400 beds that were promised to the community are disappearing.  It is a pea and 
thimble trick with a very small thimble.  Where are the beds going?  I am also very concerned, because of the 
bill, about what will happen to the people who use Royal Perth Hospital and Fremantle Hospital.  The 
government is thinking of closing Royal Perth Hospital but it represents 700 beds.  Fremantle has 400 beds.  If 
the government is still planning on closing services at both those hospitals and replacing them with only 
643 beds, we are in a crisis now with health.  What will it be like in three or four years? 
I do not believe the short title of the bill is appropriate.  The title should be the “Fiona Stanley Hospital Stage 1 
Construction Account Bill 2007”.  If the government were to modify the title to include stage 1, the community 
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may think that the government is honest.  We have heard a lot of talk over the past few months about integrity in 
this house.  Just last week the Premier was questioning the integrity of the member for Vasse.  Where is the 
government’s integrity concerning a promise that it has given to the community on this hospital?  I do not think 
that the short title of the bill is appropriate to meet the commitment that the government has given.  If we accept 
that the commitment is now a broken promise, I guess that we can let the title lie as it is on the table because it 
shows that the government is not sincere and has not been honest either to the Parliament or the community and 
has no intention of building for the additional 400 beds at Fiona Stanley Hospital. 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I am hurt that the member should doubt the integrity of the government on this issue.  The 
government has committed to Fiona Stanley Hospital.  Stage 1 is the stage we are building across these forward 
estimates.  We have outlined our long-term commitment to the remainder of Fiona Stanley Hospital.  What we 
are doing here is providing a funding mechanism for stage 1 of Fiona Stanley Hospital.  The short title is 
perfectly adequate.  I do not agree that there is any broken promise associated with this bill.  I further assert that 
the government has a very good record in delivering on its promises.  The government takes special care, 
particularly with the financial promises it makes, to incorporate all the promises into its budgets.  If we go back 
to the budget for 2005-06 there is a special chapter in the Economic and Fiscal Outlook budget paper No 3, 
which outlines every election promise that we have made that has a financial implication and which indicates 
how the election promise has been incorporated into the budget papers.  Not only do we make these promises at 
elections with serious intent, but also we follow up and we make sure that when we do the budget every promise 
has been incorporated into the budget papers.  We publish information to show how that has been done.  We are 
certainly committed to our promises on Fiona Stanley Hospital. 
The only other thing I would say is that I caution the member about time lines in the current construction 
industry.  There are factors in the current construction industry that are outside the control of government.  There 
are shortages of skilled labour.  Contractors are engaged on many other projects, including private sector 
projects.  Quite frankly, it is becoming increasingly difficult for everyone - private sector or public sector - to 
deliver on time lines that have been previously contemplated.  We are committed to the time lines but I have to 
say - 
Dr J.M. Woollard:  Are you committed to stage 2? 
Mr E.S. RIPPER:  We are committed to stage 2, which is in accordance with the statements made by the 
Minister for Health.  I caution the member that the time lines in the current economy, with everyone trying to do 
as much as they are, and with shortages of skilled labour, mean that they are increasingly difficult to meet. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I appreciate the Treasurer’s comments.  However, although he has cautioned me about 
time lines, I have looked through this bill several times, and maybe I have missed it, but, as far as I can see, there 
are no explicit time lines in the bill.  I cannot see why the bill cannot state the number of beds.  I will propose an 
amendment to the bill that the establishment includes the installation of 1 000 beds.  There is no time line in that.  
All it is doing is saying that the government has given a commitment to build a state-of-the-art tertiary hospital 
that will meet the health needs of the population of the south metropolitan area.  It is saying also that this bill will 
stay on the record until Fiona Stanley Hospital has been established.  On the other hand, without those 1 000 
beds, the bill is not to me, and to many other people, the Fiona Stanley Hospital construction account.  The 
Treasurer is saying that it is for stage 1.  However, this act will expire when the $1.09 billion has been spent.  
Clause 4(3) states - 

The Account is to be credited with - 
(a) money from time to time appropriated by Parliament for the purposes of the Account; 

. . .  

That is the Fiona Stanley Hospital construction account, as stated in the short title.  If the bill contained the 
words that Fiona Stanley Hospital would have 1 000 beds, the government would then not be bound or restricted 
by any time limits, and nor would it be restricted by any budgetary additions to the account.  What the 
government would be doing is giving the community an assurance that it does have integrity.  At the moment, as 
the bill stands, the government does not have any integrity, because the bill refers only to the Fiona Stanley 
Hospital construction account.  In the house today the Minister for Health talked about planning and 
development.  Again, it was all the wonderful things the government is going to do.  The government has put 
money into the railway, and now it is putting it into health.   

However, the Treasurer is not putting money into what he said he would put it into.  He said that he would 
ensure that there was equity in the delivery of health care services.  The promises that he has given the 
community and Parliament have been about equity in health care services.  The Fiona Stanley Hospital 
Construction Account Bill does not deliver.  I repeat: this bill does not deliver equity.  This bill puts away a sum 
of money only for stage 1 of the hospital.  When that money has been spent, the account will be closed.  Why is 
the Treasurer trying to fob me off with time lines?  There are no time lines in the bill.  No amount of money is 
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referred to in the bill.  The bill simply allows the government to pretend that it is fulfilling a promise it gave to 
the community.  However, it is not fulfilling that promise.  The bill is only window-dressing; it is smoke and 
mirrors.  I do not believe that the short title should be the “Fiona Stanley Hospital Construction Account Act 
2007”.  The Fiona Stanley Hospital will not provide equity in the delivery of services in the south metropolitan 
area, as the Treasurer has said it will. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I presume that we are debating the short title. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  We are. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I hope the Treasurer will not move an amendment during this debate to change the short 
title to the “QEII Hospital Construction Account Act 2007”, because 400 beds have disappeared, and I hope they 
are not coming to Nedlands!  What can I say?  I am very concerned.  The other night the Minister for Health 
dared to face my residents and, unfortunately, they booed him. 

Dr J.M. Woollard:  What did they do? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  They booed him.  What cut to the quick was that when I got up, 300 people clapped. 

Dr J.M. Woollard:  You’re a hardworking member. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am.  I thank the member for Alfred Cove. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Did you put that roll under your coat or did you put it in a bag? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I have worked out why the chief executive officer, Mr Graham Foster, came in, as the 
Minister for Health has said, with his arms flailing around, saying that the member for Nedlands had taken the 
register.  I realised that I had with me all the yellow leaflets that were left over, and the construction plan.  Of 
course, I understand that the chief executive officer said today that he did not say that. 

Dr J.M. Woollard:  Are you saying that the Minister for Health once again has misled this Parliament? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Yes, he has.  He could be a star witness at my defamation trial - 
Dr J.M. Woollard:  Where is his integrity? 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  Yes, where is his integrity? 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  You’re a lawyer and I’m not, but isn’t there some sort of public figure provision that makes it 
extremely difficult for politicians to win defamation cases? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I might be straining it a little, but to sum it up, I know that the Minister for Health did not 
do his articles and he did not get to practice.  That is probably why he did not know yesterday that there cannot 
be an offence if the register has been delivered back to the council. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I would really enjoy this debate if the member for Nedlands brought her comments 
back to the short title.  That would be good. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am concerned that when the Minister for Health stood up at the Queen Elizabeth II 
Medical Centre meeting, he suddenly took 400 beds from the number of beds that would be going to QEII.  All 
of a sudden, there would be only 100 beds. 
Dr J.M. Woollard interjected. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I do not know.  I am worried that there seems to be some playing with the figures in the 
development of new hospitals.  I do not have the leaflet with me, but I could go to my car and get one.  All of a 
sudden, the number of beds that would be going to QEII was reduced.  I hope that we do not get the ones that 
have disappeared from Fiona Stanley Hospital. 

Dr J.M. Woollard:  Members of the community need those beds. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  They do. 

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  The Treasurer might find this debate rather tiresome, but, honestly, we are not trying to be 
tiresome; we are trying to talk about what this amount of money will deliver and whether it will deliver a 
significant number of beds.  I do not think the second reading speech was made by the Treasurer; it was probably 
made by the Minister for Health.  However, he said that this account was not a slush fund.  What is the definition 
of a “slush fund”, and why is this account not a slush fund?  A lot of money is going into this account, but there 
does not appear to be any guarantee of what it will be spent on and what will be the end result.  As the member 
for Alfred Cove has asked, is the $1 100 million for stage 1?  Is that all we will get for that amount?  There is an 
unwritten understanding, or a perception, by opposition members that that money will deliver us the finished 
article, with all the bells and whistles. 

Dr J.M. Woollard:  Member for Roe, is that how you read this - that this will give us the finished article? 
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Dr G.G. JACOBS:  That is what it means to me; that is, the amount of money that the government is 
committing to this construction fund will build the total package, with at least 1 000 beds.  As I said, the going 
rate for building hospitals on greenfield sites is $1 million a bed.  The cost might creep up a little because of 
construction pressures etc.  However, the issue is that all this money will be committed, but it will just go into 
this big pot.  I want to know why it is not a slush fund.  Under section 10 of the Financial Management Act, 
which we will refer to later, the Treasurer has a lot of discretionary power over how those moneys will be used. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  I think members might have strayed a little from the clause.  The question is that 
clause 1 stand as printed. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Some members of this house are very aware that the government intends to build only 
part of Fiona Stanley Hospital, whereas the short title of the bill leads some members to believe that it will build 
the entire hospital.  I believe the short title is misleading.  The Treasurer should think about amending the title.  
Maybe the short title should read “Partial promise kept to the community for stage 1 of Fiona Stanley Hospital”.  
The Minister for Health stood in this place today and made great fanfare about the people he has brought 
onboard for Fiona Stanley Hospital.  The bill refers to construction.  Will the plans be for stages 1 and 2, or will 
this account merely be for the plans for stage 1, in which case it will certainly not be cost-effective?  It could cost 
a lot more money.  I know that the government may not fulfil that promise.  However, it will cost more when the 
Liberal Party, which has promised my community that it will build a 1 000-bed Fiona Stanley Hospital, wants to 
meet that promise.  Is the Treasurer looking at plans for a hospital with 643 beds or a hospital with 1 000 beds 
with the money that has been budgeted for this account?   

Mr E.S. RIPPER:  I think we are straying right off the short title into debate that could possibly occur on later 
clauses.  It is not that hard; we are building stage 1 of Fiona Stanley Hospital across the forward estimates, and 
setting aside the surplus from 2006-07 into a special fund to finance that construction.  People are trying to cast 
doubt on what is, in my view, unambiguously good news in this bill.  We need to acknowledge that and support 
the bill without trying to cast doubt on the motives, integrity or commitment of the government.  This is evidence 
of our commitment to Fiona Stanley Hospital.  We are taking $1 billion in cash and sticking it into a legislatively 
protected account that can be spent only on the construction of stage 1 of Fiona Stanley Hospital.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


