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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 

Motion 

Resumed from 3 December 2008.  

HON KATE DOUST (South Metropolitan — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [7.49 pm]: I am very 
pleased tonight to be able to make some comments in response to the address provided to us by Governor 
Michael at the opening of Parliament last year. I want to acknowledge the contribution that both the Governor, 
Ken Michael, and his wife, Mrs Michael, make to this state. If members refer to the speech that was delivered on 
that day, they will note that the one thing that stood out very early in that speech was the number of charitable, 
academic, cultural, business and government organisations for which the Governor is currently either the patron 
or the joint patron. I thought that that was an outstanding number. I do not know where he would possibly find 
the time to be able to fulfil all those duties, but I am sure that he does so with willingness and grace. The 
Governor has certainly been a very graceful person and generous of spirit in all the dealings that we have had 
with him. I wish both Governor Michael and his wife well for the future.  

I thought the Governor’s speech was very interesting in its commentary outlining the role of the Parliament and 
the role of members. I might come back to that a bit later in my speech. He also outlined a general overview of 
where the new government was going to head and some of the plans that it had. I will also come back to that a 
bit later.  

As today is our first sitting day after such an extended break away, I have not had the opportunity to make some 
comments about the change in government. It has been quite interesting because over the past few months a lot 
of people have said, “How do you feel to be in opposition?” It is not a role that I have been in before. I think that 
my work experience as a union official for 17 years has probably put me in good stead to be in opposition 
because one is always in opposition as a union official! It is good practice and perhaps we thrive in those 
situations. I think that the ALP has certainly thrived since we have lost government. We seem to have regrouped 
very swiftly and have responded to the challenges that we are now faced with, including the very important 
challenge of holding this government to account. That will be a task that we will have to look to on a daily basis. 
I will come to that later as well.  

Personally, I have found it much better to, as my children would say, build a bridge and get over it. I think I did 
that fairly quickly. I have taken the view that there is opportunity in adversity in facing our challenges. I see 
opposition as a great and interesting challenge and also as a great learning curve. I am very pleased that the 
leader of the parliamentary party, Hon Eric Ripper, has provided me with some challenging portfolios to work 
in—that of energy, and science and innovation. I think they dovetail quite well together. It is quite an exciting 
period in Western Australia to be engaging with those portfolios. I know that the Minister for Energy tells 
everyone he comes across that energy is indeed the best game in town to be involved with. I am sure he would 
agree with that. I remember him saying that at the first function he attended. I hope he continues to hold that 
attitude over the next four years.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: Has he got an energy policy?  

Hon KATE DOUST: I am going to come to that. I do not know if I need a lot of help with that tonight!  

Hon Norman Moore interjected.  

Hon KATE DOUST: And I do not need it from the Leader of the House either. 

I do not think people should get depressed about having lost an election. There are swings and roundabouts. This 
is a natural situation that occurs on a regular basis in a democracy. I note that the Governor made specific 
reference in his speech to the very important democratic processes that we have and the importance of our 
parliamentary system in that process, particularly when we reflect on what is happening in other parts of the 
world. Indeed, we in Western Australia should feel very fortunate that people can line up at a polling booth 
anywhere in the state and vote without fear or favour for their chosen candidate or their preferred government. In 
September of last year, they certainly did that. There has been a lot of angst within my own party about what 
happened at the last election. People can sometimes internalise too much about what they think may or may not 
have been right or wrong. Again, I think people have successfully moved on from that and have recognised 
where we could have improved, and hopefully we will address those gaps and move on. Hopefully, in four years, 
we will either get closer to government or gain government again.  

Whilst I congratulate the Liberal Party on now sitting on the Treasury bench with its coalition partner, the 
National Party, it is not sitting there because it won government; it is sitting there because it negotiated an 
outcome for itself. The government needs to remember that it does not have the majority in the other place and 
that, over the next four years, it will be a challenge to make sure that it is able to hold the very loose and 
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interesting coalition together on each and every occasion. That will be a challenge that it has to deal with. The 
challenge for us in opposition is to make sure that we can pull that coalition apart on every occasion that we 
possibly can.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich: I look forward to that!  

Hon KATE DOUST: That is right. As a member for South Metropolitan, there are a lot of things we did in 
government that we ought to be very proud of. The train line in South Metropolitan is indeed something that the 
Labor government should be very proud of. I understand that it is the single longest metropolitan train line 
anywhere in the world. I know from my constituents that it has been a great boon for them. If members drive 
past that train line at any time, they will see train stations that are full and parking areas that are full. I understand 
that the demand has been too great in some areas because it is such a positive and easy way for people to gain 
access to the city or any of the places along the route from Mandurah through to Perth.  

The southern corridor is expanding at an enormous rate, particularly towards the southern end of my electorate. 
It is opening up all the time. There are new schools, lots of new houses and new retail outlets. The train line will 
enhance that growth in the southern corridor. Whilst the former government copped a lot of criticism about the 
development of that train line, particularly from some of the current ministers in this chamber, the line is very 
much something to be proud of.  

I will go through a couple of examples of other things that occurred under the previous Labor government. It did 
well in developing new schools or upgrading other schools. In my electorate, there is a new school at Comet 
Bay, which I now understand has also exceeded its growth. Transportables have already been brought in, even 
though the school has been open for only a short time. About a week ago I attended the formal opening of Atwell 
College. In that area, the second stage of the school will need to be moved along. When the Minister for 
Education, Hon Liz Constable, was at the school, she made a commitment to stage 2. I hope that the principal 
and the school community hold her to that because that is a very important growth area in the electorate. 

I am particularly grateful to the Labor government for its contributions to special schools such as Carson Street 
School in Victoria Park. I have had a fair bit to do with that school. It runs a great and quite innovative program 
for early intervention, the conductive education program. There have been some very positive outcomes for the 
children that are involved in that program. Carson Street School received more than $600 000 to facilitate 
buildings to enable families from all over Perth to participate in that program. That has been a very successful 
outcome, and it is a program that will grow. If the government is sensible, it will look to expand that program 
into other parts of either the metropolitan region or the country region, as there are a lot of families that come 
from outside the metropolitan region to access that program.  

I was also very pleased that moneys were provided to other schools such as Kent Street Senior High School and 
Millen Primary School to upgrade some of their facilities. These are both quite old schools in the area. Election 
commitments were also made to support Kent Street Senior High School, which is a school that has excellent 
programs in cricket, aviation, tennis and I think a couple of other academic lines. I know that it is doing a lot of 
great work with some of the students in the fields of geology and engineering. The Labor government at the time 
also committed money to Como Senior High School—I see Minister Collier’s head rise—which has always been 
very keen to become a dedicated science-maths school. I am not too sure what has happened with the change in 
government and whether those commitments to assist those two schools — 

Hon Peter Collier: Como and what was the other school? 

Hon KATE DOUST: Kent Street. 

However, they have great teachers and they are very progressive in the outcomes they want for their children. 
They know how to campaign to get those things, so if members opposite have not heard about them, I am sure 
that they will. 

Another great proposal in the South Metropolitan Region that the Labor government moved forward was, of 
course, Fiona Stanley Hospital. That will be an important component in the south metro area. I was very pleased 
to be involved in helping the Sisters of St Joseph with the program for homeless park women they conduct in 
Fremantle. We were able to get a substantial amount of money so that they can have a purpose-built location for 
those women and also to provide money so that they can have a coordinator, so those women have a safe place 
to go to at night to have a feed, a shower and somewhere safe to sleep. The Sisters of St Joseph do outstanding 
work for these women and I know that it has been a very successful program in that area. The member for South 
Perth, John McGrath, was very keen for the Labor government to provide assistance for the redevelopment of 
South Perth Community Hospital and we were able to do that. With the change in government he will continue 
working with the hospital, as will I, to ensure that those changes go through. It is a very important hospital in the 
region. It is the last community-based hospital, as I understand it, in the whole of Australia. It does an 
outstanding job within the South Perth community and it has excellent facilities. It has a very interesting board. I 
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do not believe that it has had to borrow money in the past. The board members have been very efficient 
fundraisers and managers of their money and have done an outstanding job. I look forward to the 
commencement of the alterations to the hospital and the opening of the new wing. Those are some examples of a 
few things that happened just within the South Metropolitan Region. There are lots of other examples in the 
types of individual assistance that was given to constituents. 

Another major example during that time that I must mention was the changes to the Brownlie Towers apartment 
complex in Bentley. I have talked about this on a number of occasions. Although it has taken eight years, it is 
anticipated that stage A of the project will be completed, hopefully, by June this year. I must say that by the time 
it is finished it will be a vastly different beast to what it was pre-2001. The residents have had direct input into 
the refurbishment of their units right down to choosing the colour of the paint and laminate and the tiles and 
carpets so that they actually have some ownership of the place they live in. The externals are almost complete. I 
was not too sure at first about the colour combinations that the public servants chose for the place, but I must say 
it looks quite attractive from the outside. Security has been enhanced—a key issue in that place—and new lifts 
have been added. I think about $20 million has been spent on upgrading the Towers. It is a very interesting 
place; not only the bricks and mortar, but also the community that resides there. It has more than 300 units and 
about 350 people, most of whom are retired and a lot of them do not have family or other social networks. We 
have been able to use this project as an exercise for them to come together as a community to form their own 
residents’ group. They are now very well organised. They meet on a regular basis and organise outings and 
fundraisers, so they are assisting themselves and working together as a community to overcome the difficulties 
that existed there before, such as social problems and antisocial behaviour. Tragically, the Towers had a number 
of suicides over a long period and there were significant drug issues and violence on an ongoing basis. With a lot 
of hard work by the community, Homeswest, the Canning council and a range of other people, those problems 
have pretty much been eradicated. I hope that the remaining stages of this project can be completed. Under the 
Labor government there was a proposed stage B—the rejuvenation of the surrounding streets and area. Canning 
council is keen to proceed with that. I do not know what the Liberal government’s plans are, but it will be 
interesting to see whether, after all that money has been spent, the government will proceed with the second 
phase, which will lock in the changes for the long term. 

I will raise one outstanding issue about the Towers that I was never really able to get a lot of traction on in my 
own party room and it is something that really annoys me. A decision was made to put a lot of, in some cases, 
quite vulnerable and elderly people together in Brownlie Towers. I think if that decision were made within the 
department and by the government, we would need sufficient support mechanisms in place for those people to 
ensure that they were protected and looked after. Therefore, I have consistently asked for a permanent caretaker 
to reside at the Towers so that if people have any issues, be it as simple as people being locked out of their flat, 
needing a light bulb changed, needing to be checked on, feeling uncomfortable or having a complaint, they 
would have somebody to go to. If that decision were made, there would be a saving in the long term. The 
department has paid a substantial amount of money for security over the past eight years and it has not always 
worked. There have been significant problems with the security guards who were employed and we have had 
some incidents that could have been avoided if there had been a permanent caretaker on site. Unfortunately, the 
parliamentary secretary to the Minister for Housing and Works is not here, but I hope that he reads Hansard and 
takes up this issue because it is still a significant outstanding matter for those people living on site. For their own 
peace of mind it would be very, very important to have that final bit of icing on the cake of having had that 
whole development. I think that if the government decides to have a complex where the vast majority of 
residents are over a certain age then it behoves the government of the day to ensure that they are adequately 
protected. 

Although we lost the election and people demonstrated with their vote that they were not satisfied with the 
direction we were going in, I think we actually did a lot of very good things. The message we received loud and 
clear is that we could have done them better or that we could have broadcast our message about them better so 
that people understood what we were doing. I think that one of the important roles of opposition is to get back 
into the community as soon as possible, to engage with the community, to acknowledge that we could do things 
better, to ask people how they want us to do it better, to listen to them, take on board those issues and raise those 
issues on their behalf. Part of that will be ensuring that we hold the government to account. 

When governments change, particularly when members have elected to run for positions in the other place, 
sometimes we do not get the opportunity to note their absence. Therefore, I want to put on the record my thanks 
to Hon Graham Giffard who ran for the seat of Swan Hills but unfortunately was not elected. He made a valuable 
contribution to this chamber, and we will miss him on this side. I wish him well for the future, along with his 
wife, Mandy, and his two beautiful girls. I am sure he will keep an active interest in what is happening in this 
place.  
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Another former member of this place, Vince Catania, was successful in gaining a seat in the other place. He has 
taken to his new position with great gusto and enthusiasm. I am sure he will be around for a long time in that part 
of our state. I also want to make some comments about Paul Andrews, the former member for Southern River. 
Paul was a hardworking member for his constituents. Even when he was going through difficult periods of ill 
health, he still managed to work for his constituents. I went to see him about a week after the election, and he 
was in hospital, hooked up to machines and in great difficulty with his health. He is still struggling with his 
health. I wish Paul and Gim well for the future. I am sure his loss hit him very hard, because he is so passionate 
about what is happening in his area. 

I also want to acknowledge Anne Wood, our candidate in the last election for the seat of Jandakot. We do not 
always acknowledge people who do not win a seat, but Anne should be acknowledged, because she made a 
fantastic effort. She worked very hard. We had her out in the electorate seven days a week. She doorknocked 
every house and went to every function. She was a very good candidate—she did everything she was told! 
Unfortunately on the day it was not a win for her, but she came very close. I hope that at some point down the 
track Anne will consider putting up her hand again for the Labor Party. She is a very articulate and intelligent 
young woman, and I hope she will be able to make a valuable contribution to this place one day.  

I also want to acknowledge the new government, and congratulate those members who are now ministers. The 
new ministers have some exciting challenges ahead of them. I also want to congratulate those members who 
have become parliamentary secretaries. It is very enjoyable work. I had that opportunity when we were in 
government, and I found that it is a great way of opening our eyes to other options and to new information, and 
of expanding our views on a range of issues. I am discovering that that is also the case when in opposition!  

My only criticism of the new government is that on the first day of Parliament after the election, when I looked 
across at the government benches, it struck me—I am sure Hon Helen Morton will appreciate what I am about to 
say—that it is a bit like an old fashioned Australian barbecue, where all the blokes are on one side and all the 
women are on the other. I thought that was very interesting. I would have thought the Liberal Party would have 
had a bit more sense and would have mixed its members up a bit. It is a very interesting picture. It says a lot 
about the Liberal Party and how it operates.  

Hon Barbara Scott: We are on the right; they are on the left! 

Hon KATE DOUST: Is that how it works? I did not think the Liberal Party had factions! We have never 
worried about where people sit. I do now know who organises the Liberal Party’s seating arrangements—
whether it is their fantastic Whip, or their leader—but it demonstrates a very interesting way of thinking. I had to 
let members opposite know about that. I hope that at some point that situation changes and that some of the 
women ministers and parliamentary secretaries are able to either break through the seating arrangements, or rise 
up through the ranks and change the seating arrangements. I look forward to that challenge being achieved.  

Earlier tonight we had a debate about lead shipments through the port of Fremantle. The Governor’s speech flags 
a number of policy commitments and proposals that the new government wants to put in place. It is very 
interesting that here we are on our first day of Parliament for this year and we are talking about a promise made 
by the Premier that has now been broken. The Premier is not the only minister who has broken a promise. In the 
past few weeks, the Minister for Local Government has broken a promise not to force amalgamations on local 
governments. I am very surprised about that, considering where the minister has come from. It will be interesting 
to know in due course what position the National Party takes on that issue. I would be very surprised if it 
supported that view. I look forward to seeing how that is received by not only the Western Australian Local 
Government Association, but also individual local governments. Over the past couple of weeks I have been 
working through the 10 local governments in my region. This issue has been raised by each of those local 
governments, and now that they are over the shock of what has been put forward by this government, there is a 
lot of anger. I do not know whether the minister will get the response that he expects from local government, at 
least in the short term. It will be interesting to see whether he bites the bullet and legislates to force those 
amalgamations. That is certainly not something that we would support. I think the minister needs to be a bit 
smarter about how he approaches local government and local government reform.  

The first two broken promises are lead shipments and local government. However, I need to mention another 
broken promise. During the election campaign I went to a function for the Australian Christian Lobby. There 
were 500 or 600 people in the room. The first thing that the then Leader of the Opposition, Colin Barnett, said 
when he got up to speak was that if the Liberal Party won government, it would repeal the prostitution 
legislation. I remember that very clearly. I was sitting in the front row, and I thought this will be interesting. I 
note that the Governor’s speech refers to the government’s intention to legislate to prevent the spread of brothels 
into residential areas. However, to date the Premier has not said a word about that. People may say it is just a 
technical issue; we do not need to repeal that legislation because it did not actually go through. However, 
Mr Barnett has not offered an alternative to the repeal of that legislation. We are now hearing rumours that the 
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government is planning to set up prostitution precincts. This issue has been raised by local governments, because 
they have concerns. I have met with the councils of the cities of Victoria Park, Fremantle, Melville and South 
Perth. I am yet to meet with the councils of the city of Rockingham and the town of Kwinana. I dare say this 
issue will be raised by them. I am sure that if we asked the councils of Fremantle, Victoria Park, Melville and 
South Perth—just to name four—how they would feel about having a prostitution precinct in their local 
government area, they would be horrified. How family friendly would that be? What a great way to attract 
people to Northbridge or Victoria Park! Come to the prostitution precinct of Perth! If that is the alternative that 
this government is suggesting, it will not get a good response. The government needs to be smarter. At some 
later stage—probably much later, considering this government’s work ethic—we will probably be in this place 
debating that issue again. I look forward to that debate, because it is a debate that needs to be had. The key thing 
here is that the Premier has broken yet another promise. I do not know whether the Liberal Party made these 
promises because it did not think it was going to win the election and therefore it would not ever need to do 
anything about those issues. It has been put to me recently by people in the energy area that there needs to be 
more honesty in what we say to our communities. That is what needs to happen if we are going to make these 
sorts of commitments. These are substantial commitments, and they need to be delivered on. I think that, 
unfortunately, Mr Barnett was very keen to get into government, and he did not think through the outcomes that 
would occur.  

I now want to say a few words about the portfolio areas that I have been given. I have spent the past couple of 
months trying to meet as many people as possible who are key players in both the energy area and the science 
and innovation area. One of the key issues that is consistently raised is the proposed re-merger of Synergy and 
Verve. I have not been to a meeting where this issue has not been raised, and I have not yet met anyone who 
supports the re-merger; the only person who seems to support it and put it forward in a positive way is the 
Premier. He is entitled to his view, and I know that when the disaggregation occurred a few years ago, he was 
very blunt in his views; he preferred the three-way option rather than the four-way option. He was very clear on 
that, but then he had a thought bubble after getting into government. I do not know what Hon Peter Collier’s 
views are because he will not tell us; he will not tell us publicly, and he will not tell us in this chamber. He keeps 
saying that he is looking at the matter, and I do not know who he is meeting to talk about it. He will not respond 
to my freedom of information requests for his diary, so I do not know what he has been doing for the past three 
and a half months. 

Hon Peter Collier: I won’t respond? 

Hon KATE DOUST: The member will not give me his diary, so I do not know whom he is talking to. He will 
not tell me whom he is talking to. I want him to tell me who supports this re-merger; does he support it? 

Hon Peter Collier: I am looking at it. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, but for how long? This is the problem that has been raised by every key player. The 
minister is creating confusion and causing people to be cautious about investing in this state. We need that 
investment at this time and we need the capacity to create jobs. The minister is causing this confusion because he 
is sitting there and he cannot make up his mind. He needs to take control of his portfolio. If the Premier wanted 
to be the Minister for Energy, he should have taken that portfolio. He made the member opposite Minister for 
Energy, so he should take control. If I were in a different forum, I would say something not so polite; I do not 
know whether I can use the words I want to use, because I would probably get in trouble. However, the member 
opposite is the Minister for Energy and he should take control and make a decision. I do not know of any of the 
minister’s cabinet colleagues who would support this re-merger. The minister has all the evidence that has been 
provided to him by all the key players, outlining quite clearly the reasons for not going down the re-merger path. 
I have not seen the final Chamber of Minerals and Energy document because I cannot get hold of a copy of it, 
and I only know about this because I read it in the paper, but as I understand it, the CME sent a letter or some 
sort of paper to the Premier outlining very succinctly the reasons for not going down that path. The Chamber of 
Commerce and Industry of Western Australia has also done the same thing. How long do we have to wait? Will 
it be another six or 12 months before industry — 

Hon Peter Collier: You’re talking about a corporation that is hundreds of millions of dollars in debt. That is our 
top priority at the moment. 

Hon KATE DOUST: That is right, so why has the government come out with something so quickly, without 
any plan, policy or time frame? Every single one of these players has been very clear about their concerns. 

Hon Peter Collier: Who are you talking about? 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am talking about the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia, the 
Chamber of Minerals and Energy, Griffin, Synergy and Verve. I have raised this matter with both Synergy and 
Verve, and not even those players are keen on re-merging. 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 10 March 2009] 

 p1398a-1414a 
Hon Kate Doust; Hon Barbara Scott 

 [6] 

Hon Peter Collier: Verve and Synergy said that to you? 

Hon KATE DOUST: I have asked the question. 

Hon Peter Collier: Did they respond? 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, they did. 

Hon Peter Collier: What did they say? 

Hon KATE DOUST: I will tell the member afterwards. I am quite happy to show him my diary; I have met with 
every key player and canvassed their views on the proposed re-merger, and they talk about their concerns for the 
potential to drive away private investment and the capacity to develop new technologies, innovation and 
diversity in the energy field. They say that if this re-merger were to go ahead, it would put pressure on prices. 

Hon Peter Collier: Did they say it would put pressure on prices? 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, they are saying that it would ultimately put pressure on prices. If it was re-merged, it 
would be a government entity and the government would be paying for it. 

Hon Peter Collier: Sorry; is that just like the disaggregation was going to reduce prices? 

Hon KATE DOUST: This is another issue, but the problem there was the vesting contract. 

Hon Peter Collier: That’s part of it. 

Hon KATE DOUST: It is part of it; there are many components to this, but simply saying that a re-merger will 
resolve the matter is incorrect—it will not. If the government wants to look at the vesting contract, it should 
review it. 

Hon Peter Collier: I am reviewing the vesting contract. I’m in the process of doing it right now. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, but when will the minister come up with a response? 

Hon Peter Collier: It’s very difficult to change the vesting contract unless you have cost reflectivity with tariffs; 
it’s as simple as that. 

Hon KATE DOUST: That is happening; that is part of a situation in which people are saying that the 
government has to be honest about the fact that electricity prices will have to increase and that people have to be 
aware of that; I do not dispute that. When the Labor Party was in government, it also acknowledged that prices 
had to increase. The previous government did it in a slightly different way from the way in which the present 
government is doing it. Its proposal was for gradual increments over a much longer extended period — 

Hon Peter Collier: You said 10 per cent each year. Was it 10 per cent each year? 

Hon KATE DOUST: It was 10 per cent increment lots over time. 

Hon Peter Collier: Over a decade, we would not have even been close to cost reflectivity had we gone up in 
10 per cent increments—not even close. 

Hon KATE DOUST: The way the present government is doing it, in increments of 15 per cent and 10 per cent, 
will actually hit people harder. The other thing is the fact that the government has not come out publicly to talk 
about the next batch of increases, which will have to happen when the network increases are finally announced. 

Hon Peter Collier: Even you know that we can’t do that until we find out what the second access agreement or 
the carbon pollution reduction scheme will be. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Yes, but the government needs to flag with people that they should expect that increase. 
Here they are, getting the money from the federal government in one hip pocket to help deal with the economic 
crisis, and the government is about to take it all out in a bigger hit, rather than gradually easing the pain and 
helping them out.  

Hon Peter Collier: We can’t do it until we find out about the AA2 or the CPRS at the end of the year; you know 
that. 

Hon KATE DOUST: When is that going to happen? 

Hon Peter Collier: The CPRS is today, apparently. We are certainly going to find a model; we will not know 
the AA2 until around October. We have done the responsible thing, which is to have increases at 10 per cent and 
15 per cent, and we have looked after those in the hardship model. 

Hon KATE DOUST: The government has not flagged with people to expect another increase. 

Hon Peter Collier: So what would you have done? Would you have done 10 per cent, 10 per cent, 10 per cent, 
as you said? 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 10 March 2009] 

 p1398a-1414a 
Hon Kate Doust; Hon Barbara Scott 

 [7] 

Hon KATE DOUST: If the Labor Party had been in government, yes, that is what we would have done. 

Hon Peter Collier: That’s not what your leader says. 

Hon KATE DOUST: The previous government said that it would have introduced increments of 10 per cent. 

Hon Peter Collier: No, your leader said 10 per cent and then a minimum of — 

Hon KATE DOUST: I will go back and find the document; I do not have it on me. I will go through that. 

Hon Peter Collier: I’ve got dozens of them here! 

Hon KATE DOUST: What I am trying to say is that each of the players I met expressed grave concerns about 
the potential re-merger of Synergy and Verve, and talked about the problems associated with driving away 
private investment in the state. I think the minister needs to acknowledge that although WA operates in splendid 
isolation, it is not always helpful with these types of industry, because energy is a small industry in Western 
Australia compared with those in other states. We do not have the capacity to hook into a national network, so 
we have to be more creative with the options that we work with. My concern is that the minister is sitting there 
saying that he is thinking about it, looking into the options and doing research, but this is creating uncertainty. 
People in the industry wonder what will happen if there is a re-merger that will create a major “genretailer”, 
or — 

Hon Peter Collier: Gentailer. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Gentailer—I thank the minister. People wonder what will happen if the gentailer created 
by the re-merger then changes the rules, increases prices or changes contracts. 

Hon Peter Collier: I have to say gentailers on the east coast are very common and they are operating very 
successfully in a lot of instances. 

Hon KATE DOUST: That is not what the industry is used to here; that is not how it has happened, and players 
are concerned that it will potentially drive away private investment in future, and drive away the capacity to 
expand and to open up new avenues for new players to come in. All I am saying is that these are the concerns 
that have been raised by industry. The industry is saying that it is not getting a response from the minister about 
when things are going to happen and when he is going to make a decision. Will the minister make a decision, or 
will the Premier? That has come up. I have a number of press articles. I know that when Hon Peter Collier 
became Minister for Energy, he was a bit disappointed that he did not get the education portfolio. I know he is 
still getting over that, but he got the training portfolio! 

Hon Peter Collier: It took me a week! 

Hon KATE DOUST: I do not know whether that is the case. I know he has been putting out press releases for 
training, but I have not seen many for energy. 

I have found a number of press releases about energy and I thought, “This is great!” I have one from The 
Australian from 10 December 2008, with the headline, “WA risks power shortages, Premier warns”. 

Hon Peter Collier: You’re talking about articles, not press releases? 

Hon KATE DOUST: These are articles, but obviously press comment has been made. The next one is from The 
West Australian, printed on 15 December 2008 with the headline, “Merit in electricity merger: Barnett”. It 
states — 

Colin Barnett has given his strongest sign yet that the State Government will reverse Labor’s 
contentious split of the old Western Power, saying yesterday a merger of electricity generator Verve 
with retailer Synergy had much merit. 

Another article from The West Australian appeared on 19 December 2008 with the headline, “Verve-Synergy 
reunion blow”. It states — 

Colin Barnett’s plan to reunite electricity generator Verve with retailer Synergy has been dealt a big 
blow … 

It goes on to report comments Lyndon Rowe made to the Minister for Energy about his reasons for not going 
down the re-merger path. Lyndon Rowe also repeated those comments in the paper that he presented to the gas 
and power conference a couple of weeks ago here in Perth, and he was quite strident in his views on that matter. 
The Chamber of Commerce and Industry also discussed how reform of the local electricity market would deliver 
greater competition, encourage new investment and generation facilities, and ultimately drive prices lower. That 
is its view. It says the former government did not go far enough and that the reform should go through. Rather 
than moving things back to the three-way model, it states it should go further. Therefore, that is another direction 
for the minister.  
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The next article is titled “Power bills set to soar”. That is the one in which Colin Barnett warned householders to 
brace for steep rises in electricity bills. Then we have another article, “Premier’s power play is to shift blame for 
rises”. The West Australian of 24 February 2009 reads — 

Colin Barnett attempted a blatant rewrite of history yesterday — 

I thought that was a very good point, because when the proposed increases were announced, I almost gave Hon 
Peter Collier the David Irving award of the year, and the minister knows who David Irving is — 

Hon Peter Collier: Yes, I do. 

Hon KATE DOUST: — because the minister is an historian, and I thought he would appreciate that.  

The minister has only to go back to Hansard—if he has not read this, I have a copy for him—when the 
disaggregation occurred to find out why the price freeze was put in place. It was not something the Labor 
government did willingly; it was something the Labor government was compelled to do to get the legislation 
through. It occurred as a result of an amendment moved by Mr Barron-Sullivan. It was supported vocally by Mr 
Buswell and also by Mr Barnett, at the time the member for Cottesloe only. In fact, the member for Cottesloe, 
Mr Barnett, said — 

The member for Leschenault spoke about a price cap for four years. Good luck to him; I agree with 
him. 

This price cap was also raised in debate on 28 August 2007 by Mr John Day, the member for Darling Range at 
the time. He said — 

In 2005, the opposition made a decision to support that legislation, with reluctance on the part of at least 
some members of the opposition. Nevertheless, it was supported, with a very important condition. At 
the time a commitment was both sought by the opposition, and received from the government, that there 
would be no increase in electricity prices for residential or small business customers before the next 
election; in other words, during this term of government.  

Before Hon Peter Collier makes those kind of revisionist statements, he should first go back and check Hansard.  

One of the things that has been said to me about Hon Peter Collier is that he is constantly blaming us. If Hon 
Peter Collier wants to be a good and effective minister, he should stop blaming the opposition and get on with 
his job. He should not try to rewrite history, because if he does that, we need only refer to these articles to correct 
him. I will tell the minister that on each and every occasion it is necessary, and I will do that so the minister does 
his job.  

Mr Deputy President, the last press clipping that I refer to is from The West Australian of 24 February 2009. It 
reads, “Premier’s power play is to shift blame for rises.” We have been through that again. What is the one thing 
that is missing from all those headlines? 

Hon Peter Collier: No idea. 

Hon KATE DOUST: It is the minister; he is missing in action.  

Hon Peter Collier: You are being selective. 

Hon KATE DOUST: No, these are fairly consistent. 

Hon Peter Collier: I could find many. 

Hon KATE DOUST: There are not very many, I can tell the minister, because I have read them all.  

The minister is missing in action; that is the feedback I am getting from industry. The minister is struggling with 
this; he is leaving it up to the Premier to do his job. That is why the minister cannot make a decision: the minister 
has to look to the Premier to make the decision. This is something the Premier has focussed on. He has a history 
with this portfolio. The Premier is passionate about this portfolio, although I do not necessarily agree with his 
views. The minister is not doing his job. 

Hon Peter Collier: Absolute rubbish; you are being very, very selective in your reading. 

Hon KATE DOUST: I am not being selective. As I said, if I were in another forum, I would say that perhaps if 
the Premier loosened his grip, the minister could get on with it. I am quite happy to say that because I think the 
minister is quite capable of doing this. The minister is an intelligent person —  

Hon Peter Collier: Thank you. 

Hon KATE DOUST: He has to talk to people and make a decision. The minister would not be here if he were 
not intelligent. I think the minister worked his way up through his own party pretty swiftly. I am sure that when 
Hon George Cash takes his seat, he will agree that disaggregation was a positive change because it introduced 
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competition and private investment into the state, and that was a very important thing. By not making a decision, 
the minister is stifling that process.  

Hon George Cash: You disaggregated and then you failed to manage the disaggregation. That is where you 
made the mistake. 

Hon KATE DOUST: Okay; maybe it was too early to make the kind of decisions the Premier is proposing.  

Hon Peter Collier: How many more billion dollars do we lose?  

Hon KATE DOUST: That is why I say the minister should go back and look at the vesting contract and reform 
it. It is not too late to do that, but we should not go backwards. The minister should not shut it down. That is part 
of the issue with this Premier; he is a retro-man. In fact, I was thinking the other day that it is really like retro-
vision. The Premier goes back to wherever he feels comfortable, not just in terms of this portfolio, but also in 
surrounding himself with the people he felt comfortable with at the time he was last in government and the ideas 
that he felt comfortable with. He comes up with a lot of thought bubbles, but no planning and no policy.  

Again, Hon Peter Collier must deal with that. Since he was appointed as a minister, the Premier has been 
speaking on his behalf. The Premier has been making the call and the decisions. The minister has not been doing 
his job. He has not come up with a plan or policy. I note that in the Governor’s speech there was no reference to 
energy; no reference to the minister’s work; and no plan and no policy.  

Before we rose prior to Christmas, the minister talked about presenting a plan or policy in the next six or 
12 months. We have moved beyond that time frame, so the minister has to start delivering. The next election will 
be upon us before we know it.  

Hon George Cash: Do you remember years ago when you used to say about one of our members that he went 
grazing in the mushroom patch at night? 

Hon KATE DOUST: That was before my time, Hon George Cash. I would never get lost in the mushroom 
patch; I have a good sense of direction, my friend. 

Mr Deputy President, I had a lot more to say on that issue, but I will save that for another debate because I have 
a feeling we will have a proper and extended debate in due course, and I look forward to that.  

Hon Peter Collier: So do I.  

Hon KATE DOUST: Good on the minister. 

As I have only a short time left, and I know I do not get an extension, I want to talk about a couple of other areas 
that I have been involved with.  

I am pleased to see the government is continuing to pursue vigorously the establishment of the Square Kilometre 
Array project, and I know that the minister for vacations, Troy Buswell, has been to South Africa recently to 
push our case. I note also that both the Australian government and the New Zealand government have also made 
recent announcements that they support the location of the SKA in Western Australia. The one message I will 
home in on is that I really hope that the responsible minister has been selling Western Australia as the best place 
for siting the SKA on the basis that, as opposed to South Africa, we have stable government—albeit a Liberal-
National government—and we also have security of site, because that is not something that South Africa can 
commit to, given the constant changes of government and regular reports of violence. I think if that is one way to 
sell us, that would be a very positive way—stability of government and security of site. I hope that Mr Buswell 
has been doing that. 

The other area that he has management of is Bentley Technology Park. I know that Hon Barry House has been 
involved in that area, and perhaps on another occasion I will raise this with Hon Barry House. Nevertheless, I 
sincerely hope that the government continues to move forward with Bentley Technology Park, which is a very 
important project in my electorate of South Metropolitan Region. It has massive support from the key local 
governments—namely, South Perth and Victoria Park—within which it is located, and also from Curtin 
University and the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation. It has enormous potential for 
Western Australia to have this technology precinct located here in Perth, and not just in terms of the financial 
return to the state but also for job creation for the state. I know that when Labor was in government, we talked 
about what we would do beyond the boom. As we all know, unfortunately, we are now beyond the boom and we 
have to focus on alternative forms of employment. I think that moving forward on this project in particular and 
attracting investment and the type of groups that would re-locate in tech park is very important. A few weeks ago 
I met with representatives from Gentech Pty Ltd, which is a very niche market medical company. Its 
representatives talked about moving to Western Australia and expanding their operations in the state. They said 
that they would use their operations in WA as a base for their overseas work. I asked them why they would 
locate to Malaga and not Technology Park, which is a perfect location. It is the government’s job to encourage, 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 10 March 2009] 

 p1398a-1414a 
Hon Kate Doust; Hon Barbara Scott 

 [10] 

promote and attract those types of enterprises into that facility. I will raise those issues with the parliamentary 
secretary and the minister on an ongoing basis to see where the company is at with that plan. I am very 
concerned by the rumours I am hearing that the operations might be either slowed down or shut down. That 
would be a sad loss for the state because the company’s intentions are very good. The idea of alternative job 
creation and providing a positive return to the state is fantastic. That program must continue to be driven. 

Another issue which came up during the recess and which is close to my heart is the threatened closure of the 
WorkSafe library as part of the three per cent cut in government spending. I am very concerned that the 
government would want to shut down this important occupational health and safety library, which is the only one 
of its kind in the state. It has taken a couple of decades to build not only the resources that are available, but also 
the services provided by the staff who work there. It is a highly skilled job. Employers, safety representatives, 
safety officers, academics and people off the street can access the library to swiftly find relevant information on 
occupational safety and health in the workplace. I did that today when I needed a material safety data sheet on 
lead. Within half an hour of making the phone call I was able to get that information. It is a valuable resource. I 
am pleased that the government has now said that it will not shut the library. The resource should be built upon 
and preserved, and people should be encouraged to use it. It is a fantastic way of getting information that can be 
used to identify hazards, thereby reducing the potential threat of those hazards and reducing the harm that 
hazardous material can cause. It can also help reduce the impact of incidents or accidents that could occur in the 
workplace. I am sure that I will talk about this issue on another occasion. Hon Barry House has flagged the 
introduction of legislation that would amend the Occupational Safety and Health Act. I imagine that I will have 
more time to talk about the value of the library during that debate. 

As I said, the opposition’s job is to hold the government to account, to reconnect with the community and to 
raise issues consistently with the government to ensure that it does its job and is delivering for the electorate. I 
look forward to the challenges ahead of us. Rather than being depressed and miserable about being in opposition, 
I think it is quite exciting. It is a way to hone skills, to learn and to continue to deliver for the electorate. As sad 
as it is, I think the Labor Party does very well in opposition. We certainly work together well and we have had 
some very good wins over the past couple of months in holding the government to account. The government is 
missing in action. 

Hon Peter Collier: Did you see today’s poll? 

Hon KATE DOUST: Who cares about polls? I know how polls can be rorted. I will not focus on that. The only 
poll that counts is the one that will be held in four years. 

In the last few minutes in which I have to speak I will focus on a quite different matter from what would usually 
be raised, and I ask for members’ indulgence. Last week, on 4 March, the Labor Party suffered a great loss when 
Bev Gallop passed away as a result of cancer. Hon Sue Ellery will probably make some comments about this 
later. On a personal level, we all feel very much for Geoff, Leo and Tom. It has been a very difficult time for 
them. Bev probably went a lot faster than we all expected. She will be missed by not only her immediate family, 
but also the family of the Labor Party. She made great contributions to the party not only because of her activity, 
but also because of her incredible support of Geoff. We do not always pay proper credit to the wives or husbands 
of members of Parliament—there are a few husbands of members around now. They do amazing work for their 
partners, they make an amazing contribution in their partner’s electorate and they provide incredible support. In 
this day and age when we talk about feminism, Bev was unusual because she was a highly intelligent, artistic 
woman who could have done anything she wanted to but who chose to support Geoff totally. I worked with 
Geoff in his electorate and during election campaigns over a long time, and I know that Bev’s primary interest 
was Geoff’s interest. She made sure that he was looked after, had enough sleep, was home on time, ate properly 
and did not have any other stresses so that he could get on with and do his job to deliver for not only the party, 
but also the state. There were times when I wanted Geoff to go to my electorate and do things and Bev would ask 
me whether he really needed to be there. Although on one occasion I had 500 people waiting, I said that it was 
okay if he did not attend. She made sure he was there, she organised campaigns and had her boys do some of the 
work. 

Bev and Geoff were neighbours of mine and lived just around the corner. I once told Geoff that he had a 
fantastic garden and he told me that Bev had done the whole thing, including the brick paving. She had a 
beautiful house and was absolutely dedicated to her family. Bev was very highly regarded in the electorate of 
Victoria Park and will be sorely missed. 

I have a funny story about our family. Our young bloke Liam was a big fan of Geoff and Bev, who would 
sometimes walk past our house. One Sunday Liam woke us up at about 6.00 or 6.30 in the morning when he was 
about seven or eight years old wearing only his underwear. There is a question about what he was doing 
wandering around in the front yard in just his underwear! He told us that he had just talked to Mr and Mrs Gallop 
while they were on their walk. Bev and Geoff would go around and just talk to people. Bev championed Geoff. It 
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is very important to note that she put his interests first. In doing so, she provided a sounding board; she was an 
advocate for him. Theirs was a true partnership in not only their marriage, but also his work situation. It must be 
acknowledged that she was a great role model. It will be very difficult for Geoff and the boys to deal with her 
passing. It will leave a huge gap within her immediate family and her mother and sisters will miss her. 

Many members of the Labor Party over an extended time have had strong and positive relations with Bev. I was 
fortunate to see Bev at Christmas when we ran into each other at a shopping centre. She talked about her illness 
and her treatment but she put that aside and wanted to know how my children were going and about what was 
happening around the place. She also talked about Geoff being on a health kick. She was positive about how she 
was dealing with things. I was impressed with how she was managing her illness. I want to put on the record my 
condolences to Geoff, Tom, Leo and Bev’s family. Bev will be missed by all of us, by the community of 
Victoria Park and by the broader Labor Party family. She holds a very special place in our hearts. 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [8.49 pm]: I stand tonight to speak on the motion moved by 
Hon Helen Morton in the Address-in-Reply debate. I first of all acknowledge His Excellency the Governor 
Dr Ken Michael and his wife Julie; the Governor for his address; and both of them as a team for the work they 
do for Western Australia. 

The Address-in-Reply debate gives members the opportunity to speak on a number of issues of their own 
choosing and tonight I will dwell on one or two issues with which I have been involved and I will comment on 
the recent changes in the Western Australian community as a result of the change of government. In assessing 
what actually happened in September last year, we must learn a lesson of history and perhaps acknowledge the 
most important lesson that we as members of Parliament must take from the recent election. In my humble view 
it is a simple lesson; that is, the people of Western Australia and in other places are tired of governments that 
say, “We can’t do this or we can’t do that”. Contrary to some comments made by the previous speaker, Hon Kate 
Doust, the former Labor government exemplified clearly the “can’t do” approach on a number of occasions and 
was severely punished at the polls for that position. Members of the electorate made some decisions about the 
government and placed their votes in many different places so that there is now a diverse Parliament, without a 
huge majority, but there is a Liberal-National government in place. I stand tonight very proud and pleased that 
we have a Premier in Hon Colin Barnett who is proving beyond doubt that he is a “can do” Premier. He has been 
making decisions and I believe history will remember Colin Barnett as one of this state’s great leaders. 

When we consider the opportunities that have occurred across Australia in the past few years and reflect on the 
downturn in the world economy, we cannot help but look at and consider leaders who have made decisions in 
states where things have happened. In my view the last “can do” Premier was Mr Beattie, the former Labor 
Premier of Queensland. Everybody says, “Isn’t it fantastic; in Queensland you can do this and you can do that.” 
Projects there are not knocked on the head just because they do not please all parties. I believe Colin Barnett has 
already shown leadership. He is a “can do” Premier and he will go down in history as one of this state’s finest 
leaders. 

I want to address three issues in the chamber this evening. They are issues that I have become involved in, which 
provide very good examples of the previous government’s “can’t do” attitude and this government’s “can do” 
approach. The three issues I will canvass this evening are, firstly, the prostitution issue; secondly, the completion 
of Roe Highway and the Fremantle eastern bypass; and, thirdly, early intervention for children. I note with 
interest that the previous speaker criticised the Barnett government for its inaction over prostitution. I want to set 
the record straight and say that the former government’s attitude to the prostitution legislation was nothing more 
than pathetic. If the former government’s Prostitution Control Bill had been passed unamended, there would 
have been brothels in every suburb of Western Australia and one or two prostitutes working out of homes in the 
very streets where people live. There was nothing in that bill to prevent the proliferation of prostitution. Because 
I took a very active role in opposing the former government’s prostitution bill, it was extremely disappointing to 
me that the former government adopted the attitude, in a nutshell, that it could not control prostitution and would 
therefore legalise it; it intended legalising brothels throughout the state. The previous speaker said that the 
community wants members of Parliament to be truthful. Let us face it and let us be absolutely truthful about this: 
we know that brothels exist in almost every suburb today. When I was doorknocking in Applecross during the 
election campaign, one of the most common comments I heard from young families was: “I hope that if the 
Liberal Party gets into government, you will wipe out prostitution, because we have a massage parlour down the 
road”—this is in Applecross—servicing a couple of well-known hotels in the area and that region with 
prostitutes.” 

I was, therefore, absolutely disappointed when the Labor Party said, “We can’t control it, so let’s legalise it”, 
meaning that it would continue to allow the abuse and exploitation of women and little children in this state. 
There was no attempt on the part of the Labor Party to take a different view of prostitution and what it does to 
women, children and families, except to say that it was an industry out of control and that the government would 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 10 March 2009] 

 p1398a-1414a 
Hon Kate Doust; Hon Barbara Scott 

 [12] 

put some brakes on brothels and legalise them. During that prostitution debate there was an enormous outcry 
from the public—there were demonstrations and marches—about the government’s plan to legitimise that abuse 
and exploitation. It is ironic to note that if the former government had shown equal determination to do the right 
thing by challenging such an industry of abuse, rather than challenging the people of Western Australia with its 
legislation, it might actually have ended up with good legislation. However, this house received a number of 
inappropriate and very bad pieces of social legislation from the office of the previous Attorney General. The 
legislation was not only bad for Western Australians but also very poorly drafted. It resulted in the legislation 
sitting on the notice paper for a long time before it was debated and amended and became reasonable legislation. 

During the election campaign, as Hon Kate Doust has already alluded to, a number of public meetings took place 
at which the issue of prostitution was raised. One of those public meetings was at Burswood. The Premier was 
asked at the meeting whether he would repeal the prostitution legislation and he said he would. He was asked 
whether he would study and consider the Swedish legislation and he said he would. He did not say exactly that 
he would adopt it, but he said he would study it. Tonight, therefore, I want to spend a little time in looking at the 
Swedish model and the legislative coverage that Sweden has given to the issue of prostitution. I know also that 
the Premier is serious in repealing the appalling legislation that was put in place by the Labor Party. Hon Kate 
Doust may say there are rumours that the Liberal Party will consider precincts, but that may be a step along the 
way to decreasing prostitution; however, Labor’s legislation, as I said, would have resulted in a proliferation of 
brothels in every neighbourhood.  

In October last year, I made it my business to visit Belgium and Sweden to talk to the people who had been 
involved in establishing the legislative framework in Sweden to see how they achieved what they did. I met with 
a number of key people, one of whom was Gunilla Ekberg, a human rights lawyer now based in Brussels. I flew 
straight to Brussels and met with her for many hours, from nine o’clock in the morning until about five o’clock 
in the afternoon. Gunilla Ekberg now works mainly for the Coalition Against Trafficking in Women. She is a 
former adviser to the Swedish government on human trafficking and violence against women. She was in the 
position of being an expert adviser to the Swedish government when it made changes to its prostitution 
legislation.  

I want to go into that issue a little more closely and explain how Sweden came to change its legislation and to 
make revolutionary changes that have proven that it has taken a lead role in Europe on this matter. In discussions 
with Gunilla, it was very clear to me that if we are going to repeal the legislation in place here, we will need to 
do a lot of work in the community. We need to set ourselves some guidelines and some principles upon which 
we can base good and sound legislation; we need to look at the things that concern us most about the 
proliferation of prostitution, and how we can use our legislation to stop the spread of prostitution; we need to 
stop the abuse and exploitation of women and children; we need to look at the trafficking of human beings for 
sexual purposes; we need to reduce organised crime, money laundering and the drug trade that is closely aligned 
and associated with prostitution; and, finally, we need to send a very clear message to the community about the 
exploitation of women and children—a message that is contrary to that endorsed by the Labor government’s 
prostitution legislation, which, rather than stopping prostitution, was more an argument about public safety or 
making sure that we provide good, healthy women to be abused often by men.  

At first glance these sorts of principles may seem unrealistic, but in 1998 the Swedish Parliament decided that 
they were not unrealistic goals and that they were worth fighting for. Prior to that legislation being introduced 
into the Swedish Parliament, community education programs were introduced and filtered through over quite a 
few years. Gunilla was an expert adviser to the Swedish Parliament, giving information about the high levels of 
trafficking of women across borders in Europe. The women’s movement slowly changed that community’s 
culture. The Swedish government then decided to curb the proliferation of prostitution by criminalising the 
person who hires another for sexual purposes; in other words, the government turned the purchasing of a sexual 
act into a crime. Ten years later, astonishing gains have been achieved in each of these five areas. Firstly, they 
looked at the proliferation of prostitution and the abuse of women. I will read into Hansard some records that I 
have here. In 1999, there were 2 500 prostituted Swedish women. In 2002, there were1 500 prostituted Swedish 
women, and in 2008 the recruitment of Swedish women has almost come to a halt. They are astonishing figures. 
In the area of trafficking of women, approximately 400 to 600 women were trafficked into Sweden in 2004, 
compared with approximately 3 000 into neighbouring Denmark and an astounding 10 000 to 15 000 women 
into Finland. Police surveillance of traffickers in Sweden indicates that it is just too difficult and not sufficiently 
profitable to traffic women into Sweden.  

How do the Swedish authorities know this to be the case? When I met with the Swedish “National Rapporteur” 
Kajsa Wahlberg, she explained the enforcement policies that Swedish police have in place. The police have huge 
powers of surveillance, including telephone tapping. They tap into the drug dealers, the money launderer, the 
pimps and the people involved in human trafficking. Their telephone conversations are recorded and studied. 
The traffickers are recorded saying that they will divert around Sweden because Swedish laws are too stringent 
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and they cannot get the young women into Sweden. Those involved in organised crime have now, because of 
that, almost lost interest in going into prostitution in Sweden because of the huge decline in profitability. The 
change in community culture and attitudes is very interesting, especially when we look at the figures. Local and 
European Union polls indicate that 80 per cent of the Swedish population now support the prostitution laws, and 
that Sweden has the lowest tolerance for prostitution of all European countries.  

In the area of enforcement, we see a total paradigm shift in thinking. Once we legislate that something is a crime, 
no different from murder or break and entry or stealing a vehicle, the police have to police it. At first, there was 
huge resistance from the police in Sweden to the changes. They were critical of the new law. The police were not 
sure how they would enforce the law and there were implementation problems. Consequently, one year after the 
legislation went through the Swedish Parliament, the government established an education and training program 
for police personnel, and there was a 300 per cent increase in the number of arrests. Swedish police have now 
embraced the law and enforce it efficiently. 

Another factor is the elite police force that handles all prostitution issues and the pimps. The men are followed, 
their phones are tapped and information is obtained from neighbours. Most Swedish prostitutes have operated in 
homes or apartments, not brothels. It does not take long for people who are living in a set of apartments to say, 
“We think there’s something going on at 57.” The police will put the place under surveillance, check the car 
numbers of the men to find out who is visiting, do the phone taps, and then charge people. The average 
purchasers of sexual services in Sweden are men between 30 and 55 years of age. This is probably also the case 
in most other countries, and I know some research is being done here that would probably stand in support of 
that finding as well. The average purchasers of sexual services have been married or are cohabiting and often 
have children. Such men have much to fear from the criminal sanctions that apply to them if they are caught. In 
addition, in Sweden public knowledge of their crime is a further embarrassment and deterrent as is the prospect 
of divorce. If a person is charged with purchasing a sexual service, there is a $3 000 fine or six months’ 
imprisonment. Fortunately in Sweden they had one of the largest papers in circulation, which was prepared to 
print the names of every male charged with purchasing sex. When we look at the average purchaser of sexual 
services, most of those people did not want to risk their marriage ending in divorce. That is an interesting side.  

In Western Australia, that would be similar if we had the strength of a newspaper in this town that would not 
accept advertisements, say, for sexual services. If we look at our local The West Australian any day of the week, 
there are dozens and dozens and dozens of advertisements for young women available for sexual services. That 
has been stopped in Sweden. The paper there also prints the names of the people who have been charged.  

The success of the Swedish model has prompted a number of other countries in Europe to adopt similar 
legislation. In October last year I was in Europe when the Norwegian government was about to vote. They took a 
vote on 14 October 2008 that resulted in a similar law being passed in Norway. There are people in Europe who 
say that the prostitutes will just move over the borders or the men will just go over the borders. As a married 
woman of 40 years, I can tell this house that a late-night stay over dinner or a dinner meeting is much more 
plausible to a wife than saying, “Where have you been for the whole weekend, darling?” If a person has to go 
across the border and spend the weekend in another country, it is far less likely that married men will take off for 
the weekend. It is very interesting looking at Sweden and the way it has had an effect on other jurisdictions, even 
Holland, which is probably the home of the prostitutes as we know them in their little picture book houses on 
rows and rows of streets.  

Other countries in Europe are looking seriously at the Swedish legislation. Not only is there a change in Europe, 
it is also happening in Scotland and England. England has just brought in legislation that charges anybody 
purchasing a sexual service from a trafficked woman. At least they are recognising they do not want young 
women brought in to England just for sexual purposes. The Scottish Parliament has legislated to get rid of all 
street prostitution. It is looking seriously at the Swedish legislation and has adopted the line that they will charge 
people who purchase sexual services from trafficked women.  

In Sweden, part of the public campaign started off with young girls and boys in high school, particularly with 
young girls, by the showing of a film called Lilya 4-ever. This film is shown in all of the high schools to warn 
young people about the possibility of finding themselves in a situation where they might be exploited. I could not 
get that video in Sweden or in England. When I came back to Australia I was fortunate to get it through the 
Parliamentary Library. My husband and I sat down and watched it. It was really compelling. It is about a young 
Russian girl, about 15 or 16 years of age, who had grown up in terrible circumstances. She fell in love with this 
wonderful dancer in a nightclub who said, “I will whisk you away to Paris. Come and live with me there.” He 
bought her all these beautiful new clothes. She was vulnerable; she had a terrible background. She was put on a 
plane and she asked, “Why are you leaving me?” He said, “I’m going to be there next week. You meet this 
particular person at the airport”—and she did. He was a pimp; he was old and ugly and he locked her in a little 
room. She spent several years there before she ended up committing suicide, so distraught was she with her 
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situation. It was a very compelling film and a very good way to get young girls in particular to be aware of 
situations that could confront them.  

Another interesting thing that came up in my discussions was the Indigenous women’s attitudes towards 
prostitution in other countries, particularly in the USA and Canada. Gunilla shared this with me. American and 
Canadian women have adopted an official stance on this issue; that is, in their view prostitution furthers racism. 
It is the poor and vulnerable women who get involved in prostitution.  

I have talked about banning the advertising of sexual services. The provision of exit programs is also very 
important. In Sweden, the exit programs are provided for any woman or girl who wants to leave prostitution. 
They are provided under a council welfare budget, not dissimilar to the way our women’s refuges would be run. 
In fact, it is a refuge because women can go there out of prostitution or out of a violent marriage and the shelters 
have counsellors to help women who have been abused either in domestic violence or in prostitution. Many 
women who leave prostitution will access adult education at these centres, which gives them a step up into 
another career path. In the United Kingdom, a national lottery gives money to women’s organisations to set up 
shelters. It would be assumed that if the exit programs were provided in the UK, that is where their funding 
would come from as well.  

There needs to be quite a lot of research done and a lot of consultation before the Swedish model is seriously 
considered in Australia. I am confident that the Barnett government and the Attorney General are genuine. They 
are both sincere about repealing the appalling legislation that the Labor Party put in place and coming up with a 
model that is acceptable to Western Australians that will stop the exploitation of women and children. I do 
believe as a woman member of Parliament that it is very much on the shoulders of women members of 
Parliament and women in the community to stand up and make sure they pass the message around that this is not 
just something that men are allowed to do; that this is an exploitation of women and children and a continual 
abuse.  

Another interesting thing that came up in the discussions was the high level of abuse amongst women and young 
girls in prostitution before they entered prostitution. I think 87 per cent of prostitutes were either abused as 
children, neglected or in vulnerable situations. It is not the image of the Pretty Woman movie where the sexy, 
beautiful, young woman earned a high income in order to buy the latest clothes.  

The other myth that was dispelled in my discussions was that if you do not provide prostitutes, women will not 
be safe on the streets. We only have to look at the statistics and the data that has been collected about the people 
who are the most common purchasers of sexual services to know that they are not the sort of men who are going 
to be wandering the streets looking to rape somebody.   

I would like to move on to a totally different issue but I want to assure the Parliament that contrary to what we 
heard from the previous speaker, the Barnett government genuinely wants to repeal this legislation. I am hopeful 
that in that process we will end up with a Western Australian model that is based on the Swedish model now that 
we are much more familiar with it and that things may be turned around. I have met with the Attorney General 
and had detailed discussions with him about that. 

The next issue I will look at is the Roe Highway and Fremantle eastern bypass. This issue perhaps most starkly 
shows the electoral fallout of the former government’s “can’t do” attitude. The Labor Party attempted to 
sabotage the Fremantle eastern bypass on a number of occasions by selling off most of the land zoned for its 
construction and deleting it on the planning map. It did this to keep its Fremantle voters sweet and to shore up 
McGinty’s position in the seat of Fremantle in the by-election that was held when he first entered Parliament. 
That is an example of a decision being influenced by politics instead of good sense and good planning. The 
Labor government rejected a long-term plan that was intended to save travelling time, fuel, pollution and lives 
for all the users of the bypass and the completed Roe Highway. However, tens of thousands of people who live 
anywhere near Leach Highway and South Street who have suffered because of this disgraceful politicking had 
votes too and they used them. As a result, we now see a number of new Liberal members of Parliament in those 
seats in my region. Many of them fought their election campaign on the traffic hazards that were forced upon 
those people in the South Metropolitan Region seats by the Labor government not acting and not doing anything 
about building the bypass or something that might be an acceptable alternative, if they had that in mind. I never 
heard that they did. However, the Fremantle eastern bypass, for those members who are not familiar with it, was 
placed on the planning book some 40 years ago. If members were to live in those areas and travel on the roads as 
I do every day, they would come along Stirling Highway, cross the bridge in Fremantle and hit a dead stop at 
High Street, which goes into Leach Highway. All this traffic—not only traffic to and from the port—that comes 
from the northern suburbs, Balcatta, Osborne Park and all those areas with manufacturing businesses that make 
windows, doors and whatever for building that is trying to get to the southern suburbs, bypass Fremantle to 
preserve its historic uniqueness instead of going through Fremantle. What did the previous Labor government 
do? It lifted the reservation and allowed some of the land to be sold off. 
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However, I think we have great store in Hon Simon O’Brien with his clear statement prior to the election that the 
Fremantle bypass will be back. The Fremantle Herald on 23 August 2008 stated in part — 

Shadow planning minister Simon O’Brien told the Herald this week the bypass would be reinstated if 
the Liberal Party won September’s state election and recently built homes would be resumed. 

Therefore, people in that area are very hopeful that the Barnett-led government will be true to its word and keep 
the promise of the stated policy that was very clear to all the people who live there and who use the roads. Of 
course Roe Highway stage 8, which is meant to be built right through to the Fremantle eastern bypass but will 
stop at the moment at Stock Road, brings all the traffic around Perth to feed into the port. It is critical to the port 
of Fremantle that we have easy access in and out of the port. The huge amount of traffic on that road must go 
somewhere. Therefore, we rely on the fact that the Barnett government made that promise before the election 
and will do something about it. It was reinforced in a letter dated 9 December 2004 that was sent out just after 
the reservation was lifted. It was sent to every real estate agent in the region. Recently I got my office to check 
on all those real estate agents to see whether they were still operating. There were hundreds of them and they all 
received that letter to say that if a Liberal government was re-elected—this was part of the 2005 election—that 
the Liberal Party has a clear and unequivocal position to prevent people being misled into buying land in those 
crucial transport reservations; that we would buy back the land. I will not read the whole of the letter that was 
sent out but most of those real estate agents who received it are still in operation. 

A lot of articles are appearing in local papers. I will read out part of a letter that appeared in the Fremantle 
Gazette on 20 January because a lot of fearful people have said, “Oh, we can’t have the Fremantle eastern bypass 
because it is going to go past a school or it will go here or there.” The letter states in part — 

There were, no doubt, vociferous objections to the Sydney Harbour Bridge and the Opera House. The 
citizens of Giza probably objected to the building of the Great Pyramid, as it would spoil the view, and 
the residents of Salisbury Plain doubtless claimed that the stoats and weasels would be endangered by 
the construction of Stonehenge, but thankfully for posterity these objections, if they were made, were 
overcome. 

The whole world was captivated by the optimism behind Barack Obama’s words, “Yes, we can” in his 
victory speech. 

It is a great and lasting pity that the most appropriate phrase that sums up Labor’s attitude to the FEB 
and Roe 8 was, “No, we can’t.” 

That is the way I started my address this evening: part of the reason the Labor government lost the election was 
that it was a government of inaction and “can’t do” and this government under Barnett will be, I am convinced, a 
government that can do. That is what people want; a government that sets out a clear direction and says we can 
do it. It does not necessarily mean that it has to be done tomorrow, but it can be done and that, I think, is what 
the Barnett-led government will be like. 

Some people do not understand the history, the origin and the purpose of the Fremantle eastern bypass. They do 
not understand its critical importance in the links north-south and east-west with all the containers going through 
the port of Fremantle and the changing considerations or views about what the port will look like in 20 years; 
however, I cannot see it not being an active operating port in the short term. In the short term we need to be able 
to provide farmers with a place that they can use to get their produce out of the state. We also need to provide a 
place where containers can be taken into and out of the state, and where shipments from the mining industry can 
be taken out of the state. We need to have an efficient port.  

The member for Cottesloe, Hon Colin Barnett, who is now the Premier, will certainly remember the long and 
protracted debate that was held about Servetus Street in Swanbourne. There is no doubt that that road was 
protested against vigorously, for the same sorts of reasons that are given in similar debates today—it would go 
past a school; it would go past one or two historic homes; and we did not need it. That road has provided a major 
traffic way that is very efficient. Yes, that road has cut Swanbourne in half. However, I can tell members that 
over the past five years the prices of properties on both sides of that road have increased astronomically, because 
that road has led to the upgrading of the whole suburb. That road has certainly not had any detrimental effect on 
the suburb of Swanbourne. This can-do Premier and this can-do cabinet need to be reassured that there will 
always be opposition. However, we do not win elections by going soft at the knees just because a few people are 
protesting about what is happening. I have great hope in the Minister for Transport. The minister has already 
proved that he is no-one’s fool, not only on the issue of the port but also on other issues that he has spoken out 
about. This government needs to solve some major transport issues that the former Labor government failed to 
solve. 
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The final issue that I want to canvass tonight is early intervention for children. This is a subject that is dear to my 
heart. It follows on from my theme about the failure of the Labor government, and why the polls went against it. 
The perception of many people in the community was that the Labor government failed to do many things, 
because it just found it too difficult. That is why the Barnett government will be a can-do government. As I said 
earlier, the Barnett government will be like the Beattie government in Queensland. During the years of the 
Beattie government, people flocked to Queensland because of all the things that government was able to achieve.  

The former government’s record on children’s policies and action is littered with “can’t-dos”. The Labor 
government had to be dragged kicking and screaming through this Parliament to establish a Commissioner for 
Children and Young People in Western Australia. That was a long and arduous process, because although it was 
part of the Labor Party’s policy, the government did not want to do it. The former government also resisted for a 
long time the introduction of mandatory reporting of child abuse. It was not until we shamed it into recognising 
the high incidence of sexual abuse of children, and of neglect and harm, that it came to the decision that it was 
imperative that people who work with children be obliged to report such abuse. That was not an easy decision to 
make. It is certainly not an easy policy to put into place. We know that. It is also a costly exercise. We as 
members of the Barnett government will need to bear that cost. However, we believed that was the right course 
of action, and that is why we supported it and forced the former government into it. If the Labor Government had 
put some of its energy into doing more for children, imagine how much better off our children would be today.  

Another problem that I kept raising while the Labor Government was in office was its disgraceful record of long 
waiting periods for children who required intervention in the areas of speech and occupational therapy. All the 
former government could say was, “We can’t do it; we can’t provide the money that such interventions will 
cost.” The Labor government’s attitude of “can’t do” and “won’t do” was exemplified when it first came into 
office and reversed a decision that had been made by our Minister for Health, Hon Peter Foss, to provide free 
hearing tests for newborns. The former government cancelled that service as one of its first actions in office. 
That decision was reversed by the Labor Government, but only because we pushed it into realising that those 
tests are absolutely critical. The Barnett government has already taken a significant step towards addressing early 
intervention. The Barnett government has recognised that the first five years of a child’s life are absolutely 
critical in developing competencies that will provide social capital later in life, and it has made the decision to 
put early childhood development into the education portfolio. The minister in charge of that portfolio, 
Dr Elizabeth Constable, is one of the Barnett government’s most qualified ministers. The early childhood agenda 
for Australia has been spelt out clearly by the Council of Australian Governments. This shift in responsibility 
will be very interesting. It reflects a move across Australia to prioritise the early years of life in the areas of 
health and education and is a recognition of the fact that the neuroscience that is now available to us 
demonstrates the significance of early brain development. It is now well known that babies and children learn 
most in their first three years of life. In fact, the first eight years of a child’s life are absolutely critical, and if we 
miss them, we will be paying much more in the long term. 

Yesterday I was privileged to be a guest at a Committee for Economic Development of Australia conference that 
was sponsored by Murdoch University. One of the keynote speakers at that conference was the Governor 
General of Australia, Quentin Bryce. I had intended to bring with me the papers from that conference but I do 
not seem to have them. There were a number of outstanding speakers at that conference, including Dr Collette 
Taylor from Queensland, and the Children’s Commissioner for Western Australia. The Minister for Education, 
Dr Elizabeth Constable, also addressed that conference. The message that we came away with from that 
conference was an reaffirmation to many of the people who have been involved in this sector for a long time, as I 
have, that the early years of a child’s life are critical for the quality of later outcomes.  

It is not sufficient to just keep recognising that these are the important years; what we can and must do is provide 
funds to ensure that the intervention happens. One of the things that the Barnett government has already done is 
shift responsibility for the early intervention package to the Minister for Education. It has already happened in 
Victoria, where there is a separate office for children and early intervention attached to the Education 
Department. They are moving towards having early childhood teachers with four years of training in every 
childcare centre. Again, this recognises that if children are to access formalised care outside the home, and they 
are not in a situation of having one-on-one care from a parent, the very best staff must be provided. That is going 
to cost, but if we are serious about turning around opportunities for young children and if we are serious, in an 
economic sense—yesterday’s conference was an economic conference—about shifting Australia from being a 
poacher of trained people into a producer of trained people, we have to look at investment in the early years.  

Three weeks ago I attended a conference in Victoria entitled “Getting it together for Australia’s children — 
What role for parent/child centres?” This was put together by a national organisation called NIFTeY. It has been 
well known to me for many years. It is an advocacy group established in 1999 that aims to highlight the 
importance of children’s early years experiences for the rest of their lives. The Centre for Community Child 
Health, based at the Royal Children’s Hospital Melbourne, is a national organisation that has been at the 
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forefront of Australian research into early childhood development and behaviour for two decades. The Prime 
Minister, Mr Kevin Rudd, raised the concept of parent/child centres prior to the 2020 Summit. The 2009 
NIFTeY conference, through papers, panel discussions and so on, set about exploring the concept of parent/child 
centres. The Victorian Department of Education and Early Childhood Development is integrating children’s 
services to improve outcomes for children and young people.  

Parent/child centres bring together, in a local hub, a number of services for children and parents. I have for some 
time said that these are the sorts of centres that we should be funding, especially targeting low socio-economic 
areas where there are high numbers of dysfunctional families that do not understand how to parent properly. We 
should have community health nurses in those centres, and we should be providing intervention in speech 
therapy. We should be helping parents who have not had the opportunity to learn parenting skills from their own 
parents to appreciate and understand how perceptive and receptive their young children are during their early 
years. We need to help them understand the importance of reading to their children, and the importance of 
appropriate language and appropriate behaviours.  

I spoke some months ago about developing and building social capital for children in Aboriginal communities. 
When we talk about social capital, probably everyone in this chamber has done very well with their own 
children. However, when we look on the radar, a percentage of children from low socio-economic areas in 
Australia are not doing very well compared with other nations.  

In my view, this is where funding needs to be targeted, but not universally and not for every middle-class mum 
and dad, as has happened in England where these centres have been established. The middle-class mums and 
dads look at these parent/child centres and think it is a very good idea, and they elbow out of the way parents 
who need to access these services—computer courses or adult education classes, vaccination for their children, 
health and hygiene regimes and cooking skills courses.  

Some of the interesting speakers who were flown in for the Melbourne conference three weeks ago provided 
some very good examples of these parent/child centres. I guess the guru and promoter of parent/child centres is a 
Canadian doctor who I have mentioned in this chamber many times before, Dr Fraser Mustard. He has now 
gained national and international recognition for his acknowledgement of the importance of good parenting. This 
is one model that works very well, but it is a costly model. If we are going to target the literacy, numeracy and 
competency levels of children aged zero to five years, the funding ought to go to areas in which dysfunctional 
families live and where vulnerable children are missing out. 

I have focused on three things that illustrate where the Carpenter government proved that it was a “can’t-do” 
government, and that is why it lost the election. We now have a Barnett-led government with a philosophy of: 
“Can do; let’s do. Go for it”. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson. 
 


