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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 30 June on the following motion moved by Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich (Minister for Education and 
Training) -  

That pursuant to standing order 49(1)(c), the Council take note of tabled paper 401 (2005-06 Budget 
Statements), laid upon the table of the house on 26 May 2005. 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [3.16 pm]:  In rising to speak on this year’s tabled budget, I 
wish to cover three topics this afternoon; namely, children - my shadow portfolio responsibility - federal affairs 
and the arts.  I deliberately sandwich federal affairs between those other topics because I, along with many other 
members of the house, find some of these federal issues to be quite indigestible. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:  There is too much audible conversation.  There are eight conversations going on 
at the moment - seven of them can stop as I want to hear Hon Barbara Scott.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Thank you, Mr Deputy President.   

The budget brought down this year by the government has not been thoroughly scrutinised in this chamber 
because it was not dealt with by the budget Estimates Committee.  There are views around the chamber on that 
matter.  I take the opportunity to scrutinise areas of the budget in which I have a particular interest, and I thank 
the house for the opportunity of doing so.  

I refer firstly to the issue of a children’s commissioner.  Members of this house know that I have promoted the 
concept of a children’s commissioner in Western Australia for many years.  It was a great disappointment that I 
read in the budget papers that the government has made a very tiny allocation of $1.5 million for each of the next 
four years to establish a children’s commissioner in this state.  I believe the government has been bludgeoned 
into that proposition.  This followed many statements by ministers and the Premier, Hon Geoff Gallop, outlining 
that they did not want, nor see the need for, a children’s commission.  In fact, after the release of the findings of 
the Gordon inquiry, the Premier commented after announcing $75 million worth of initiatives aimed at 
combating child abuse and family violence in Aboriginal communities.  Members of this chamber are very 
familiar with the findings of the Gordon inquiry.  A major recommendation of the inquiry was to establish a 
children’s commissioner for the state, and a deputy commissioner to deal only with Aboriginal people.  The 
Premier of this state had the following to say on 3 December 2002 -  

Today my Government is drawing a line in the sand and saying enough is enough.  This has got to stop.   

He went on to say that the government had acknowledged the need to combat child abuse and family violence, 
and he talked about the major initiatives he planned to put in place.  He further stated -  

. . . the Government had given in-principle support to all but two of the Gordon Inquiry’s 
recommendations.  These were the appointment of a Children’s Commissioner and a new memorandum 
of understanding between the Government and the Swan Valley Nyungah Community. 

I wish these words to be recorded in this chamber because they are important in the current debate regarding the 
establishment of the children’s commissioner.  The Premier also stated -  

The Government considered the need for a new Children’s Commissioner but agreed that additional 
resources would be better directed towards delivering new services rather than duplicating functions 
already undertaken by bodies such as the Ombudsman and the Child Protection Council . . .  

Therein lies the truth about this government: in this year’s budget it allocated the paltry amount of $1.5 million 
to establish a children’s commissioner, which it does not believe is needed and it does not really want.  The 
government is not committed to the establishment of a children’s commissioner when one looks at the 
legislation.  This government, with the Premier as its head, is of the view that a children’s commissioner will 
duplicate functions, and therein lies the government’s absolute mistake in that it does not recognise what the role 
of a children’s commissioner ought to be, what the roles are around the world, and that is an outside body and an 
independent advocate for children in the heart of government with extensive powers to scrutinise what 
government is doing for children.  What outside agency has scrutinised the decision to allocate the amount of 
money that the government allocated in 2002?  This year’s budget allocation of $1.5 million is a very poor 
amount of money and it is indicative of the Gallop government’s commitment to children.  The fact that the 
government has provided such a pittance to establish a children’s commissioner in this state is a clear indication 
that the Gallop government does not really value children, because, if the Premier valued something, he would 
put his money where his mouth is and put in place the protocols and processes and the necessary checks and 
balances.  He would then be able to stand in the public arena with integrity and be open, accountable and 
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transparent about the things he does.  This government is not being transparent in its commitment to children, 
and the amount of money allocated is far too small. 
The coalition went to the 2005 election with a clear written commitment and an estimated funded cost for a 
children’s commissioner of $5 million.  This was based on the recommendation of the Select Committee on 
Advocacy for Children, which I was privileged to chair, and which also comprised a member of the Labor Party 
and the Greens (WA).  It was a very good committee.  We looked closely at all of the work being done for 
children.  We looked closely at children’s commissioners around the world, we scrutinised the legislation in 
other jurisdictions and we decided on the main tenets and what we believed was important to go into the 
legislation.  We based our recommendation to Parliament on between $9 and $10 per child per year to establish 
this important commission, which would speak for children, allow children’s voices to be heard and, just as 
importantly, would act as a watchdog on agencies that deal with children.  This government has allocated a mere 
$3 per child per year!  What does that say about the Gallop government’s commitment to children?  I believe it is 
an absolute pittance.  For the record, the coalition’s child card funding going into the election was separate from 
the anticipated funding for the children’s commissioner.  We made that commitment with two separate costs.  I 
reiterate that the Liberal Party’s commitment to protecting children is far greater than that of this government; 
even though members of the government have spoken they have not acted.  We must look at the amount of 
money this government is prepared to spend on children to protect them and to guard them against agencies that 
perhaps do not do their work properly.   
This government’s allocation is clearly based on the philosophy of just how cheaply it can create this 
commission, because this woman - Hon Barbara Scott - is not going to go away, it is clear she is not going to 
leave the Parliament until the children’s commission is established and she is a daily nuisance to the minister.  
The minister has said that the government always intended to create the position of a children’s commissioner.  
However, I have just quoted what the Premier said: he stated that a children’s commissioner is not needed, it is a 
duplication of funds.  This minister has been dragged kicking and screaming in the face of her cabinet colleagues 
and has said, “I think this is an important matter; most of the community do want a children’s commissioner; 
perhaps we ought to have one.”  As I have already said, $10 per child, or $5 million, was what the coalition 
committed in real terms to establish a children’s commissioner when it went to the election.  This was based on 
several models, but two outstanding models that are working very well: the Northern Ireland model, which 
allocates $9 a year per child and the Queensland model.  When I have mentioned those figures in the public 
arena, the minister has dragged out the old furphy that those figures include the screening and testing for the 
child card or employment of paid employees and volunteers, but that is not a fact.  The Queensland government 
set aside a discrete amount for child card implementation. 

When one looks around the world at emerging positions of children’s commissioners, I guess England, which 
has a Labour government with Blair at the head, has introduced limited legislation and the position is under-
funded.  I had the opportunity to meet the new commissioner just two weeks ago in London and we shared that 
disappointment.  I am sure he will do a very good job in spite of that, but he cannot properly do all the work that 
he needs to do if he does not have the funds.  This government has failed children in that it has provided them 
with a pittance in this budget.  As I have said in this chamber on many occasions, in Perth, Western Australia we 
are very fortunate to have the Institute for Child Health Research - the research centre - which conducts thorough 
and very worthwhile research that has been recognised not only nationally but also internationally as being 
outstanding in the areas of early intervention, assessment of children, health of mothers and babies and that sort 
of thing.  About two years ago a research publication was released which stated that the health of a lot of 
children in Western Australia had declined over the past 30 years.  That fact may be surprising to many people in 
this chamber, but that document was ably presented by Professor Fiona Stanley.  She was the Australian of the 
Year last year.  She said that in Western Australia we have the fattest children in the world, they suffer more 
abuse, and psychological disorders in schoolchildren are at 25 per cent and increasing.  Therapies that are 
instrumental in early intervention, such as speech therapy, speech pathology and such assessments, have not 
been funded in this budget. 
Some work has been done on the figures from this year’s budget dealing with clinical and therapeutic 
intervention of children across the state.  These figures were compared with figures of just over a year ago, in 
December 2003, and were tabled in this Parliament.  These alarming statistics dealt with the long delays and 
waits for therapeutic intervention across the different areas and regions.  I have made those figures public on a 
number of occasions, as have doctors and people who work in the area and are committed to early intervention, 
to highlight the long wait that parents of, say, four-year-olds have for things such as speech therapy, speech 
pathology, physiotherapy and psychiatric intervention.  In 2003 those figures were very alarming.  For instance, 
in the East Metropolitan Region the wait for an occupational therapist increased from 52 to 60 weeks.  The wait 
for speech therapy in the South West Region increased to eight weeks.  The waiting time for speech therapy was 
32 weeks.  In High Wycombe, for example, the waiting period for occupational therapy was 67 weeks.  As 
members all know, that is a lot longer than one year.  A year in a child’s life can be a critical period within which 
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intervention should occur.  I have compared the December 2003 figures with the figures in this year’s budget in 
light of how this year’s budget will affect those sorts of therapies.  The comparison is again alarming; for 
example, a parent from Fremantle with a child aged between four and nine years faces a 29-week wait for a 
clinical psychologist.  The waiting period for occupational therapy in the Peel and Rockingham areas, which are 
part of my electorate, is 89 weeks, which is almost two years.  At Fremantle, that period has increased from three 
to 15 weeks.  
This year’s budget contains no funding to address these issues.  The Minister for Health should hang his head in 
shame over the increased waiting periods in the Peel and Rockingham areas.  Rockingham, Kwinana and Peel 
are growing areas.  As I have said in this chamber before, the whole region is colloquially called “nappy valley” 
because of the very many parents there with young children.  A waiting period of 89 weeks for occupational 
therapy is an absolute disgrace.  In 2003, a four-year-old child seeking speech pathology waited 38 weeks.  Now, 
that child would wait 52 weeks.  That also is a huge increase in the waiting time.  
According to my reading of this table, very few of the services have improved in over a year, when I first asked 
for the information.  It is not that this government has not been warned or is not aware of the deficit in the health 
budget spending on intervention therapies.  The government does not value children sufficiently to allocate funds 
to address problems in children’s early years when intervention can have the most effect.  The waiting period in 
Fremantle for paediatric audiology - detection of hearing deficits - is 23 weeks.  A delay of 23 weeks before 
testing the hearing of a small baby of six to nine months is a long time.  If the child’s hearing is impaired, he can 
miss out on listening and learning.  We know that the government has abolished the infant hearing tests that the 
coalition implemented when it was in government.  The numbers might sound quite low, but between nine and 
15 babies a year are found to be profoundly deaf at birth.  The financial cost to the system, let alone the 
emotional and personal costs to the parents and the child, are enormous if it is not detected early.  The waiting 
period is an absolute disgrace.  I would like to send this detailed research to cabinet so that it can learn from the 
figures about the waiting periods for women and children in this health service area.   
I have highlighted a few areas.  The wait for a speech therapist in the Pilbara, the mid-west and the goldfields is 
at least six months; in the wheatbelt it is three to eight weeks; and in the great southern region it is four to six 
weeks.  This situation is unacceptable but, typically, one that this government has allowed to occur.  I allege that 
the government cares little for the health and wellbeing of small children and about putting them on the right 
track from their early years.  This document that I have prepared for my speech today contains the sort of 
information that the children’s commissioner could monitor.  The very small amount of money the government 
has allocated in the budget reflects the government’s view that the proposed children’s commissioner is not very 
important.  It sees the commissioner’s role as listening to kids, hearing what they have to say, holding a few 
meetings and giving the kids a few doughnuts or muffins during the meetings - 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  That’s not very healthy.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  That is what has happened.  The Minister for Education would know that if she 
knew what the Minister for Community Development had done.  She said that she had consulted widely with 
children.  Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich likes to interject when she thinks she knows the answers.  In this instance she 
does not have the information.  Her government plans to hold a few feel-good conventions rather than allow an 
independent commissioner to tell the Minister for Health to read the comparison of the 2003 and 2005 budget 
figures that I have prepared.  It will reveal the government’s poor record of support for intervention therapies for 
little children.  It should be doing more than allowing the children’s commissioner to listen to children at a 
morning tea.  A children’s commissioner needs to do more than listen to what children say.  It should wake up 
some of the agencies funded by government and not be just an instrument of the Department of Community 
Development, which is a narrow ministry and does not cover the broad spectrum of children’s issues, including 
health, education and transport.   
The Minister for Education’s department is pushing outcomes-based education.  Perhaps a good strong 
children’s commissioner with the proper parliamentary authority to scrutinise the Minister for Education and her 
department will suggest that quite a few professionals and other people who are concerned about the vast 
implications of - 

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  It was introduced by the former government.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  The minister does not even know her portfolio.  It has not been introduced into years 
11 and 12.  It has been operating in primary schools.  She does not know what she is talking about.  It was not 
introduced by the coalition government in the years for which teachers are complaining they are inadequately 
prepared.  The minister should do her homework and then she might be able to represent children in this 
Parliament a little better.  
A children’s commissioner should be funded to conduct research and to scrutinise all departments that have 
anything to do with children.  What will the commission do with an annual budget of $1.5 million?  Suffice to 
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say I am disappointed with the budget for the proposed children’s commission; it is a disgrace and it is typical of 
the Premier’s approach.  He said that a children’s commission will only duplicate functions carried out by 
ministers.  That duplication does not occur with children’s commissions throughout the world.  
That funding is a bitter disappointment in this year’s budget.  It is clear that not only does the Premier not 
understand the full and clear role of children’s commissioners but also his ministers do not understand.  They 
would probably tremble in their boots if they thought the proper powers of a children’s commissioner would put 
them under scrutiny and make this government a little more accountable and its processes more transparent.  
I wish to cover a number of issues concerning the education of children.  Outcomes-based reporting is causing 
the most concern at the moment.  I reiterate the point I made in this Parliament some weeks ago.  A retired 
principal of a well-known senior college of this state came to me with statistics about a young boy in year 8.  He 
had been subject to outcomes-based education through to year 7.  His parents are facing a reality check now that 
he is in year 8 and has his first report, which states no more than merely “he is progressing”.  Tests showed that 
he was four years behind his counterparts’ reading age and he was really struggling.  It is clear that there are 
widespread and genuine concerns about this way of reporting and the readiness and preparedness of teachers to 
move this sort of reporting into the high school years of schooling.  Of course, it is typical of this Minister for 
Education and this government that when the minister is subjected to real criticism, she must leave the chamber 
because of her lack of experience, expertise and knowledge in this area.  I am disappointed if she has been called 
away on urgent parliamentary business, but perhaps she has gone out because she is embarrassed that she does 
not have the answers.  She is so very willing at most times to interject on any opposition member who speaks in 
this chamber.   
I turn briefly to some federal issues to which I want to refer.  My office is in Fremantle.  The port of Fremantle is 
an important part of my daily work.  I ask what this government intends to do about the latest centralist nonsense 
from Canberra that hints of taking over ports and industrial relations powers.  It might be naive to ask such a 
question of a government that has recently successfully centralised power to a few square kilometres around the 
Swan River in a state of millions of square kilometres, but I ask the question nonetheless.  We have all been 
through the electoral reform legislation.  We have seen this government centralise its power in the city, with the 
country losing up to eight seats.  If that is not a move to centralise power, I do not know what is.  In a democracy 
I would have thought that it is more correct for the direction of power to be downwards to the people, not 
upwards and inwards towards Perth and, worse still, from Perth and Western Australia to Canberra.  To take it 
even further, it is worse for it to travel further to the unelected bureaucrats of the United Nations.  I believe that 
for any parliamentarian the power of the individual must be pre-eminent .  Governments should not be resorting 
to the collective imposition of some of the measures that we see around the world today.  As laws become more 
detached from the people they become less legitimate.  I believe that this is the argument we upheld in the debate 
on one vote, one value legislation.  It is the same argument that the states hold true when they are arguing with 
any federal Parliament about power moving away from the people. 

Another area of particular concern to me is that of culture and the arts.  Looking at the budget we see again that 
the same minister who deals with children seems to have an ongoing battle with cabinet to get funds into the 
portfolio of arts and culture.  Nothing makes this more evident than the current issue of creating a new 
performing arts centre-sports stadium for Perth.  The need is great because the Perth Entertainment Centre has 
closed and the Burswood Dome will be closing and is only able to have a few concerts now and again because it 
must meet its commitment to provide a performing arts venue.  Burswood Dome does not have a prolonged 
future.  Its owners want to close it as soon as they can, but they are not prepared to buy the Perth Entertainment 
Centre or to place a new performing arts centre in that area.  What will happen will be very interesting.  I find it 
fascinating that the minister, Mr Francis Logan, is speaking out on this performing arts centre-sports stadium, 
rather than the Minister for Culture and the Arts.  This is clearly the responsibility of a government through the 
Minister for Culture and the Arts, because Perth is in desperate need of a major performing arts centre.  In the 
lead-up to the election in my role as shadow Minister for Culture and the Arts I was pitted against the current 
Minister for Culture and the Arts in a discussion forum.  I suggested that the government had no real 
commitment to building a performing arts centre.  The last major performing arts centre built in Perth was built 
during the Sir Charles Court government years in 1976, and that was Perth Concert Hall.  If it were not for 
Sir Charles Court, His Majesty’s Theatre would be closed today, because it was about to be ambushed and 
closed.  He rescued it. 
Hon Norman Moore:  It would probably have been knocked over. 
Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Indeed, it was going to be demolished.  This government has made no real 
commitment, other than to replace the Playhouse Theatre through a commitment to a $42 million theatre in 
William Street, Northbridge, which is a good location.  It is where Sir Charles Court said the whole performing 
arts should be, including the Perth Institute of Contemporary Arts, together with the State Library of Western 
Australia and the Art Gallery of Western Australia.  The location has been debated in the public arena.  I do not 
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have a firm view about the location, but I am very pleased that a new theatre will be built in Perth.  However, 
when I mentioned in the forum this theatre and the Lyric Theatre as well, the minister said that this was a 
performing arts centre.  What sort of money is needed for a new performing arts centre?  Why is the $50 million, 
which the government is currently offering for a new stadium-performing arts centre, not being grabbed with two 
hands by entrepreneurs and investors?  I can tell members the reason.  It is that no way in the world would 
$50 million build something like the Perth Entertainment Centre, which is being closed; it would not build 
something big enough for these sorts of concerts.  They need an arena that can seat between 12 000 and 15 000 
people.  Perth is knocking back large concerts every week because it does not have a suitable venue.  All this 
government is doing is putting committees in place to look at things.  It will not take the bull by the horns and 
say that Perth needs this facility; that it will put real money towards it and have it built.  The government can still 
find $40 000 or $50 000 for an international architectural award for the new theatre in William Street, which 
some people have suggested is not necessary.  I do not have a problem with bringing in the very best architects 
to submit the very best architectural designs for something like a new theatre for Perth.  One must wonder today, 
when the government is talking about the budget that has been brought in this year, why it makes no provision 
for funding a proper new performing arts centre for Western Australia.   
Another area I want to touch on briefly is public libraries.  State government funding has left public libraries 
short of new titles.  There is too much deadwood sitting on shelves in public libraries.  There are school children 
as our guests in the public gallery today.  I am sure that the teachers and students in every school with a library 
understand the value of libraries, as we do in the Parliament.  However, in the public library system some readers 
have to wait up to a year for their turn to borrow a book while books they have ordered are travelling around the 
state on inter-library loan.  The library system is provided jointly by the state government and local councils, 
with the state providing the stock and the councils providing staff, buildings and running costs.  Because the 
state has not kept up with its standards of stock provision, local government authorities are bearing up to 80 per 
cent of the cost of the public library service.  To maintain the shelf life quoted in the State Library of Western 
Australia policy, 15 per cent of the library stock must be discarded annually and replaced with new stock.  
Replacement is currently down to six per cent.  That is quite a disgraceful figure when we consider the number 
of people in the communities and what libraries do for the communities; they are often the lifeblood of a 
community.  Libraries are the second-most attended cultural venues after cinemas; 40 per cent of people who 
live in Western Australia are library users.  One would think that, if the Premier or the minister had those sorts of 
figures given to them and were told that this cut to libraries would affect 40 per cent of their constituents, they 
might sit up and take notice.   
Imagine, for instance, if local cinemas were state funded - they are not, of course - and showed the same films 
week in and week out for eight weeks, how bored people would be and how they might have to wait a year to see 
the film of their choice.  Libraries, of course, are state and local-government funded and people not only deserve 
but also demand a better service.  In fact, 18 000 people signed a petition that I tabled in this Parliament in 
August last year seeking an inquiry into the adequacy of state government funding of the public library service.  
The petition asked for government funding to maintain a minimum stock standard and a minimum annual new 
stock replacement rate of 12.5 per cent a year.  Local governments on the whole have been very loyal to their 
public libraries by accepting increased running costs, maintaining staffing levels and building standards, and 
going beyond their obligations to improve service and stock. 

During the election campaign, the Minister for Culture and the Arts promised $43 million over four years for 
public library stock.  However, when I asked a question some weeks ago about how much exactly would be 
spent over the next four years, I was astounded to find that it totalled only $32.8 million; that is, a $10.2 million 
shortfall, or almost 25 per cent.  Here we are, discussing a budget in which the government promised that 
amount at the time the petition was presented to the Parliament.  This blatant trickery is incredible, even by 
Labor Party standards.  Now the Gallop government has the audacity to tell the public that it supports improved 
literacy standards in Western Australia.  Its support for libraries is woeful.   

I want to move now to the topic of museums around the state, which have hit a crisis point.  I have spoken in this 
chamber before about the Western Australian Museum.  I asked a question in the last sitting of the Parliament 
about whether the new museum and the replacement of the asbestos-ridden building in the Perth Cultural Centre 
would be completed by the end of the government’s second term.  I thought that was quite a generous time frame 
for a government that is in its second term of office.  The minister’s reply is as follows - 

A steering committee has been established to assess and recommend a site for the new Perth Museum.  
The planning foreshadowed at this time is the identification of a suitable site for which there is a budget 
allocation of $200 000 in 2004-05 and around $50 000 in 2005-06.   

I therefore wonder which favourite backbencher in the new government will spend $50 000 or $60 000 of the 
government’s money on a free trip overseas or interstate to lead a parliamentary investigation into museums 
elsewhere and perhaps suggest a design for a new museum.  I shall watch with interest because that will 
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probably take two or three years, by which time this government’s term of office will be over and Perth will still 
not have a museum. 

Why on earth do we need a steering committee with that sort of expense, when last year the Select Committee on 
Advocacy for Children (Appointment of a Commissioner for Children) was not even allowed to provide muffins 
for the children who came to talk to us?  Hon Giz Watson and I shared the cost of muffins for morning tea for 
the children!  Here we have a government this year budgeting $50 000 or $60 000 to look for a site for the new 
museum when the museum has a site.  The building is inappropriate and ought to be knocked down.  As I said 
earlier, the Perth Cultural Centre should take the building there.  There has been talk about a gallery building and 
an exhibition centre being placed on a waterfrontage site, and I support that.  However, the actual siting of the 
museum, where all the curatorial and archaeological work goes on and interface with the public on a day-to-day 
basis occurs, must be central for those people working there and for the children and members of the public who 
visit it.  It should not be stuck out in a used pinball parlour in Welshpool to where there is no public transport, 
thanks to this government, and at huge cost and great disenchantment by many workers there. 

As I said, the Perth Cultural Centre was designed to incorporate the Art Galley of Western Australia, the 
Western Australian Museum, the Alexander Library building and various theatres, including the Perth Institute 
of Contemporary Arts, the Blue Room theatre and the new theatre complex.  Why does the government want to 
take the museum away from there?  Why does it want to spend in this year’s budget all that money on a 
committee that will look at a new site - not a design, a site?  If the committee decides on a site, there may then be 
the promise of a budget allocation to build the museum, and then I suppose there will be another large amount 
allocated for a very expensive architectural design competition.  I suggest that the government demolish the old 
asbestos-ridden building and get on and build the museum, instead of wasting a quarter of a million dollars of 
taxpayers’ money on a selection committee. 

Another issue I want to raise about the museums was raised in a letter I received on my desk this week, which 
focused again on my concerns.  The letter was sent to me to raise an issue of major concern; that is, about the 
wonderful Western Australian Maritime Museum in Fremantle.  Museums are hotspots as tourist attractions.  I 
am sure that some Cabinet ministers sitting on the other side of the chamber know that since May this year the 
Maritime Museum has not been able to charge an entry fee.  It normally charges $10 a head.  It is anticipated that 
that will last at least until November this year and maybe into next year, because the government is again 
dragging its feet on the repairs.  Glass has smashed all over the place, which makes some parts of the museum 
unsafe.  At the moment, those people who visit the Western Australian Maritime Museum get only a part tour.  It 
is affecting the motor museum on the foreshore, and it is affecting Fremantle because the Maritime Museum is 
Fremantle’s biggest tourist destination.  It is a wonderful destination.  It is very sad that this has happened to the 
museum’s design.  Obviously it was not anticipated, and we need a speedy resolution to the design of the glass in 
that building.  As has been pointed out to me, a number of other museums in Perth are not operating under this 
government.  The Museum of Childhood has not been rescued.  It has been mothballed and was to be relocated 
to Welshpool until I created a huge fuss.   

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  You are the saviour of the state!   

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Not at all; I would never profess to be that.  The Museum of Childhood is in an 
education building at the Claremont campus of Edith Cowan University, but the Minister for Education and 
Training probably does not know anything about it.  She may not even be aware that Edith Cowan University 
has now found a home for the museum at Joondalup as a result of the lobbying of many people - not just me - on 
the importance of that museum having a home.  The Aviation Heritage Museum at Bull Creek, which is also in 
my electorate, is under pressure to move out of its home.  The Bassendean railway museum has been subject to 
vandalism.  The army museum in Fremantle has been under pressure to move, and there has been no resolution 
of that issue.  As I have mentioned, most of the museum pieces from the Western Australian Museum have been 
stored away for the next decade.  One small building is operating in the Perth cultural precinct.  The Fremantle 
motor museum is in abeyance.  It is the only private museum in Australia, but it depends very much on 
arrangements with the port authority and those arrangements have not been resolved.  The Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure is involved in that issue, but nothing has been done yet.  The bus museum at Whiteman Park is 
not open to the public.   

I am very disappointed with the lack of money allocated in the budget papers to the performing arts area.  
Although the minister is trying to live on her accomplishment of getting $42 million from cabinet to build a new 
theatre in Perth, which will be a good thing, it is not sufficient and it is very disappointing.   

Finally, I will comment on the Hayman Theatre at Curtin University of Technology.  The government will be 
pleased to know that this will not cost it a cent.  All that is required is for the minister to indicate to the vice-
chancellor that the university act is a state act and that we are not amused with its latest accounting innovation.  I 
note with interest that the Minister for Education and Training is in the chamber at the moment.  I hope she has 
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heard what I have said and will take a look at the act.  Perhaps somewhere along the line she will stand up for the 
acting fraternity at Curtin University and Hayman Theatre.  The university has recently changed the way the 
funding is distributed to the various divisions.  It has made the decision to make every department pay its way.  
This involves each section being invoiced for normal overheads such as lighting, heating and rent.  In an average 
classroom full of students, there is not too much of a problem.  However, when the course demands a much 
larger working and teaching area, such as a theatre, things become much more difficult.  Hayman Theatre is a 
large space to which the humanities division has exclusive access.  The annual rent has been calculated by the 
university at $200 000 a year and it seems that the university will charge the humanities division this amount of 
rent on the theatre space.  The humanities division is considerably in deficit already and cannot afford what the 
more profitable Curtin business school can afford.  Closing Hayman Theatre seems a necessary choice.   

Tutors of performance studies have quite rightly indicated that without a theatre space, there can be no 
worthwhile course.  High school students will very soon make their applications to university courses for next 
year, and their final decisions need to be made within a few weeks.  Without the continuance of performance 
studies, the choices of some students will be restricted.  I suggest that performing arts is a great course for many 
students at university and it is a springboard into many careers.  A diverse range of topics and skills are taught in 
a performing arts course, not just acting.  We need to reflect on Perth and its acting.  It would be worthwhile for 
the minister to update herself on the number of emerging artists who developed their skills at Hayman Theatre 
and then became well-known actors in Perth.  It seems that the university management is either denying it is 
happening or saying that it is someone else’s decision.  The buck stops with the minister.  She has the ability to 
move on that matter if she chooses to.  Perhaps, in concert with her colleague the Minister for Culture and the 
Arts, she could do something for young people and students, to whom she professes to be eternally committed.   
I am greatly disappointed with the budget allocations for children’s issues and the arts.  This budget is not very 
promising for Western Australians who work in those areas.  Although the Minister for Tourism, Mr Mark 
McGowan, is very pleased and delighted about some performing arts issues in Perth, such as the agreement that 
has just been struck between Burswood Casino and Mirvac Fini to hold the Hopman Cup and some big-name 
concerts at Burswood Dome, there is an immediate need to construct a multipurpose stadium for performing arts 
events, and this government should turn its attention to that need.  Government members should hang their heads 
in shame because the dome will close and the Perth Entertainment Centre has closed.  There is nowhere for 
entrepreneurs or people who want to put on large concerts or performing arts events in Perth to hold them at the 
moment.  I have a media statement about the Burswood Dome released by Hon Mark McGowan on 11 August in 
which he suggested it was great news.  Only 10 concerts will be held at the dome between now and December 
2007 and they will finish at 10.30 pm.  It is very limiting for the people of Perth to restrict the number of 
concerts that can be held in the best part of the year; that is, in the summer months.  Those sorts of concerts are 
very popular.  As a consolation to the people who bought the expensive residential apartments, the Burswood 
International Resort Casino has offered each occupant two A-reserve tickets to one of the performances that 
might happen in the next few months.  That is a way of saying, “Please do not complain and do not raise the 
issue with the government or in the public arena if noise from concerts affects you because we are just sneaking 
in under the government agreement act.”  An agreement has been made whereby they must provide a performing 
arts centre, but they have not; they are dragging their feet.  As they occupy their million-dollar apartments, 
nearby residents will be given two free tickets to each of the concerts. 
Hon Mark McGowan is the Minister for Tourism but where is the Minister for Culture and the Arts?  Where is 
she when these difficult issues are being raised?  This is a performing arts issue yet she has been silent on it and 
so has the Premier.   
The Burswood Dome will have the Hopman Cup, which is great news.  That is a tourism issue.  I ask the 
question: where is the money going to come from under this government for performing arts in the state?  This 
budget is a great disappointment.  I am personally very disappointed. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson. 
 


