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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 24 June on the following motion moved by Hon Nick Griffiths (Minister for Racing and 
Gaming) - 

That pursuant to Standing Order No 49(1)(c) the Legislative Council take note of tabled paper No 1027 
(2003-04 Budget Statements), laid upon the Table of the House on 8 May 2003. 

HON BARRY HOUSE (South West) [10.11 am]:  This is the final day on which this House will note the 
budget papers.  Before the debate concludes I will add a few comments of a general nature and specific 
comments about my electorate of the South West.  From time to time this House and other Parliaments around 
the world are presented with quite outrageous views and extreme positions on various matters.  It is useful for a 
Parliament to sometimes refute some of the myths that are perpetrated in outrageous statements that are made on 
the airwaves.  My comments will not be made in any particular order or directed at any person or group.  I refer 
to a little document that came across my desk recently from the Institute of Public Affairs titled “FACTS”.  
People sometimes get carried away and distracted by doomsday prophets in this world and forget that some of 
the positions that are promoted are not backed up by too many facts or scientific evidence.  The front-page 
article of this little document is titled “Good News on Earth - We’re better off . . . ” and states - 

The Earth is a much safer world than at ANY time in human history. 

In spite of graphic details in the press and the constant pronouncements by Green groups of an 
increasing frequency and scale of natural catastrophes, epidemics, floods, tidal waves and storms, 
evidence suggests that humans are safer now than ever before.  Measures such as better forecasting, 
disaster preparedness, medicine and less vulnerable populations have created an absolute decline in 
death rates of 98 per cent since 1900.   

Of particular relevance to Australia and the south west corner of this State is a little article headed “Forest area is 
not diminishing”, which states -  

From an historical perspective, about 20 per cent of all forests worldwide have been lost, while about a 
third of the world’s land mass is still covered by forest, and since World War II this area has changed 
very little.   

A graph illustrates that point, and shows that in 1961, 4.3751 billion hectares of the world’s land area was 
covered by forest.  In 1991 that figure had only slightly decreased to 4.3167 billion hectares and by 1994 it was 
4.1724 billion hectares.  The document states that the source of those statistics is the FAO Production Yearbook 
1949-95.  Of particular relevance to Australia is the fact that - 

Only 10,000 hectares were logged in Australia in the last year.  1.6 million hectares were burned this 
last summer.  All timber was lost.   

A diagram identifies the small area of forest that was commercially logged over the past year compared with a 
much larger area of forest that was burned this summer.  The figures I have seen indicate that 42 times the area 
that is commercially logged each year was lost in the fires in the eastern States this summer.  Everything is lost 
in those fires.  That is the catastrophe of wildfires.  All timber and habitat is lost.  It takes a long time for forests 
to recover.  We sometimes forget that timber is a renewable resource if commercial logging is done sensitively.  
That is one little issue to put in perspective.   

I will provide a couple of quick facts from the magazine.  It states - 

That the total US waste throughout the twenty-first century could be deposited in a single square 
landfill, less than 18 miles on the side.  . . .  

That in France, life expectancy in 1800 was around 30.  In Denmark, it was around 44 in 1845.  In all 
industrialised countries it is now an average of 77 years, with Japan on 80.   

The article states that the source of those statistics is Bjorn Lomborg, author of The Sceptical Environmentalist.  
One interesting point he makes is -  

That in 2000, food costs less than a third of its price in 1957.  

That is a statistic many members in this Chamber could relate to.  In that 41-year period, food costs have 
decreased by a factor of three.  It continues -  

Wheat has had a downwards trend ever since 1800, and is now 10 times cheaper than it was 500 years 
ago.   

There are some other statistics, but I do not intend to read them all.   
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Sometimes extravagant claims are made about species becoming extinct.  Another article in the publication is 
headed “Forty thousand a year?  No way!”, and states -  

There have been extravagant claims of 40,000 species becoming extinct every year.  Nowhere has there 
been proof of such catastrophic loss.  This figure was created by models and predictions that have no 
correlation with actual observation or careful calculation.  Because of the considerable variations in the 
estimated number of species, it is best to discuss extinction in terms of percentage loss over a given 
time.  This turns out to be only 0.7 per cent per 50 years, not the 25-100 per cent claimed by the 
alarmists.  It is a problem but not a catastrophe.  Facing this fact is important when we have to make 
tough choices on where to do the most good with our limited resources.   

A graph illustrates that the approximate number of mammal species is 4 500 and that the number of mammals 
that are now extinct is 110.  The total number of bird species is 9 500 and the number extinct is 103.  The total 
number of reptile species is 6 300 and the number extinct is 21.  The graph states that the figures are taken from 
the 1996 International Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources Red List of Threatened Species.  
The graph also shows that the approximate number of amphibian species is 4 200 and the total number extinct is 
five.  For crustaceans the figure is 4 000, with the total number of extinctions being nine.   

It could be said that the number of crustaceans that are not extinct is not much comfort to any of the nine 
crustaceans that have become extinct.  That is fair comment.  The point I am making is that it is not a 
catastrophe; it is a problem that everybody must work to solve.  However, people should not be carried away by 
the views of the alarmists.  I thought I would preface my remarks with a couple of generalisations based on facts.   

Hon Dee Margetts interjected.  

Hon BARRY HOUSE:  I am sure that the member will tell us about the alarmist predictions.   

I refer to this year’s budget.  I have a regional Western Australian perspective on the budget, as is my obligation 
as a regional member of Parliament.  Members who read through the budget will see that the rhetoric in it is not 
too bad.  The budget speech reads okay.  However, there is a problem, because a gulf emerges when the 
Government’s actions are measured against its words.  In some senses, the Treasurer has never spoken truer 
words than those he uttered in this year’s budget speech.  Unfortunately, they are only words, not actions, spoken 
to the regions by a city-centric Government.  Unfortunately, the Government’s actions include a huge rise in 
taxes.  The Government has collected more than $430 million in extra taxes since it came to power.   

The continuing deterioration of the health system has been most profound in regional Western Australia, and the 
Government has sustained an ongoing attack on the parliamentary representation of country people in the State 
Parliament.  That is still being played out by the Government’s appeal to the High Court.  The Government, 
through its spokesman, the Attorney General, is still trying to focus everybody’s attention on the one vote, one 
value issue.  However, the fact is that the appeal to the High Court has nothing to do with one vote, one value; it 
is about the legitimacy of the passage of that legislation through the Parliament - indeed, through this House.  
The Government has put its own spin on that issue.   

Regrettably, the State’s labour relations system has changed for the worse.  That has been a disaster for small 
business in the regions, particularly in the tourism industry.  That is just starting to hit home for many small 
businesses in all parts of Western Australia, but particularly in regional Western Australia.  Small businesses are 
now faced with the cold, hard facts of employing labour on a very costly, inconvenient and inflexible basis.   

The changes in logging levels have been disastrous for the State’s timber industry communities.  The industry is 
still unsure of what those levels will be because the Government has not told it.  The appropriate logging levels, 
particularly for the jarrah take, is a contentious issue.  There is still a bit to be played out on that issue.  I assure 
members that an enormous amount of pain has been inflicted on many timber communities throughout the south 
west.  That pain relates to not only employment, but also the multiplier effects in the communities, including 
ongoing social effects.  Currently, the uncertainty with which the industry is faced has caused the most damage.  
The industry does not know what its future is.  It needs to know.  Although most people in the industry do not 
like the change that has been imposed on them, they have accepted that change.  They will move on because they 
are very resilient people.  However, they need to know exactly what the situation is for the future to be able to 
put their lives in order.   

Another major issue that I will touch on is the continued, crucial lack of road funding in the State, particularly in 
the south west.  I am aware that a motion on this issue will be moved tomorrow.  Therefore, I will save most of 
my comments on that matter and hope to make some comments tomorrow during that debate.  Broadly, a myth 
has been created about road funding in Western Australia.  The budget documents - I am sure Hon Murray 
Criddle will expand on this at length tomorrow - show that an enormous amount of road funding has been 
provided for works in progress.  However, the raw fact is that, in my estimation, of the 70 works in progress 
indicated in the budget documents, 45 are unfunded.  It is a myth.  It is false advertising.  The Government is 
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telling the community of Western Australia that it is doing road works when it is not.  The Government has not 
provided funding for it at all.  I will not say any more about that until tomorrow, except that quite a few roads in 
the south west are directly affected by that mythology.   

My electorate in which I live and work, including Augusta, Busselton, Margaret River and Dunsborough, is 
severely affected by the Government’s road funding policy.  There is an enormous and increasing demand in that 
area for road funding, which has not been created solely as a result of the tourism industry, although 1.5 million 
tourists visit that area every year.  The bulk of tourists who travel to Margaret River use the Bussell Highway 
between Vasse and Margaret River.  That is one road of many that must urgently be given serious funding to 
upgrade it.  That is one road that the Government can point to in the budget that has been allocated some money.  
However, it has been estimated that to widen, primer seal and seal the highway would cost $17.68 million, yet 
this year’s funding is only $30 000.  That is a miserable proportion of the total amount of funding that has been 
allocated to that road.  That money will cover some minor work to overtaking lanes at critical areas on that piece 
of road.  However, it will not address any of the major problems that must be addressed on that road.  I have 
previously referred in this House to a five-kilometre stretch of road just before the town of Margaret River that 
has a shocking accident record.  Eight deaths have been recorded on that stretch of road over the past five years.  
It is a terrible piece of road that must be given attention.  Some obvious factors must be addressed, including 
removing trees that are too close to the road and widening the road shoulder.  Commonsense indicates that much 
more attention must be paid to that section of road as well as other parts.  I will not say more about that because I 
know Hon Murray Criddle will say a lot more about it tomorrow.   

I now wish to touch on the provision of health services in my area.  The Margaret River District Hospital 
upgrade has been on the books and was committed to before the change of government.  The estimated total cost 
of that project is $2.95 million.  Margaret River is a rapidly growing area, and there is a clear need for an 
accident and emergency centre that is equipped to cope with the sorts of disasters that can happen, and 
unfortunately have happened, in that community.  The accident and emergency area of the hospital at the 
moment is totally inadequate and needs urgent funding.  A commitment was made by the former Government for 
an allocation of $2.95 million to fund that upgrade.  Unfortunately, since that time there has been absolutely no 
action.  It seems to be a trait of this Government that it includes all these projects in the budget documents year 
after year but is not willing to spend all of the money that has been allocated for them.  It either saves the money 
that has been allocated for capital works or dribbles out a small proportion of the total funding to make it look as 
though something is happening.  In the meantime, the project is announced and re-announced, sometimes up to 
five or six times, before any bricks and mortar are laid.  The total budget for the upgrade to Margaret River 
District Hospital is close to $3 million.  The estimate for 2002-03 was $50 000.  I am told that $50 000 went into 
some planning work.  However, that planning work was so poor that they had to scrap the lot and start again.  
The planning work located the new accident and emergency centre in a totally inappropriate part of the hospital.  
It was done through a city-centric head office without proper consultation with the people who work and live in 
that area, and the result was not viable.  Effectively that money has been wasted and the planning process has to 
start again.  The estimate for 2003-04 is $300 000.  However, that will be enough only for the planning to be 
done again and to perhaps put together some specifications in preparation for the project.  There still will not be 
any action.  It is now three years since the commitment was made by the former Government and we are still 
waiting for something to be done.  Other members in this Chamber can probably attest to the fact that that 
pattern is being repeated around the State.  The Government wants to make its bottom line budget figures look 
okay, so all it is doing is delaying building projects and effectively cheating local communities of the 
commitments that have been made for those projects.   

Another project in which I have taken a particular interest is the psychiatric unit at the South West Health 
Campus.  We fought very hard to have that unit incorporated in the excellent facility that was built in Bunbury in 
1998 or 1999.  That facility came together very nicely with the collocation of the public Bunbury Regional 
Hospital and the private St John of God Hospital, which relocated from another locality closer to the central 
business district in Bunbury.  That is an outstanding medical facility to service the wider south west region.  The 
need for a psychiatric unit was clearly ascertained during the planning stages for that medical facility, and the 
Government supported it at the end of the day and provided an outstanding physical facility.  However, the 
facility has never been fully staffed and operational.  Patients in the south west who need psychiatric care are not 
being treated adequately in their own environment.  They are either being neglected outright or are being shunted 
to Perth in a very cruel and impersonal way.  Some of those psychiatric patients have come to my office with 
their parents and carers.  It is a terribly traumatic experience for them to end up in an institution such as 
Graylands.  However, unfortunately, Graylands is the only institution that is available at the end of the line for 
these people.  They receive no adequate or appropriate treatment at Graylands for their problem, whether it be 
schizophrenia or whatever.  The lack of an operational psychiatric unit is a major problem for people in Bunbury 
and surrounding areas as far south as Augusta, Manjimup and Northcliffe, and also in areas such as Harvey and 
Collie.  These people all rely on the south west regional health facility for their treatment.  That problem 
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manifested itself in the community in a very dangerous way recently when a psychiatric patient in Bunbury was 
responsible for stabbing a policeman.  That situation could have, and should have, been avoided.  It could have 
been worse, but it was bad enough.  That type of situation creates an enormous problem for the community. 

Recently I asked the Minister for Health a question on notice about the staffing level at the psychiatric unit at 
Bunbury Regional Hospital.  I asked -  

(1) Can the minister assure South West residents that the Psychiatric Unit of the Bunbury Hospital 
is fully staffed and able to handle any call for help? 

The answer indicated, as I knew it would, that -  

(1) The unit is not fully staffed at present.  Patient management is determined and appropriate 
referral takes place to Perth based on available resources and patient acuity.  

The Minister for Health, Mr Kucera - who we hear on the grapevine is destined to have another portfolio soon - 
made the promise that he would fix the health system.  There was no equivocation; he would fix the health 
system full stop.  However, ever since he made that promise the only thing we have heard is excuses. The answer 
continued -  

(2) The key factor inhibiting the full staffing and operation of the unit has been the availability of 
psychiatrists and supporting medical staff.   

I asked also -  

(4) What is the current staffing level and what is the required staffing level to enable the 
Psychiatric Unit to operate to capacity? 

The answer was -  

(4) The current staffing level is: 1 FTE psychiatrist, 13 FTE Nursing, 1 Nurse Therapist, 1 OT 
assistant.  Full operational staffing will require the availability of an additional Psychiatrist to 
participate in the on call roster; 1 FTE Medical Officer; 6 FTE Nurses; 1 Social Worker; 1 
Occupational Therapist and 0.5 Clinical Psychologist is required to make the unit fully 
operational.  

The unit has less than half the staff required to achieve levels at which it will be fully operational.  In another 
part of the question I asked how many people sought admission to the unit in 2000 and 2002.  The answers 
alarmed me.  They indicate that admissions to the unit have declined quite significantly.  In 2000 there were 314 
admissions, and in 2002 there were 175 admissions.  I can tell the House why that is the case.  The people who 
require the services of that unit have no confidence in any services being available to them.  Therefore, they give 
it a miss; either they remain in the community, with all the consequent problems, or sometimes they take 
themselves straight past that unit to a Perth facility.  At other times, if they are admitted to the psychiatric unit in 
Bunbury, it is just a flick pass straight through to Graylands Hospital in Perth; and that does not service those 
people in any way, shape or form.  Some people who have been in my office have been totally and absolutely 
traumatised by the experience they have been subjected to in an institution such as Graylands.  They know that 
the next time they front up even to the psychiatric unit in Bunbury, the chances are that they will just get shunted 
straight into an ambulance and taken to Graylands, where they will effectively be traumatised for the next little 
while.  That is another area that needs urgent attention in the south west. 

Hon Barbara Scott wants to make a few remarks as well.  My purpose in speaking today was to make a few 
general comments about extremism and alarmism.  We must be careful about the rhetoric we use in the 
community and in this place.  It can easily be alarmist.  The cheapest shot that a person can fire in politics is at 
times the easiest.  We all know that.  Sometimes we can grab a media headline by saying something outrageous, 
with very few facts and very little science or logic to back it up.  I believe we have a wider responsibility than 
that.  I refer to the words used when the President reads the prayers every morning.  I think wisdom, honour and 
integrity are words used in that prayer.  We should keep them in mind sometimes when we are here to serve the 
people of the State. 

It has been a disturbing trend in recent years to see the treatment of my electorate in the budgetary process.  The 
most disturbing trend is that a smoke-and-mirrors exercise is going on.  On paper it looks as though things are 
being delivered and money is being spent.  However, when we closely analyse the figures and check what is 
happening on the ground, the facts do not bear out the rhetoric.  With those few remarks I will hand over to Hon 
Barbara Scott. 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [10.43 am]:  I note the budget papers.  In the spirit of the 
conclusion of the speech of my colleague Hon Barry House, I believe it is important that members in this House 
look closely at what is happening and act with integrity.  I note that in the budget speech the Government said 
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that $303 million of the $342 million in the budget is concentrated on improving services in health, education, 
and law and order.  They are some of the areas that I want to cover briefly.   

I will comment on one issue in the education area.  In this budget there is a combination of training and 
education.  That is a major shift in the education field in Western Australia, and I am not convinced that it is a 
good one for this State.  Much has been said and mouthed and some things have been done about the critical 
early years.  Nationally, there is now a recognition of the importance of early intervention and of getting it right 
early.  In this short budget speech I will focus on the most vulnerable students in our education system; namely, 
the Aboriginal children in this State, and, indeed, young Aboriginal males.  If we do not get it right in the early 
years, we will not solve the social problems.  This Government maintains that it is committed to improving the 
social fabric of the community, but that seems to be a catchcry that it uses all the time.  I question that 
commitment when I examine the budget and the implications of budgetary spending in this area.  For instance, in 
the budget estimates hearing I raised the issue of the low reading, writing, spelling and numeracy levels of 
Aboriginal students in years 3, 5 and 7, which were noted in the budget papers.  They are alarming statistics.  
They tell us a story that young Aboriginal students in this State are not getting better, but are getting worse.  
Therefore, I question the resources that are being put into this area. 

In the budget estimates hearing I raised this issue when discussing items listed as significant issues.  The 
numeracy level for year 3 was that 70 per cent of students reached the national benchmark, but only 58 per cent 
of Aboriginal students met the national benchmark.  In reading, it was 76 per cent of students, but only 48 per 
cent of Aboriginal students.  To clarify what I am saying, the average benchmark result for numeracy for all 
students was 70 per cent, but for Aboriginal students it was 58 per cent.  For reading, 76 per cent of children 
reached the national benchmark.  There was a huge drop in the spelling, numeracy and literacy levels of 
Aboriginal students.  In particular, in year 7, 40 per cent of Aboriginal students reached the benchmark: in 
writing 39 per cent; in spelling 47 per cent; and in numeracy 37 per cent.  Those figures have gone down since 
last year.  My point is that the alarming statistics in those areas show that rather than these being major 
achievements, they are major issues that we need to be aware of, and I had hoped that the budget would address 
that. 

In the budget estimates hearing I also addressed the issue of culturally appropriate learning areas for Aboriginal 
students.  I asked a number of questions about the specific training that specialist teachers have had in Aboriginal 
issues.  We know now from research that has been conducted that Aboriginal and ethnic children and children 
with delayed oral speech development need to have thorough and intensive training in the acquisition of 
language.  A number of research projects around the world are considering that.   

During the Estimates Committee I asked what specific training had been given to specialist teachers on 
Aboriginal issues.  By way of supplementary information I was told that the Getting it Right specialist teachers 
receive 21 days professional development over two years and that there is a strong commitment in that training 
to innovative and culturally appropriate ways of addressing the literacy learning needs of Aboriginal students, 
and the answer continued.  I also asked about the specific and culturally appropriate training provided to these 
teachers.  I cannot find the other question at the moment.   

The Edith Cowan University has a specialist in culturally appropriate language acquisition, Farzad Sharifian, 
who talks about Aboriginal English being beyond the grasp of teachers.  Although we are giving these specialist 
teachers 21 days of training, I am not convinced that it will be the most appropriate training.  The June-August 
2003 edition of ECUpdate, under an article titled “Aboriginal English beyond grasp of teachers”, states -  

Research has found that a lack of understanding of the English language spoken by Aboriginal students 
contributes to the poor school results achieved by Aboriginal school children.   

ECU language researcher Dr Farzad Sharifian has spent the past three years examining two groups of 
60 Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal primary school children in Perth.   

The study, for his second doctorate degree, provided evidence that the reason many Aboriginal students 
battle to succeed in the Australian education system is because of their difficulty grasping the English 
used in the classroom and also the difficulty experienced by many teachers understanding Aboriginal 
students’ English.   

We wrongly assume that Aboriginal children use the same English that we use in our homes.  This is not the 
case.  A person cannot teach children to read unless they understand what the vocabulary means; that is well 
documented in research on language acquisition.  Once children have acquired a language, they should then be 
able to learn to read in that language.  We should be teaching children to read in their first language.  That is why 
it is extremely important that we focus on training specialist teachers to go into the school fields as backup 
support for other teachers.  This will ensure best practice based on documented research that says that the 
Aboriginal English that Aboriginal students use is not the same sort of English that we use in our homes.  Our 
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English can be like a foreign language to these Aboriginal children when they use our books.  The article further 
states - 

Farzad says many educators have been unconvinced that linguistic and cultural differences have been 
significant factors in this under-achievement. 

“Despite the fact that many Aboriginal students dwell in metropolitan areas and speak English as a first 
language, many maintain a distinctive variety of English which helps to account for their lack of 
success in education,” he says. 
“In many cases, where Aboriginal students sound like speaking Standard Australian English, the 
underlying meanings are still culturally specific to Aboriginal people,” says Farzad. 
“The Australian education system needs to promote awareness of Aboriginal English and its conceptual 
basis.” 
Farzad, a lecturer and head of the Department of English at Azad University in Isfahan, emigrated from 
Iran in 1998.  In Iran he had completed a PhD in English . . .  

That is the sort of valuable research that I hope the Department of Education and Training will apply to the 
practical training of teachers working with Aboriginal students.   
I will read with great interest next year’s budget papers.  The literacy and learning levels of our most vulnerable 
students in the school system - the national testing of years 3, 5 and 7 clearly identified that Aboriginal males are 
underachieving - ought to be addressed as a specific and urgent need if we are to address the social issues faced 
by Aboriginal communities and their low achievement levels in the education system.   
The other area in education aligned with Aboriginal education but also early intervention is that of class sizes.  
This Government made a promise to reduce class sizes to 24 students by 2003.  That has not been done for a 
number of reasons.  The policy adopted by the Minister for Education and Training is that schools have 
flexibility, which is all very well.  However, if a commitment is made to parents that their children will go into 
those early years with reduced class sizes, it needs leadership from the top to maintain that practice.  During the 
Estimates Committee I asked how many preprimary classes exceeded 24 children.  We know from best practice 
that preprimary classes - the five-years-olds - are not meant to have more than 25 students, but can go up to 27 if 
the rooms are big.  The Government promised that those class sizes would be no bigger than 24.  The answer to 
my question in the Estimates Committee was that 324 preprimary classes exceeded 24 children.  Parents of the 
children in 324 classes across the State are being denied the benefit of a promise that this Government made; that 
is, that the early years are important and that the Government would reduce classes sizes for those years.  There 
are 36 classes above the recommended class size.  The issue is that 324 straight preprimary classes - not 
combined kindergarten and preprimary classes - have exceeded 24 students, and that 36 of these classes are 
above the recommended class size of 25 to 27 students.  The Government has said that this is perhaps occurring 
because schools are attempting to cater for a local population that shifts and changes.  I can understand that when 
it involves one or two students.  However, this is a broken promise to parents and their children in their most 
formative year.  As we know, if we do not get it right for our children in the early years, they will not achieve 
later.  I have said to this House many times that one dollar spent in the early years of schooling saves seven 
dollars later in the criminal justice system and other areas.  We need look only at the prison population to see 
that it is dominated by young Aboriginal males.  This problem can be traced back to the source of them not 
learning to achieve at school.  This is where the money should be put.   
I also asked how many kindergarten classes contained 20 or fewer children - 20 is meant to be the maximum 
number - and I challenge any member in this House, whether a parent or not, to be in a small room with 23 four-
year olds for any length of time.  I suggest that more than half an hour would be a testing time for the most 
patient parent.  For years I have fought for lower class sizes in early childhood education.  Very small children 
need assistance to go to the bathroom and so on, and I have fought for small toilets.  At home, children may have 
a large toilet but they normally have two parents to assist them.  It may be said that children use adult toilets at 
home, but parents do not have 20 children wanting to go to the loo at once; small toilets are the answer.  I 
reiterate what I have said year in, year out: we must invest in the early years and in those practical items.  We 
cannot expect teachers, some of whom may be fortunate enough to have a trained or untrained aide, to deal with 
large class sizes.  The answer is not to throw three or four extra aides at a classroom but, rather, to have one 
teacher responsible for fewer children.  Teachers of children, particularly vulnerable children and children in 
crisis, need a strong link with their home.  We cannot expect a teacher to contribute appropriately to the triangle 
of parent, teacher and child if they have no time to talk to parents.  What occurs at home is mirrored at school, 
and if parents and teachers do not understand that, there will be very little opportunity for teachers to succeed in 
the classroom.  I was therefore alarmed to learn in an answer to a question I asked in the House that there is still 
a high number of kindergarten classes of more than 20 pupils.  My question, which I probably did not phrase 
correctly to get the correct answer, asked how many kindergarten classes had 20 or fewer children, to which the 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Wednesday, 25 June 2003] 

 p9150b-9157a 
Hon Barry House; Hon Barbara Scott; President 

 [7] 

answer was 613.  That equates to 86 per cent, which is not too bad, but it means that 14 per cent of children in 
their early years are being taught in overcrowded classrooms.  That is not good enough.  As I said in the 
Estimates Committee hearing, it is fine to combine training and education, but let us not forget the critical early 
years.  This Government has abolished the position of director of early childhood education, which means that 
there will be no longer a voice at director level in the Department of Education and Training to defend the issues 
that I have raised time and again in this Chamber. 

I will move on briefly to a couple of areas of interest in my shadow portfolio; that is, the arts and culture.  I will 
talk about the latest decision of this Government to move the Western Australian Museum to Kew Street, 
Welshpool.  Every member of this place knows that the museum has serious problems with asbestos that must be 
confronted.  However, I am concerned about state collections and curatorial staff being moved to Welshpool.  
The budget figure for the museum this year is $7.5 million.  The Government revealed in the past week that 
$7.3 million will be used to purchase the Leisure and Allied Industries building in Kew Street on the border of 
Welshpool, to where the state collection and a lot of curatorial work will move from Francis Street.  My concern 
is that it looks as though this will be a permanent fit-out of the building at Welshpool, which will cost 
$2.3 million.  I ask the Government to seriously inform the Western Australian public whether the move to 
Welshpool is permanent.  A committee is examining future sites and a couple of very good sites in Perth are 
being talked about.  However, the issue is that the important curatorial staff and collections will be moved out of 
the city to a place where there are no major public transport links.  The important scientific role of the museum is 
a critical one that relies on interface with the public.  The important public purpose of the museum will be lost if 
the public is unable to easily access the new site. 

I was surprised, if not also alarmed, to learn of the large amount of money that the museum receives from 
industry and commerce for scientific investigations.  People who work in the port of Fremantle and other 
industries rely enormously on the scientific work done by the museum; for example, to ensure that ballast water 
and objects that come in on foreign ships are clearly defined and identified.  The museum has therefore quite a 
low budget and relies enormously on the injection of funds from industry and commerce to run its scientific 
programs.  The major concern I have about this move is how permanent the Government’s view is of the word 
temporary.  Many experienced staff at the museum are reaching retirement age.  The museum may lose a lot of 
valuable staff because of this shift, particularly if it will result in the museum’s relocation to Welshpool for more 
than between two and five years.  Although I concede that the museum must move out of the Francis Street 
building, the issue of how long it will be away is important to Western Australia.  I hope this Government will 
develop an exciting new site for the museum, as the previous coalition Government did for the new Western 
Australian Maritime Museum.  The coalition Government put $36 million into that new and exciting museum on 
the waterfront at Fremantle, which will become an icon in the world of museums. 

Recently I attended the National Conference of Museums Australia in Perth.  At that conference, Peter Yu, who 
is well known to many members of this Chamber, and who was formerly the director of the Kimberley Land 
Council, said that museums should provide an interactive opportunity to engage communities in cultural 
development and be closely connected with education and schools; they are not static environments to which 
people go to see fossils.  That is a very important statement.  The Government must be aware of the importance 
of the scientific contribution that museums around the world make to the scientific world and business and 
commerce.  I found those words of Peter Yu quite compelling and I urge the Government to take note of them. 

Another area I refer to briefly is the Mangles Bay marina - or the Rockingham marina - which has been on the 
discussion table for some years now.  Recently a severe storm struck Rockingham.  Traditionally, enormous 
damage has been done to Rockingham and Cockburn Sound when a nor’-wester has gone through there.  I have 
long been associated with the foreshore at Rockingham and have seen boats thrown up onto the beach.  The last 
storm was probably the last straw for many boat owners in the Rockingham area.  A marina for Mangles Bay is 
on the political agenda but the proposal appears to have come to a halt.  I urge the Government to seriously 
consider the matter and provide some political will for the proper approvals to build the marina.  I believe a 
number of investors are interested in funding the project and the latest plan is for an inland marina.  The issue 
has always been the loss of seagrass in Mangles Bay, but that hardly stacks up as a serious issue.  It is not that I 
do not value seagrass, or that I am unconcerned about its loss in Cockburn Sound, but it has been clearly shown 
that the 272 swing moorings between the Rockingham Cruising Yacht Club and the naval causeway cause more 
seagrass damage and loss than any marina ever would.  The latest evaluation report prepared by LandCorp in 
1998 for the steering committee for the City of Rockingham on the marina project showed that seagrass losses 
would amount to only one per cent of stocks.  Dr Des Lord has recently been commissioned to prepare a report 
for the City of Rockingham.  A number of reports have been completed on the Mangles Bay proposal, and the 
seagrass issue is always thrown up as the big stumbling block.  That is not the major issue.   

Hon Dee Margetts:  That is exactly the advice they were given in Geraldton.  So far, seven kilometres of 
seagrass has been lost.  
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Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  For what?   
Hon Dee Margetts:  For engineering works.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  That is in open sea, while this project is for an inland marina.  I wonder whether 
people in the green movement ever take time out to study the number of boats on swing moorings in Cockburn 
Sound, and the amount of seagrass that is lost ashore.  This report includes aerial photographs.  I have holidayed 
at Rockingham since I was a child, which was many years ago, and I have seen the damage done, from a diving 
point of view and as a boat owner.  It is clear that an inland marina will cause minimum loss of seagrass.  
Rockingham has suffered in the past because it has always been considered a safe Labor seat, and therefore very 
little has been put into it.  When the coalition was in government it built a university campus, a new police 
station and a number of other significant public facilities, regardless of the fact that Rockingham is a well-known 
safe Labor seat.  The marina, of course, is not only for boat owners.  The current preliminary concept plan 
includes a resort, managed apartments, ecotourism and open space with links to Lake Richmond.  Those who 
represent the area will be familiar with Lake Richmond and its thrombalites.  

Hon Peter Foss:  Do you mean stromatolites?   

The PRESIDENT:  Order! The member is correct.  The term is thrombalite, which is a form of stromatolite.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yes, that is what I said originally.  The thrombalites in Lake Richmond are 
internationally significant, and the number of scientists visiting the site is increasing daily, along with school 
trips and the like.  The Naragebup scientific centre established there by Ann and Bob Goodale is being 
recognised around Australia, if not the world.  It is a fantastic development as an ecotourism and scientific centre 
of note.  It is very close to Lake Richmond.  Any development of a marina would need to take into consideration 
the significance of Lake Richmond and the marine science centre.  There will also be tourism amenities, retail 
shops, restaurants, leasehold sites for the Returned Services League and other organisations, boat pens, refuelling 
facilities, a yacht club, parks and gardens.  It would be a facility of which the whole community could be proud.  
I urge the Government to seriously take note of the latest scientific research on the Mangles Bay marina, and I 
urge the local member to try to convince his cabinet colleagues that the Government should do something 
significant for Rockingham.  I have had a lot to do with Rockingham.  I chaired the rail options task force.  
Rockingham has missed out on the rail link.   

Hon Kim Chance:  Excuse me!  The railway passes through the most populated areas of Rockingham.  

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  If the member had ever visited Rockingham, he would know that the railway 
bypasses the city.  It does not go through the centre of Rockingham.  

Several members interjected. 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  I am not at all opposed to the railway.  Everyone in this House knows that I am a 
great advocate of the south west rail line.  I probably did more work than anyone in this Chamber to make sure 
that cabinet approval was given for Rockingham to be connected to the line.  I remind members opposite that 
Rockingham is the largest city in Western Australia outside Perth.  On a compass line from Perth to Adelaide, 
Rockingham is the largest city.  I do not know of anywhere else in the world where a railway line planned to go 
into the city centre and service the people has been designed to bypass that centre.  The railway line, however, is 
another issue.  I could say many other things about it.  I urge this Government and the local member for 
Rockingham to place Rockingham on the cabinet agenda.  The Government must give the needs of Rockingham 
people some consideration in the next budget.  This budget has dealt a very poor hand to the people of 
Rockingham.  

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson.  
 


