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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO.1) 2006 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO.2) 2006 

Second Reading - Cognate Debate 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [2.35 pm]:  I am delighted to follow the Leader of the Opposition, the 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the Leader of the National Party and the members for Cottesloe and 
Churchlands in this debate.  I wonder how much money we have wasted this week debating the consolidated 
fund.  Surely it would have been more sensible to debate this issue three months ago, and not one week after 
receiving several volumes of budget papers about decisions that have already been made.  This house was not 
involved in the decision-making process.   

This week many government backbenchers stood up and read their budget speeches.  

Mr A.D. McRae:  I didn’t read my speech. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I beg the member’s pardon! 

Several members interjected.  

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  This is the third day of members’ budget speeches.  Instead of being able to participate 
in the decision-making process, we have had to listen to much party-political propaganda.  The money being 
spent by the government is community money.  This government is the current caretaker of the state.  As the 
current caretaker, it should spend the state’s money in the areas that the community considers are priorities.  This 
government knows that the Western Australian community’s priorities are health, education, and law and order.  

Several members interjected. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I will repeat that because of the garbage that is coming from members on the other side 
of the house: the Western Australian community’s priorities are health, education, and law and order.  What has 
happened in those areas?  When the government was elected to office it said that it would fix those three areas.  
Over the past 12 months we have heard a lot about the health reform process from the Minister for Health.  
Indeed, every time he stands up he says that the government is involved in a health reform process.  I 
congratulate the government on its decision to build a 1 000-bed Fiona Stanley hospital.  However, why is so 
much of the state’s surplus being spent on the cost blow-out of the Mandurah-Perth railway when people are 
waiting to get into hospital?  Patients with mental health illnesses are being turned away from hospitals because 
the hospitals do not have enough mental health beds.  Those patients who are not turned away after being given 
sleeping tablets and told to come back the next day are left sitting and waiting in hospital emergency 
departments for up to seven days.  Some patients have been known to try to commit suicide during this time.  
Yes, this government has a health reform process; however, that process has not prevented people from 
attempting suicide as a result of poor health care facilities.  It is a disgrace that these people are being left in 
emergency departments for seven days while hospital staff phone around to find vacant beds.  The Mental Health 
Act states that when a patient with a psychiatric illness is admitted to hospital, he or she has to be seen by a 
psychiatrist within 24 hours.  Does that happen while this government is in office?  No.  Patients are left sitting 
in emergency departments for up to a week without being attended to by a doctor or psychiatrist and without 
being given any care.  Their family or their friends who take them to the emergency department think that as 
they have taken them to a hospital they will be fine and will be cared for, but that is not the case.  They sit there 
on the trolleys.  I have heard that, in some of the emergency departments over the past year, as many as 12 
mental health patients have been sitting in the emergency department at the same time.  We have just been lucky 
that none of those patients has stood up and got hold of something very damaging, and that our nurses, doctors 
and allied health professionals have not been killed in the accident and emergency setting.  We have problems in 
health care; we have not addressed the issues.   

Let us look at the next focus of the government when it came into power.  It intended to fix up education.   

Point of Order 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Mr Speaker, there are about six conversations going on here, and I am interested to hear 
what the member for Alfred Cove has to say.  

The SPEAKER:  Members who are not interested in listening to the debate may wish to take their conversations 
outside the chamber.  
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Debate Resumed 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Thank you, Mr Speaker.  I was just moving on to education.  I congratulate the 
member for Cottesloe on his speech yesterday, in which he discussed education issues.  We all know that 
outcomes-based education was first introduced as a concept by the previous government; I believe by the 
member for Cottesloe.  Because of that, many Liberal members have been reluctant, in the past, to criticise the 
problems that are occurring in our schools at the moment as a result of OBE.  Through the students of Wesley 
College in the public gallery, I send congratulations to their headmaster, who has come out and made a public 
statement today.  He was speaking on behalf of students not only at private schools but also at state schools.  
Those students will suffer if this government continues to back OBE.  The Minister for Education and Training 
has backed herself into a corner.  She says that OBE will go ahead.  Unfortunately, the Premier has been put in 
the position of having to support her.  Unless the government sits back and looks at the decision, it will mean 
that some children doing OBE will not be able to get into university.  Others who do manage to meet the 
entrance criteria for university will not be able to cope with the standard required at university, because these 
courses will be so completely different across the state.  

Several members interjected. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  It is a bit difficult to speak with all this garbage going on in the background, but I will 
do my best.  I ask that the government look at what the member for Cottesloe had to say yesterday, because this 
decision came from the ranks.  These principals have given the government a way out; they have asked that OBE 
be put on hold.  If the government is to do a job, it should do it well.  It should not make our state school children 
suffer.  Look at the number of teachers who are already looking around for other careers.  They do not want to 
stay in an education system in which they believe they are giving students second-rate schooling.  My question 
last week to the Premier was: how much money is in the budget for the advertising for teachers that will need to 
be done in the eastern states and overseas next year, after our teachers resign, if this government does not sit 
back and evaluate the decision to introduce outcomes-based education next year?  Outcomes-based education is 
not the only educational issue; there is also the condition of the state schools.  Of course, some government 
backbenchers are very happy with the money that has gone into schools in their electorates. 

Several members interjected. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Here we go, Mr Speaker.  Can you hear those comments in the background?  It is 
selective budgeting.  The member for Riverton, member for Albany and I did not catch who else said that their 
electorates have had all this funding. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I remind the member for Cottesloe that interjections are always disorderly.  The 
member for Cottesloe knows that, but he continues to do it.  Members on my right should resist responding when 
they are targeted by the member on her feet.  It just stops the proceedings.  If the member for Alfred Cove does 
not want members to interject on her speech, she should not pick on members in this place and say things that 
lead to interjections. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Thank you, Mr Speaker.  I was just pointing out that schools in my electorate have 
seen very little money from this government.  In fact, the government announced two years ago that $64 million 
would be going into the state school system.  Where has it gone?  Schools in my electorate were meant to have 
maintenance work done to them, paid for from that funding.  They are still waiting. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  My electorate has schools that have threadbare carpets and rusty gutters.  In one case a 
few weeks ago, a toilet block leaked into a canteen area.  Children are housed in transportables.  Mr Speaker, I 
could take you through my electorate school by school.  I do not think I could take you to one school in my 
electorate -  

Mr R.C. Kucera:  Will you take an interjection? 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  No, I do not have time. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  I suggest you familiarise yourself with -  

The SPEAKER:  Order!   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Mr Speaker, I would be delighted to take you around my electorate to see its schools.  
You would see problems in one school after another.  People thought that the $64 million was a lot of money. 
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Mr M.P. Whitely:  Name the schools. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Bassendean!   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  It sounded like a lot of money, but it went nowhere near addressing the problems in the 
state education system. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order!  I call the Member for Bassendean to order for the first time.  He may make his 
contribution when he stands to speak. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  When that $64 million was announced, I thought, as I am sure most other members 
did, that it was wonderful that that money would be going into those state schools that needed it.  However, the 
$64 million did not address the problems of the schools in my electorate.  Many of those schools are still waiting 
for the funding they were meant to be allocated from the $64 million.  It has not happened yet.   

Mr P.B. Watson interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Albany! 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  It has not happened yet for the curriculum and the condition of those state schools. 

I turn to heritage and environment.  Congratulations where congratulations are due: I congratulate the 
government because during its last term it created 30 new national parks.  In congratulating the government, I 
point out to it that I was not satisfied with the work of the then Minister for the Environment and Heritage, the 
member for Maylands.  However, even though I was not satisfied with her work as a minister, at least the 
government seemed to have some understanding then that the heritage and environment portfolios should come 
under one minister.  Since then, the two portfolios have been divided between two ministers.  I think the member 
for Midland has the environment portfolio -  

Mrs M.H. Roberts:  I do not have environment.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  The member for Rockingham has environment.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Sorry.  The member for Midland has the heritage portfolio, and the member for 
Rockingham has the environment portfolio.  At the federal level, one act - the Environment Protection and 
Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 - covers both the environment and heritage portfolios.  However, this 
government has separated those two portfolios.  

Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan:  They have always been separated. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Garbage!  The government has separated those two portfolios.  Let us look at the 
government’s track record on heritage.  How many times have I presented petitions to this house about Duncraig 
House?  I can remember members on the other side saying “groundhog day”, because I stood again and again to 
present petitions from people who wanted this government to protect the entire Heathcote site.  The entire 
Heathcote site - both Duncraig House and the lowlands - was heritage listed.  Did this government concern itself 
with that heritage listing?  No!  You are shaking your head, Mr Speaker.  I am sure you were as disappointed as I 
was, and as were the thousands of people who had bothered to sign the petitions that I presented to this house, 
that this government had refused to listen to the community and had sold off this community asset.  That is what 
this was all about.  This was about a community asset that dated back to before Captain Stirling arrived in 
Western Australia. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Before Captain Stirling arrived in Western Australia, Heathcote was an Aboriginal 
men’s sacred site.  The local community and I tried very hard to put our concerns to the government and to have 
that entire area protected.  However, the government refused to listen, and the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure allowed Duncraig House to be sold and that site to be abused.   

That was not the first time this government has shown its ignorance of heritage issues.  The second time was in 
2002, when the then Minister for the Environment and Heritage decided to excise four houses on Wireless Hill 
Park reserve.  I congratulate Hon Simon O’Brien, a member for South Metropolitan Region, who is at the back 
of this chamber at the moment listening to the debate, because he came on board and at least listened to the 
community.  He also encouraged members in the upper house to object to the government’s decision to excise 
those houses and destroy the heritage values of that site.  We have an obligation to protect both built and cultural 
heritage, because we are signatories to the World Heritage Convention, which was signed in Paris in 1972.  
Wireless Hill Park is such a site and should have been protected.  The government first looked at Duncraig 
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House.  I had forgotten to mention the Raffles Hotel site.  Look at the eyesore we now have on that site.  That 
site was also heritage listed.  Under the town planning code the site was to have only 56 dwellings.  This 
government has allowed the abuse of the development of that site and now 156 dwellings will be erected.  The 
same thing could have happened at Wireless Hill Park if the excision had proceeded.  I have not had the 
opportunity to look at the bill today, but I believe that the government is still desecrating heritage assets.  The 
government has introduced a bill to excise part of the former Sunset Hospital site in Dalkeith, which is a class A 
reserve.  The government is hoping that this legislation will slip through and that the Liberals in the upper house 
will not worry about it because, I have heard, one of the persons who developed the proposal for the land is the 
vice-president of the Curtin branch of the Liberal Party.  That is why the Labor Party is hopeful that it will get 
this legislation through when it did not get the Wireless Hill Park excision through.  Over the past four years I 
have heard Liberal Party members in this house state that the reason they sold community assets when they were 
last in power was to repay the debts left behind by Labor and WA Inc.  Those members have stated in this house 
time and again that that was the reason they had to sell assets that the community regarded as its crown jewels.  
Although the government will, once again, have the numbers to push the Sunset bill through this house, I hope 
that when it reaches the upper house the Liberals, Nationals and Greens unite and send the bill to the bin, where 
it belongs.  I hope that those members listen to the community, which does not want to see our class A reserves 
broken up and sold for housing. 

What other issues are important to my electorate?  Electricity is one.  What issue comes up time and again?  
Underground power.  Let us consider the millions of dollars that this government has received from electricity 
accounts.  Where has that money gone?  The government has not been proactive in putting more money into 
underground power.  That is what people throughout Perth want; not just my constituents.  People want 
underground power, but the government is sticking to a formula for its provision that was set by the Liberals.  
The percentage increase in the money allocated for underground power is peanuts. 

I will now discuss water.  Yesterday the Auditor General released his assessment of the Waterwise rebate 
program.  He stated that the rebate program lacks specific goals and targets that would give a clearer picture of 
how successful it was.  Let us take the issue of goals and targets a bit further.  I have asked questions in this 
house about many health issues.  In the past few weeks I have asked about funding to allow Parkinson’s WA to 
extend its nurse specialist program.  In questions without notice on Tuesday, I referred the Minister for Health to 
the government’s decision to reject a proposal from Parkinson’s WA to employ an additional two Parkinson’s 
disease nurse specialists so that more patients in the metropolitan and outer metropolitan areas could be serviced 
by that program.  I asked him whether this decision not to allocate additional funding was based on a cost-
effective analysis.  He replied that if the member had given him some notice of the question, he could have 
answered it.  He then sat down.  What did I do?  I wrote out the question and, as soon as question time finished, I 
handed it to him.  I asked the question again on Wednesday.  Did the minister answer the question?  No.  Did he 
talk about cost effectiveness?  No.  I also asked, in a supplementary question, how the Department of Health 
makes these decisions:  does it do a cost-effectiveness analysis, or does it flip a coin?  He said that he did not 
know and he would have to ask the department.  Who is making these funding decisions for our budget and on 
what criteria are they being made?  Certainly they are not being made on any evidence.  If the decisions were 
based on evidence, the minister would have given me a response.   

I wrote to all members, including you, Mr Speaker, about the Parkinson’s WA nurse specialist program.  I will 
read to the house some of the replies I received.  Hon Giz Watson, a member for the North Metropolitan Region, 
responded as follows - 

 I support the program and will be happy to support Parkinson WA’s proposal.  Thank you for bringing 
it to my attention.   

Before I continue with the responses to my letter, this illustrates the reason that I believe this debate over the past 
two days has been a waste of taxpayers’ money.  We should have had this debate three months ago so that the 
issues raised by local members could be considered by government and it could then prioritise them.  

The member for Hillarys responded to my letter as follows - 

 . . . I wrote to the Minister for Health . . . asking for positive consideration of the continuation of both 
the contract and a much needed funding increase to cope with increasing demands by those affected in 
some way by Parkinson’s disease.   

The member for Vasse - 

 The Parkinson’s Nurse Specialist Program has much merit, as a means for sufferers to receive the 
quality of care they require from qualified staff who would have both the empathy and skills to reduce 
their suffering. 
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The member for Geraldton - 

 I am aware of the service that Parkinson’s WA provides to the community . . . and fully support the 
work they provide to the community.  

The member for Dawesville - 

 I am aware of the excellent and valuable service . . . I believe it is imperative that it receives continuous 
funding . . .  

The member for Greenough - 

 I am also in favour of expanding the specialist services to continue assisting Parkinson’s sufferers . . .  

The member for Churchlands - 

 . . . I hope the Government will consider their proposal in a favourable light.   

The member for Bassendean - 

 I am aware of the important work Parkinson’s WA does and support their business case submitted to the 
Department of Health for an increase in specialist nurses services in the next contract. 

The Minister for Disability Services - 

 The proposal to increase the specialist nurse services in the next contract has my full support and I wish 
Parkinson’s WA every success with their business case put to the Department of Health.   

The Minister for Water Resources; Sport and Recreation - 

 I appreciate the role in which individual members play in supporting this excellent work done by 
community based organisations such as Parkinson’s WA.   

The Minister for Indigenous Affairs - 

 Parkinson’s WA provide valuable support to our community and I encourage the ongoing work of the 
organisation.  I also wish them the best of luck in securing additional funding . . .  

The member for Mandurah - 

 I have written to my colleague . . . Minister for Health . . .  

 I hope that the needs of those afflicted with the disease will be able to be considered in a positive 
manner in the budget process.  

The Deputy Premier - 

I congratulate the PWA on the work it undertakes in the community to meet the needs of Parkinson 
sufferers. 

I read out some of those letters to reinforce the point that this week’s debate is too late.  Members of Parliament 
should have had a debate before a few ministers and the purple circle sat down and decided where the funding 
would go.  This funding will not meet what many members of the community consider to be urgent needs.  It 
will not reduce waiting lists, it will not find beds for the mental health patients who are waiting on trolleys, it 
will not improve our schools and it will not address the issues concerning police, which I have not had an 
opportunity to raise.  I assure the house that not only are people’s homes in my electorate being burgled, but also 
people are being brutally attacked at the same time.  There are also big problems concerning the police. 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Bassendean) [3.05 pm]:  I congratulate the Treasurer for delivering a really great Labor 
budget.  There are all sorts of wonderful things in the budget, but the things that really please me include: the 
commitment to mental health, which I will talk about in some detail; the commitment to disability services, 
which area will gain an extra $96.4 million over four years and $6.4 million this year for accommodation; the 
commitment to community development, which will receive $164 million a year, an extra 17 per cent; and the 
enormous commitment to education.  From memory, there was a nine per cent increase in the education budget.  
These are all Labor priorities, good government service priorities, and are set against the background of fees and 
charges being increased by only 0.94 per cent, less than one per cent.  That is a tremendous achievement.   

A lot of the priorities for my own electorate are longer term priorities, such as the development of Ashfield and 
Bassendean and, as I mentioned last week, the need to get on with the development of the Pyrton site and 
demolish the existing buildings.  One of the priorities that was recognised in the budget this year was the 
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$5.8 million set aside for the Reid Highway upgrade between West Swan Road and the river; that is $5.8 million 
of a $32 million project.  I was pleased with the budget and I was pleased with what it delivered for my 
constituents.   

The member for Maylands expressed a little disappointment about the fact that there was no money in the budget 
for the extension of the dual-use path for cyclists from the Bayswater train station to the Bassendean train 
station.  That is certainly a priority.  I was hoping that funding would be provided in the budget for that 
extension; I was a little disappointed when it was not.  The member for Maylands and I will work hard to make 
sure that it is delivered next year.  Two very keen backbenchers will lobby the Treasurer for the money for that 
next year. 

I was particularly pleased with the extra funding over four years of $99 million for mental health.  I would like to 
see between a quarter and a third of that funding - $6 million to $8 million a year - put into bolstering child and 
adolescent mental health services.  There is an urgent need for early diagnosis in a holistic multidisciplinary 
approach, which I have talked about many times before and I am about to talk about in some detail now.  We 
need to get child psychiatrists at the centre of that approach; that is, child psychiatrists who are responsible, take 
a holistic approach and are very cautious with the use of psychotropic medication.  In the public health sector I 
would like to see only child psychiatrists prescribe psychotropic drugs to children.  They are the mental health 
experts and they are the ones with the appropriate training.  Whilst there are numerous exceptions to the rule, 
generally they take a more holistic approach and are more cautious with the use of medication.   

I will talk about my favourite issue, about which I get tagged as being a one-trick pony; that is, attention deficit 
hyperactivity disorder, and it relates to the comments I have just made.  I did a search of Hansard the other day 
and this will be the twenty-ninth time I have spoken about the issue in the Parliament.  I am hopeful that it will 
be one of the last times I speak on the issue, because I can see the light at the end of the tunnel.  When I started 
voicing my concerns some 10 years ago, my position was considered somewhat radical.  Although it is laughable 
to consider my position radical, as I will explain in a moment, it is now, in fact, the mainstream position.  The 
West Australian highlighted a poll of about 250 Western Australian general practitioners.  Of course, if The West 
Australian had done it, I would not have had much faith in it, but it was done by another organisation.  Fifty-six 
per cent of the GPs polled thought that ADHD drugs were overprescribed to children in Western Australia and 
some 16 per cent thought they were not.  Three and a half times as many GPs thought the drugs were 
overprescribed as those who thought they were not overprescribed.  The other 28 per cent of GPs basically did 
not express an opinion.  My position is now a mainstream position.  My position, to boil it down to its essence, 
has always been that the diagnostic criteria - losing pencils, avoiding homework, fidgeting and interrupting - are 
not evidence of a disorder or a brain chemical imbalance.  That is one pillar of the matter.  The other pillar in 
relation to drugs is that it is hardly ever a good idea to give amphetamines to children.  Those are the two 
principles that best summarise my position. 

The Channel Nine Sunday program last Sunday showed the first of two half-hour specials on ADHD.  The first 
part told the story of ADHD in Western Australia.  The program wanted to concentrate on a place, and I think it 
did a fairly good job of telling the story of ADHD in Western Australia.  The second part, which will be shown 
this Sunday, will look at how drug companies have influenced the marketing of ADHD, have been involved in 
the loosening of diagnostic criteria and are strategically funding different organisations to increase the market for 
ADHD drugs.  Last Sunday on the program I described that a bit of a turf war is going on about the issue of 
ADHD and its treatment.  Although some people seem to have taken offence at that description, I think it is 
fairly accurate.  Frankly, I think that sometimes we have been too polite in the debate.  We need to call a spade a 
spade.  I think a turf war is going on.  On one side in Western Australia there is a handful of paediatricians who 
organise around a group called the Learning and Attentional Disorders Society of WA.  They have quite a 
different view from mine.  On my side of the argument there is a far looser coalition of people.  Some of the 
people from other parts of Australia include Jon Jureidini, who is a child psychiatrist at the Adelaide Women’s 
and Children’s Hospital and is involved in the teaching of psychiatrists in that state; and George Halasz, who is a 
psychiatrist at the Royal Children’s Hospital in Melbourne and is involved in the training of psychiatrists.  I will 
quickly comment on their messages.  Jon Jureidini spoke about the fact that child psychiatrists, and psychiatrists 
in general, need to be comfortable dealing with a degree of ambiguity and  uncertainty and they need to be 
cautious in their approach.  That is part of the holistic approach: they need to accept that they do not have the 
answers and that it takes a process of trial and error to get where they are going.  I will quote some of the 
remarks of Jon Jureidini on last week’s Sunday program.  He said -  

They -  

That is, psychiatrists -  
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are working in a field of vast uncertainty and ambiguity.  If you are going to be a good psychiatrist or a 
good mental professional you have to be able to tolerate that level of uncertainty and not go grasping 
for the prescription pad or the MRI scan or whatever the latest fad is to deal with that complicated issue. 

I think he hit the nail on the head.  George Halasz talks about the dumbing down of mental health.  He talks 
about how ADHD has become a catch-all diagnosis, a lazy diagnosis, because it grabs a loosely defined set of 
criteria and lumps them all together and then comes up with a magic bullet solution.  I think George is right.  
There has been a dumbing down of mental health by capturing a range of behaviours that have diverse causes, 
ascribing one label to them and then using that label to misidentify some sort of cause.  If mental health is being 
dumbed down, who has dumbed it down and where has it been dumbed down?  If George Halasz is right that it 
is a symptom of the dumbing down of child psychiatry, who has dumbed it down?  We need to look both 
internationally and locally to find out.  The process of dumbing down child psychiatry has come from no less 
than the American Psychiatric Association.  I have frequently referred to the diagnostic criteria contained in 
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders - Fourth Edition.  Over the past 20 years we have seen 
loosening of the diagnostic criteria for attention deficit hyperactivity disorder and, I suspect, a range of other 
mental disorders about which I am nowhere near as knowledgeable.  Passive ADHD has emerged to diagnose 
people who do not display hyperactivity.  ADHD has been marketed as a condition that is underdiagnosed in 
girls because they are not hyperactive.  Growth of adult ADHD has now occurred.  Those conditions can be all 
seen from a marketing perspective, at the centre of which has been the American Psychiatric Association.  
Although the DSM-IV criteria from the American Psychiatric Association and the International Classification of 
Diseases, ICD-10, which are recognised by the World Health Organisation, read the same, the ICD-10 criteria 
are much tighter.  Using ICD-10, people need to display a wider range of behaviours at a more severe level to be 
diagnosed with the equivalent of ADHD.  The American Psychiatric Association, which has been influenced by 
the American pharmaceutical industry, has been at the heart of dumbing down psychiatry internationally.  

Locally, the Education and Health Standing Committee found that one of the reasons for the high diagnosis and 
prescribing rates in Western Australia was that paediatricians are inadequately trained.  Last week on the Sunday 
program, Dr Trevor Parry basically accepted a great degree of responsibility for the training of paediatricians in 
Western Australia over the past 30 years.  He was proud of that.  He has entered the public debate and he has a 
different view from me.  I am fair game for anyone who enters the public debate, and some of the things he says 
are fair game.  I will refer to a number of things that Dr Parry said.  On Sunday, he was asked the following 
question by the interviewer -  

You may be practising less but those people you trained 

And those people that were trained by them. -  

are out there following your lead.  

His reply was - 

I can only hope so.  

When talking about Western Australian practices, he said - 

People -  

He means his fellow paediatricians -  

are comfortable that up to 10 or 12 tablets a day for a certain weight of children . . . we don’t faint and 
beat our breasts about that, if four a day for . . . high school children is higher than the other states are 
using then I would hope that for some children other states might become a bit more confident.  

He was saying, basically, that he is confident and proud that paediatricians follow best practice in Western 
Australia because he was responsible for their training.  It is good that Dr Parry has accepted responsibility for 
that.  I do not think he is responsible for good practice; far from it.  I think he is responsible for poor practice in 
the training he has given.  At least he has accepted responsibility and not tried to find another reason for it.  I 
found one statement he made to be astonishing.  He told the Sunday program that, “There is no evidence that is 
secure that medication does cause harm to children”.  I find that concerning because that man has acknowledged 
that he has been responsible for the training and practice of paediatrics in Western Australia.  He also 
acknowledged to the Education and Health Standing Committee that he was responsible for the establishment of 
child development centres in Western Australia.  Yet, there he was saying that there is no evidence to prove that 
medication causes harm to children.  I can only describe that comment as ignorant in the extreme.  ADHD drugs 
are dangerous.  Members do not have to believe me; they can believe the findings of the drug safety advisory 
panel of the US Food and Drug Administration.  There is no higher body on the planet than the drug advisory 
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panel of the US FDA with regard to drug safety.  On 9 February it recommended that all ADHD stimulant drugs 
carry a black box warning for safety concerns, particularly with regard to cardiovascular and psychiatric events.  
Henry Mannasse Jr of the advisory panel said - 

I think the only way we’re going to get the attention of the medical community and the pharmacy 
community . . . is through the black box warning. 

Arthur Levin of the advisory panel said - 

For us to sit around and talk about it and for us to not make a very strong warning about the uncertainty 
of these drugs and their possible risks would be unethical. 

Of even greater concern is the comment of cardiologist Dr Steven Nissen, who had a paper on this decision 
published in The New England Journal of Medicine, which is one of the world’s three leading journals on 
medicine.  These panel members are heavyweights.  Dr Nissen said - 

This is out-of-control use of drugs that have profound cardiovascular consequences. 

. . .  

We have got a potential public health crisis.  I think patients and families need to be made aware of 
these concerns. 

He said also that he wants doctors’ hands to tremble a little before they write that prescription and that -  

The only way I know how to do that is to put it in a black box. 

Another panel member, Thomas Fleming, who is a biostatistician at the University of Washington, suggested 
that the risk of heart attack and adverse cardiovascular events from the use of ADHD drugs might be comparable 
to that of Vioxx, which was recalled from the market.  I do not know how Dr Parry, who has been involved in 
the training of paediatricians for approximately 30 years, can say something as extraordinary as “There is no 
evidence that is secure that medication does not cause harm to children”.  That is of enormous concern to me.  
There is no point in being polite about it; that attitude is dangerously ignorant.  Members need only look at the 
manufacturer’s own prescribing guidelines to understand some of the adverse impacts these drugs can have.  The 
manufacturers acknowledge it themselves.  The Education and Health Standing Committee voiced concerns 
about the training of paediatricians.  That committee comprised Mike Board, Ross Ainsworth, the current 
members for Southern River, Kimberley, Geraldton and me.  The committee unanimously found that, during 
their training, paediatricians had not been adequately informed about the extent of alternative diagnoses and 
treatment methods and were therefore more likely to use drug therapy in the first instance in the management of 
ADHD.  If the paediatricians were provided with such poor-quality information about the adverse side effects of 
the drugs, of course they would be comfortable using them.  If that is how they were trained, we have every 
reason to be concerned. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I do not like to play the man but this is an important issue.  Dr Parry and the Learning 
and Attentional Disorders Society are ignorant about not only the safety, but also the addictive properties of the 
drugs.  I will quote an excerpt from a program on Channel 31 called Face the Facts.  Dr Roger Patterson, who is 
a psychiatrist - there is a danger in generalising between psychiatrists and paediatricians - and who was 
representing LADS at the time said - 

. . . dexamphetamine has the amphetamine name in it and this is what people are starting to worry about 
because they are giving - 

That is, giving them to children - 

or they are taking them themselves . . . let me dispel that, they are taking a medicinal form of 
amphetamine.  It is very mild, it is about the same strength as caffeine. 

He claims it is like having a cup of coffee.  The interviewer asks - 

Really? 

and Dr Patterson replies - 

But it is much less addictive than caffeine . . . this is not addictive stuff, in fact, I wish it was a little 
more addictive so that my younger patients would remember to take it rather than having to be 
reminded by their long-suffering parents. 
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Michelle Toner on behalf of LADS said - 

. . . in order to get a high equivalent to what people are taking street speed, you would have to take close 
to 200 tablets, children take 1 or 6 tablets a day and it is not addictive at all. 

Frankly, if someone took 200 tablets, they would be dead; that amount would be enough to kill three or four of 
their friends too.  She said some other disturbing things.  The interviewer asked her - 

Right, but if you do have ADHD and you take the medication, is it successful? 

She said - 

Oh yes, I think a lot of people. . .Yes, a lot of people discovered they had ADHD by accident.  For 
example, truckies who needed uppers to keep them awake while they were driving across the Nullabor 
suddenly found that they were driving a whole lot better . . . when they were taking dexies. 

This was on public television; hence I think it is fair game.  Similar things were said to the parliamentary 
inquiry.  However, here is the manufacturer’s own information for dexedrine, a United States brand name for 
dexamphetamine.  Right upfront it says in big, bold letters - 

AMPHETAMINES HAVE A HIGH POTENTIAL FOR ABUSE.  ADMINISTRATION OF AMPHETAMINES 
FOR PROLONGED PERIODS OF TIME MAY LEAD TO DRUG DEPENDENCE AND MUST BE AVOIDED.  
PARTICULAR ATTENTION SHOULD BE PAID TO THE POSSIBILITY OF SUBJECTS OBTAINING 
AMPHETAMINES FOR NON-THERAPEUTIC USE OR DISTRIBUTION TO OTHERS, AND THE DRUGS 
SHOULD BE PRESCRIBED OR DISPENSED SPARINGLY. 

The manufacturer says right upfront that these are drugs of addiction.  They are schedule 8 drugs.  They are 
drugs of addiction.  I have with me similar prescription guidelines for Ritalin.  This should be of great concern.  
They say - 

Ritalin should not be used in children under six years, since safety and efficacy in this age group have 
not been established. 

I know of two-year-olds who are on ADHD drugs.  I have heard of an 18-month-old child being on ADHD 
drugs, although I do not have absolute details of that.  However, I can confirm that children as young as two 
years of age are being prescribed amphetamines in Western Australia. 

On the Sunday program I described this issue as a turf war.  As I said, let us not be polite about this.  We need to 
be quite upfront about this; that is exactly what it is.  It is a turf war in which I am backing child psychiatrists - 
not all child psychiatrists.  I am not saying that all child psychiatrists are responsible and all paediatricians are 
irresponsible; that is a gross oversimplification.  However, child psychiatrists are the mental health experts; they 
are the ones with the depth of training.  People who want to practise mental health after graduating as doctors 
should study psychiatry; they should not dabble in it from another speciality, such as paediatrics.  I believe that 
only child psychiatrists should be allowed to prescribe psychotropic medication to children.  Specifically in 
Western Australia I, like the Education and Health Standing Committee, back the approach that the Bentley 
Family Health Centre takes to ADHD.  It is not that the clinic does not use ADHD drugs or that label; it just uses 
much tighter ICD-10 criteria that give much less room for diagnosing ADHD.  Some 80 per cent of the children 
attending the residential program who arrive with the ADHD label do not leave with the ADHD label.  I believe 
that is not an adequate label; we need a better label.  However, the clinic continues to use the label and on rare 
occasions uses stimulant medication; however, it uses it cautiously.  The people who work there, such as 
Dr Cathy Nottage, who presented to the Senate Select Committee on Mental Health, do fantastic work.  Dr Helen 
Milroy, a child psychiatrist who job-shares between the clinic and the University of Western Australia, does 
fantastic work.  Dr Milroy said on the Sunday program last week - 

. . . if you are going to medicate a child you have got to be incredibly cautious, they have a very 
sensitive little brain and you don’t want to be doing anything that is going to hamper or cause more 
distress. 

That is the sort of approach I endorse.  I am thrilled that Bentley Family Health Centre is getting the recognition 
it deserves.  It got that recognition in a few recommendations in the report of the Education and Health Standing 
Committee.  Recommendation 7 recommended the development of a system of multidisciplinary diagnosis and 
treatment, particularly diagnosis, modelled on the services provided at Bentley.  I acknowledge that those 
services would not be as intensive as those provided at Bentley; not every child needs a 10-week residential 
program.  However, we could certainly adopt the Bentley philosophy.  I was absolutely rapt to read the joint 
press release of 12 May from the Premier and the Minister for Health.  The Premier  acknowledged that Bentley 
does great work, and said - 
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The team at Bentley take the time to identify real problems and are very cautious in their use of drugs. 

While it is not necessary to provide every child with the intensive treatment that is offered at Bentley, 
we can ensure Bentley’s cautious approach is consistently applied at the diagnosis stage. 

I could not have said it better myself.  I applaud the Premier’s comments and look forward to the time reflected 
in his following statement -  

I expect the committee chair to recommend a workable model that ensures Western Australian families 
have access to multi-disciplinary services to accurately identify the cause of their children’s behaviour 
and learning problems . . .  

I welcome that statement; we are finally going to get some action.  Although this is the twenty-ninth occasion on 
which I have spoken about attention deficit hyperactivity disorder, I am hopeful that it is one of the last.  
However, before I make a celebratory speech on the ADHD subject, I suspect there will be a few more occasions 
on which I will talk about it.   

There is some good news in this area.  Although Western Australia’s prescription rates are still way above the 
national average - I have prepared a spread sheet based on Medicare pharmaceutical benefits scheme data - and 
although the number of scripts written in Western Australia in the 2005 calendar year was 67 342, compared 
with the next highest rate of 59 751 in New South Wales, which has two and a half to three times the population 
of Western Australia, at least we can say that we are going in the right direction.  In fact, Western Australia is the 
only state to have had a significant decline in prescription rates.  In 2003, 86 980 stimulant scripts were 
sponsored by the PBS.  In 2005 that figure had fallen by 23 per cent to 67 342.  That 23 per cent decline, which 
is fantastic news, is largely due to two factors.  The first is the wonderful accountability measures put in place by 
the former Minister for Health, Bob Kucera.  He did a great job installing the stimulant notification system and 
the accountability measures.  At the time that measure was criticised.  Indeed, Dr Bernard Pearn-Rowe had some 
uncomplimentary things to say about the system at the time.  However, it is now widely applauded, even by 
those who are on the opposite side of the ADHD debate to the one that I am on.  I take great pleasure in 
reminding them that I pushed the former health minister to get this done.  Nonetheless, Bob Kucera did a 
fantastic job and we have seen the benefits of the system.   

Another reason for the decline is the fact that there has been so much intense public debate about this issue in 
Western Australia.  Parents are starting to ask more questions and be more cautious.  The good news is that there 
has been a 23 per cent decline in dexamphetamine scripts in WA.  The reality is that that decline masks the fact 
that there has probably been a much greater decline in child prescription rates.  It is difficult to confirm this, 
because until the stimulants monitoring system was put in place, there was no adequate basis from which to 
determine what age groups were being prescribed the drugs.  Certainly there has been a large increase 
anecdotally, and t statistical evidence is emerging on the number of Western Australian adults who are taking up 
stimulant medication.  Adults comprise the growing proportion of the ADHD cohort in Western Australia.  
Although adult cohort numbers have increased, the total number of scripts written has fallen.  Conservatively, I 
estimate that there has been a 40 per cent decline in child drugging rates.  We need to be concerned about the 
number of children being diagnosed.  Moreover, the monitoring system and the analysis of that system - the 
system was introduced in September last year - highlighted that not only does Western Australia have a great 
number of people on those drugs, but also it prescribes drugs in higher doses.  The only state with a comparable 
system is New South Wales.  Until now, it has been very difficult to determine the exact statistics because we 
have not had a proper basis for comparison.  Now that we have a fairly good basis for comparison, we can see 
that, compared with New South Wales, we diagnose more and people are drugged in higher doses.  The Kucera 
reforms are delivering good news, and the Premier’s recent statement is fantastic news.  I look forward to 
working collaboratively with the current Minister for Health to deliver better diagnostic services to children in 
Western Australia.   

I finish on this note.  There needs to be an injection of $25 million to $30 million into child and adolescent 
mental health over the next three years.  About one-third to one-quarter of the extra money for mental health 
needs to go towards children’s mental health diagnostic services.  That money needs to be targeted to services 
that deliver a multidisciplinary approach and are controlled by child psychiatrists.  Child psychiatrists are the 
experts in the field and those in control must have the same philosophy as that displayed at the Bentley clinic; 
that is, they are very slow to label and to diagnose, are able to deal with ambiguity and are very cautious in the 
use of not only ADHD drugs, but also all psychotropic medication.   

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [3.35 pm]:  I follow in the footsteps of the Leader of the Opposition, the 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the Leader of the National Party and my colleagues in saying that this budget 
is a great disappointment.   
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Mr A.D. McRae:  You’re not very imaginative. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  No, I am not very imaginative.  However, I listened to some of the speeches by members 
on the member’s side, and they were as boring as bat poo.   

Several members interjected.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Honestly, the member should not just sit there and tell me I am not imaginative, because I 
will mention to members opposite a word that I did not hear in their speeches: policy.  Today I want to discuss 
two major policy issues.  I have had to listen to members make their speeches, and that is fine.  Sometimes they 
talk about complex issues.  I commend the member for Alfred Cove; I thought she delivered her speech 
remarkably well, and she showed enormous fortitude when she was being bullied and intimidated by the group 
on my left-hand side.  She spoke without notes and I thought her content was very good.  Some members on both 
sides speak from their hearts; they have looked at and analysed the issues.  Some members come in here and 
make speeches for which other people have done the research, and we are not quite sure who is speaking.  

I want to look at some issues about the budget that affect both my electorate and my shadow portfolio of 
Attorney General.  This year I have taken the time to look at a variety of economic articles, journals and 
publications put out by economists and the Business Council of Australia.  I thank the council for continuing to 
persist in writing to me about what it thinks should be policy at the federal level.  I have also received 
publications from the Committee for Economic Development of Australia.  An article in one of its Lifelong 
Learning books caught my eye, and I have wondered how I could apply it or analyse its content to assist my 
electorate.  The article was about the financial and economic literacy of Australians and referred to a recent ANZ 
report that detailed groundbreaking research.  I read this article and wanted to know whether certain vulnerable 
groups in my electorate were economically and financially literate and whether anything could assist them to 
become so if they were not.  I place on record my thanks to the Business Council of Australia and CEDA for 
publishing some very interesting articles this year.   

At the federal level, the Business Council of Australia released its budget submission in early February.  That 
submission emphasised to the federal government the need for a comprehensive tax reform package.  Put 
succinctly, the submission called for sweeping changes to personal and corporate tax rates and structures and an 
improved system of revenue forecasting and cost-benefit analysis by the Treasury.  These people were 
disappointed with the budget.  This is relevant because one of the groups in my electorate that I want to talk 
about is the baby boomers.  I had already noted that that group will have to become financially and economically 
literate because in coming years they will be handling - hopefully - big sums of money.  According to articles 
that I have read, the big end of town is naturally disappointed because Peter Costello and the Prime Minister 
clearly targeted the four million baby boomers born between 1946 and 1961 by giving them a surprise, brand-
new system that would give them a financial boost in their underfunded retirement.  I will come back to that.  
About 15 million people in Australia deal with superannuation and will be affected by the federal 
announcements.  The baby boomers for whom retirement is looming will be the most affected and feel some 
sense of relief that at least one level of government understands their fiscal concerns.  I do not think that this 
government understands fiscal concerns of baby boomers, particularly when it comes to issues like land tax and 
trying to assist their children to purchase land to get a home in this state.  I will come back to that matter as it 
relates to one of my constituents. 

In a nutshell, the federal government document “A Plan to Simplify and Streamline Superannuation” envisages 
certain changes, which I will very briefly go through.  I felt that if I wanted to speak to people in my electorate 
and look at the issues surrounding baby boomers when they retire, I needed to understand what the system was.  
I caution that this plan of the federal government requires feedback.  Some commentators say that not all plans 
may be implemented.  I think the reason the federal government did this is that a retirement saving gap survey, 
which was conducted by Rice Walker Actuaries Pty Ltd on behalf of the Investment and Financial Services 
Association, found in a pre-budget survey update that there was a $452 billion retirement savings gap between 
what Australians of all age groups had saved and what the age pension would provide in giving them a 
comfortable standard of living in retirement.  Of the $452 billion, $168 billion, or 37 per cent, is accounted for in 
the 45 to 59 baby boomer age group.  The federal government aims to reduce the gap by allowing 60-year-olds a 
tax free payout on the lump sum superannuation, and 55-year-olds up to 60-year-olds would have to make a 
decision on whether it was worth their proceeding with a 15 per cent lump sum tax on their superannuation.  I 
am due to retire, if I wanted to, this year.  I must examine this and ask myself if I would save much money if I 
worked for another five years.  That is the sort of scenario that people will be looking at.  There have been some 
harsh commentators on the federal tax package.  They say that the federal government will give the baby 
boomers extra money and they will go off and splurge it, but I think that theory is without foundation, because 
baby boomers who have retired already receive lump sums, and that does not seem to be happening. 
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I refer to the six areas that have been dealt with by the federal government.  I will relate this to the policy issue of 
what we are doing in this state to encourage high school leavers to be financially and economically literate, and 
baby boomers, particularly in light of the Westpoint Management scenario.  I could go back and talk about the 
finance brokers’ scandal as well.  First, this relates to unlimited, undeducted contributions that are no longer 
allowed since budget night.  They are limited to $150 000 in any one year.  Second, and just briefly, lump sum 
benefits are dramatically simplified.  The current complex tax arrangements are replaced by taxes on a post-June 
1983 portion of a benefit.  The rates of tax now are based on a person’s age; that is, for the under 55s, 21.5 per 
cent; for the 55s to 60s, $130 000 is tax free and above $130 000 is taxed at 16.5 per cent; for the over 60s, lump 
sums are tax free.  The allocated-term pensions disappear.  The reasonable benefit limits are abolished, which 
unfortunately for many baby boomers means that a lot of money has been spent by people to obtain advice on 
ways to get around excess superannuation balances.  

Articles in many of the periodicals that I have read, and newspapers such as The Australian Financial Review, 
The Australian, The West Australian and the WA Business News, ask whether financial planners will be needed 
in the future.  Financial planners say that they will be needed.  I asked myself: unless I was across this issue, 
which affects my electorate, how could I discuss these issues with them?  The superannuation issue for some 
baby boomers is financial literacy.  They will have large sums of money at their disposal.  I was drawn to papers 
and articles that considered how well people managed this aspect of their lives, what research has been done and 
whether there were issues and how they were being addressed.   

America is well advanced in analysing these issues.  The American high schools run financial literacy programs.  
However, there are no such courses in Australia.  I have made some inquiries about this matter.  Today I also 
spoke to the Treasurer about it.  The statistics show that the number of 18 to 24-year-olds in my electorate is 
3 258 out of a total of 27 523 people.  The importance of economic and financial literacy for young people is 
self-evident.  However, it will also become increasingly important for baby boomers.   

I have read a report titled “ANZ Survey of Adult Financial Literacy in Australia - Final Report - May 2003”, 
which was prepared for the ANZ Banking Group.  There is a more recent one from the Commonwealth Bank 
that I have not read.  The ANZ survey is the first national survey of its kind.  It provides a very good snapshot of 
the financial literacy levels of adult Australians.  The results of the survey tell us that although we are a 
financially literate society, certain groups in society face particular challenges that need to be addressed, and that 
certain financial skills, services and products are not as well understood or utilised as they should be.   

The Committee for Economic Development of Australia lists the major financial and life-cycle events in a 
person’s life as follows: for primary school children, opening their first savings account; for secondary school 
children, opening their first savings account, getting a part-time job and getting a first mobile phone; for young 
adults, getting their first credit card, undertaking higher education, entering the work force, buying a first car, 
taking out insurance, and leaving home; and for adults, buying a house, taking out insurance, getting married, 
and having a holiday, and also the side problems such as divorce, relationship debt, and becoming unemployed.   

The ANZ survey report defines financial literacy as -  

The ability to make informed judgements and to take effective decisions regarding the use and 
management of money.   

The report states -  

The lowest levels of financial literacy were associated with: 

•  those having lower education (Year 10 or less);  

•  those not working for a range of reasons or in unskilled work;  

•  those with lower incomes (household incomes under $20,000);  

•  those with lower savings levels (under $5,000);  

•  single people; and  

•  people at both extremes of the age profile (18-24 year olds and those aged 70 years and over). 

I have looked at how this relates to my electorate.  Fifty-two per cent of the people in my electorate are aged 
over 45.  Many of the people in my electorate are well educated.  However, there is still a need for baby boomers 
to be aware that if they will be handling large sums of money - particularly when they do not normally handle 
large sums of money in their business activities - they need to take themselves outside their comfort zone and 
ensure they are financially literate.  My electorate has 3 811 males and 4 133 females aged between 45 and 59 - 
which is the group the federal government has targeted - out of a total of 27 523 people, as I have said.  The 
ANZ report says that its focus is mainly for policymakers, educators, financial institutions and consumer groups, 
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so that they will be able to help people understand investment fundamentals, planning for retirement and 
financial records.   

The main area of concern is that the survey shows that even though people know that entering into high-risk 
schemes is risky, they still do it.  The report refers to scams.  There will always be people who try to target 
vulnerable people for their money.  No-one is more vulnerable than the young and the old.   

The report identified that the need for education was predominantly in the following areas: investing, 47 per 
cent; superannuation, 20 per cent; budgeting, 15 per cent; and taxation, 10 per cent.  I asked the Treasurer today 
what the state government is doing to ensure that when children leave high school, they are economically and 
financially literate.  I was told the government is not currently doing anything about that matter, but he would 
think about it.  I have found from my reading on this matter that although some work has been done at the 
federal level on whether people are financially literate, no work has been done on how people who are 
vulnerable can access information to make them emotionally and financially literate.  Who would think to look 
to the Committee for Economic Development of Australia or the Business Council of Australia for public policy 
documents?  However, that is what I did, because I think this is an important issue, and I wanted to raise it in the 
debate today.  I believe the government can play a part in this education. 
I want to briefly say something about land tax.  I spoke to the Treasurer today about a constituent of mine who 
has had problems with the enormous impact that land tax is having in Western Australia.  He is an accountant 
and I have figures on his home in Dunsborough.  He wrote - 

I am dealing with a commercial property in Rockingham and have been negotiating with a prospective 
tennant but the negotiations have collapsed because the tennant has refused to pay the land tax as part of 
the lease (this has been normal practice in leases in WA) and the owner won’t agree to remove this 
condition as both parties are aware that over the next 10 years this could amount to an enormous annual 
cost - this deal won’t go ahead because of the increasing and unreasonable levels of land tax 

I have spoken to the Treasurer.  I do not know whether my constituent will get any tax relief, but I raise the 
matter as yet another issue arising from the government’s imposition of such heavy and onerous land tax - or 
wealth tax - particularly on people who have owned homes for a long time and are now finding that they are 
getting ridiculous accounts for their properties. 
[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  This matter is important for my electorate.  When I get a copy of Hansard, I will edit this 
speech and direct constituents in my electorate to my new web site, which is just about ready to go.  Hopefully, 
the state government will come up with some sort of policy for schools, and for education and literacy programs 
like they have in America. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  As they have in America. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Sorry? 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  As they have in America.  Since you’re talking about education, I thought I should correct 
you. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  They have.  I have already said that. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  No, I said “as they have”, not “like they have”. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  As they have in America.   

It is also very important that the state government develop policies for baby boomers who will be handling large 
sums of money - not all of them, but some of them.  They will really just go through the basic financial life 
events, and will not have to think about investing and looking after their superannuation and making it work for 
them. 

I will talk about another policy issue that is very dear to my heart.  I am very disappointed that the Attorney 
General has not put any money aside in this budget for the establishment of a judicial commission similar to the 
one in New South Wales.  I visited the Judicial Commission of New South Wales in April 2005, and I spent 
quite a bit of time there.  Before I entered Parliament and before I became a prosecutor, for three years I was 
head of the policy and research unit at the Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions with John McKechnie.  It 
was a very privileged time during the fallout from WA Inc.  Anything that was happening in Perth was 
happening in the DPP office.  That is gone now.  I noticed that the member for Victoria Park referred to the 
paucity of resources at the DPP office, not that I want to get into trouble with his - 

Mr B.S. Wyatt:  I also talked about the increase in resources. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 18 May 2006] 

 p2893d-2917a 
Dr Janet Woollard; Ms Sue Walker; Speaker; Mr Martin Whitely; Mr John Quigley; Acting Speaker; Mr Murray 

Cowper 

 [14] 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Yes, the member did talk about that, but he did not question why the Corruption and 
Crime Commission is getting $40 million this year, while the DPP, which conducts thousands of trials - 

Mr B.S. Wyatt interjected. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am not having a go at the member, but that is the reality of it. 

Mr J.R. Quigley interjected. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am not listening to the member for Mindarie.  I would not believe a word he says.  The 
legal practice committee has a lot to say about him.  The Chief Justice has endorsed my view that we should 
have a similar judicial commission in this state.  New South Wales has a much larger population than that of this 
state, and it has many more courts, judges and cases.  It cost approximately $1 million to establish the Judicial 
Commission of New South Wales.  It has been established for 15 to 20 years.  When it first started, it was 
controversial but there has been nothing controversial about it ever since.  I note that no-one from Western 
Australia has visited the commission.  In his speech welcoming the new Chief Justice, the Attorney General said 
that he fully supported implementing every reform proposed by the Chief Justice.  I am dying to see where those 
recommendations are in the report.  The establishment of a judicial commission is not mentioned.  Why is it 
important?  I refer first to when I was in the policy and research unit at the Office of the Director of Public 
Prosecutions.  We had a scheme in which every time a decision was handed down by the Court of Criminal 
Appeal, we summarised it and put it into a particular category; for example, evidence, sentencing etc.  We 
distributed the decisions to counsel.  That does not happen in the legal profession in Western Australia but it 
should because we do not know what happens in the Magistrates Court.  There is no transcript; we have to wait 
weeks to get a copy of the transcript.  It is almost impossible because the court charges an enormous amount of 
money for one.  The Judicial Commission of New South Wales is an independent statutory corporation 
established in 1986.  Its major functions are to assist the courts of New South Wales to achieve consistency in 
proposing sentences; to organise and supervise an appropriate scheme for the continuing education and training 
of judicial officers; and to examine complaints against judicial officers.  Initially, the commission receives a 
written complaint accompanied by a statutory declaration verifying the complaint particulars.  The commission 
acknowledges receipt of the complaint and advises the judicial officer concerned of the complaint.  Members of 
the commission undertake a preliminary examination of the complaint.  The members of the commission include 
judges and the Chief Judge of the - 

Mr A.D. McRae:  Is this in the budget? 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  It is relevant because it is not in the budget.  I want it to be in the budget; the Chief Justice 
wants it to be in the budget; and the Attorney General said that he would fund it.  It cost $1 million to establish in 
New South Wales.  Think how little it would cost to establish in this state so that members of this chamber 
would be able to access statistics that show us what is happening with District Court sentencing trends and 
provide a summary of all cases that are dealt with in the Court of Criminal Appeal.  The statistics we could get 
would be phenomenal for very little cost. 

The officers in New South Wales receive a complaint, which is either dismissed or classified as minor or serious.  
If it is serious, it is referred to the conduct division for examination.  I am talking about complaints against 
judges.  We do not have that in Western Australia.  I have people coming to my office all the time complaining 
about judges.  They may write to the Chief Justice, and he may examine their complaints, but there is nothing 
transparent and open.  That is nothing against the judiciary.  We want a transparent, open process.  A judicial 
commission similar to that in New South Wales is the way to go. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  I think that when they read your speech they will think that you are making some adverse 
comments about them. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  The member does not know what he is talking about.  I urge the member to go to the web 
site and look and learn.  He should go to the courts; he should not just sit there on his bottom and make silly 
comments like he has been making all afternoon to women in this chamber. 

The commission also has a section that deals with research in sentencing.  It has an online judicial support 
system, which was developed by the commission, and which is designed to provide judicial officers with timely 
access to information and assist in decision making.  It is called the judicial information research system.  It 
contains case law, legislation, sentencing principles and practice, sentencing statistics and online publications.  
Anyone in the legal profession who has a computer can access it.  Every member of the court has before him 
statistics for average sentences for particular crimes.  The system is very extensive.  It is an indictment on this 
government that it is swimming in money but it has not put its mind to this issue.  It would restore public 
confidence in the criminal justice system in Western Australia.  The commission also conducts an ongoing 
program of professional development tailored to the needs of the five courts and individual judicial officers.   My 
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goodness, they need some of them in this state, do they not?  I refer particularly to a magistrate’s comments that 
I read into Hansard when a woman came before him for a domestic violence restraining order and he referred 
her to Oscar Wilde.  I am told that that woman later committed suicide because of her experience in that court.  It 
is a shame and my comments are in Hansard.  These changes need to take place in Western Australia.  We need 
to stop being a backwater.   

The sessions conducted by the Judicial Commission of New South Wales range from induction for judges and 
orientation courses for new appointees to specialist sessions on topics relating to changes in legislation, practice 
of procedure, judicial skills and social issues.  I am aware that judges go there now and take part in these 
sessions.  However, I would like to see a similar commission established in this state.   

The Judicial Commission of New South Wales’ professional educator guides the curriculum development 
process, and judicial officers provide input into the content and format of the programs.  That commission looks 
at issues such as involving the sentencing of Aboriginal offenders, substance abuse, the impact of domestic 
violence on children, understanding and managing the difficult litigant, judicial stress and alternatives to full-
time custodial sentences.  Judgment writing workshops are conducted for the Supreme Court and the Industrial 
Relations Commission.   

The Judicial Commission of New South Wales has been established for quite some time.  It provides distance 
education.  It provides an avenue for the public to complain about judges.  It was suggested that there would be a 
flood of people making complaints about the judiciary.  That has not happened.  I note that its web site lists the 
people who visit the commission.  People come from all over the world to gain the benefits of and to look at this 
judicial commission so that they can copy it in their own countries.  In 2005, the commission had delegations 
from China, Vietnam, Korea, Indonesia, New Zealand, Cambodia, Malaysia and Japan.  Apart from me, there 
was no-one from Western Australia.   

The reason that I like this concept is that, because of my involvement in the role of crown prosecutor at Crown 
Law, I understand the importance of the public being able to complain in an open and transparent process about 
the judiciary.  Often the complaint may be about something trivial.  It is not a reflection on the way that the 
current Chief Justice handles or the former Chief Justice handled complaints.  The Chief Justice cannot provide 
the policy.  It is up to us to provide the policy and the funds to implement this judicial commission.   

Shortly after the Chief Justice’s welcoming speech, in which he said he would support a state judicial 
commission, there was a report in The Australian, either the next day or the day later, stating that he would 
support a federal judicial commission.  I do not know whether that was a misprint.  We have different legal 
systems in each state.  A federal commission would be terribly complex, and it is very important that we get our 
own backyard sorted out first.   

One of the precipitating circumstances that led to the establishment of the Judicial Commission of New South 
Wales in 1986 was an allegation that a District Court judge had been noticeably lenient when sentencing a 
number of offenders who were represented by a particular solicitor.  The allegation was essentially one of 
unjustified sentencing disparity.  The leaking of a report, known as the Vinson report, into this allegation 
crystallised public disquiet about the administration of justice in New South Wales.  I refer members to the 
editorial in The Western Australian a couple of day ago.  Ever since I have been in Parliament there has been 
public disquiet about the administration of criminal justice in this state.   

There was a call for the establishment of a formal mechanism to both review sentences and sentencing practice 
and to give effect to judicial accountability.  I am referring to a talk Ernest Schmatt, the chief executive officer of 
the Judicial Commission of New South Wales, presented in Baltimore in 2001.  The Vinson report recommended 
the development of an adequate court information system; the establishment of a sentencing council - which they 
did not adopt and instead opted for the judicial information research system to review sentencing practices; the 
establishment of a probity council to regulate and conduct systematic audits of the operation of the criminal 
courts; and the adoption of a vastly improved method of collecting and disseminating court statistics.  We do not 
have anyone in this state who collects the sexual assault statistics from the District Court.  Since the jurisdiction 
for sexual assault was transferred from the Supreme Court to the District Court, who knows whether a person 
accused of raping a girl will get an appropriate sentence, if convicted, unless we go down there and take a special 
interest?  I think it was the Pedurski case that set down a guideline.  Who knows?  I do not.  I recall asking the 
Attorney General.  There was some mention that there were no resources.  It takes more than resources.  It does 
not take a lot of money to establish a first-class system that will boost the confidence of the public.  Naturally, it 
is a professional thing.  I think the legal profession in this state would welcome it, instead of having the three 
loose-leaf commentaries that we provide in this state - Brownes, Siemens and John Hockley, who does wills.  
That is all we do.  They are great to have but I would like to see something far more comprehensive down at a 
state level that the whole of the legal profession can access.  It should include not only crime, but also other areas 
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of law so that people in court and parliamentarians can see what is happening in the state’s court system.  I am 
very disappointed that the Attorney General has not addressed this in the budget.  We are swimming in money.  
He has far too much responsibility and cannot concentrate on doing something as small as this in the Attorney 
General portfolio.   

I have many other things I want to say about the budget, which I will save for budget estimates, as I usually do.  I 
thank the house for the opportunity to speak.   

MR J.R. QUIGLEY (Mindarie) [4.06 pm]:  I rise to draw the chamber’s attention to the very serious 
allegations made on page 5 of The West Australian newspaper today by five senior serving police officers - 
Assistant Commissioner David Caporn, Assistant Commissioner Mal Shervill, Senior Sergeant Alan Carter, 
Superintendent Brandham and Sergeant Mark Emmett, reported under the by-line of Mr Gary Adshead.  These 
officers comprise the investigating team responsible for the investigation of the Pamela Lawrence murder, which 
resulted in the wrongful conviction and imprisonment of Andrew Mallard.  It is beyond contention, the High 
Court having found so, that during the course of the prosecution of Andrew Mallard there was a suppression of 
vital evidence in both the trial court and from the first Court of Criminal Appeal.  It was never told to or revealed 
before either the jury or Court of Criminal Appeal that the murder weapon that they were prosecuting on - the 
wrench - had been forensically tested and could not have produced the injuries that the deceased suffered at the 
hands of her violent assailant.   

In criticising this prosecution, I have referred to the prosecution and the police as being responsible for the 
suppression of this evidence.  The High Court, as has been noted by the Commissioner of Police, made no actual 
finding against an individual officer or person of corruption because the High Court did not have before it any 
evidence nor was it litigated before the High Court who was responsible for the suppression of evidence.  That 
was beyond the reach and the knowledge of Mallard and his appellate team going into the court.  We were able 
to ascertain that documents had been suppressed.  That was not an allegation; that was a finding of the High 
Court.   

Yesterday the five officers who comprised the investigative team and who had been stood down from duty - I 
stress they were stood down from duty but they are serving police officers occupying the second and third 
highest ranks in the police force; that is, assistant commissioners of police and chief superintendent - called a 
press conference, which was reported by The West Australian today, and said some remarkable things.  I will 
quote from Mr Adshead’s report.  The second last paragraph of the second column of the article reports Mr 
Caporn as saying -  

It was always the case that there were many, many anomalies in the Andrew Mallard brief. 

One of the anomalies was that the police prosecuted him on the basis of a wrench being the murder weapon, 
when they knew that was false; they knew it could not have been the murder weapon.  Talk about an anomaly!  
They have said that there were other anomalies.  Of course there were other anomalies.  Katie Barsden made a 
statement describing the person she saw in the deceased’s shop at the time of the murder and drew a sketch of 
that person, but that had all been excised from a subsequent police statement and, as I have explained in this 
chamber before, only an edited version was given to the defence, so it never really knew what Katie Barsden’s 
first statement contained.  Another of the anomalies to which the police referred could have been that they said 
that Andrew Mallard theorised during an interview that the murderer would have got rid of the blood on his jeans 
by washing them in the salt water of the Swan River.  To determine whether Mallard was actually giving an 
explanation of what he had done, they took his jeans to the state forensic laboratory to have them tested for, 
firstly, blood and, secondly, salt water, and there was not a molecule of either on his jeans.  When the state 
forensic laboratory officer, Mr Lynch, reported back to the police that the jeans had never been near salt water, 
what happened?  A new report was prepared, excising all reference to the non-presence of salt in the jeans.  I 
could go on and on about the amount of evidence that was suppressed from the jury and from the first Court of 
Criminal Appeal. 

It is all there to read in the High Court judgment published in November last year.  As I have said, we did not 
know whether the police or the prosecution were holding it back; that was not known.  These five serving police 
officers have clarified that point, at least through their allegation yesterday, that there were anomalies in the 
Andrew Mallard brief.  Mr Shervill, the head of the team, is reported in the article as saying -  

At no time did I suppress, destroy or withhold any evidence that could exonerate Andrew Mallard or 
give a tactical advantage to the prosecution. 

He joined Mr Caporn at the press conference in denying that they had suppressed anything.  Weight is added to 
that claim by Superintendent Brandham, who is reported in the last paragraph of the article as saying -  

All of this was taken to the DPP and put on the table, warts and all, . . . 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 18 May 2006] 

 p2893d-2917a 
Dr Janet Woollard; Ms Sue Walker; Speaker; Mr Martin Whitely; Mr John Quigley; Acting Speaker; Mr Murray 

Cowper 

 [17] 

I have already described some of the warts.  The rest of them are evident in the High Court judgment. 

No fewer than 80 times did Mr Ken Bates say during the trial that Mrs Lawrence was murdered with the wrench, 
while all the time he had on his file a letter written by now Assistant Commissioner Shervill, dated 21 October 
1994, that included a summary of facts detailing the forensic testing that had been done by the state forensic 
pathologist, Mr Clive Cooke, who had eliminated a wrench as being the murder weapon, but which letter was 
never revealed in court.  His Honour Mr Justice McKechnie - he has been promoted since those days when he 
was just Mr McKechnie; he first became Mr McKechnie, QC, and then His Honour, but this letter to him was 
written on 21 October 1994 and was set out for the prosecutor who subsequently became a judge - has said on 
the public record, and is reported in The West Australian at least twice as saying, that he did not know any of 
this.  He has denied what the police are saying.  He has said that he was never informed of the Dr Clive Cooke 
report indicating that the murder weapon could not have been the murder weapon, and that he first found out 
about it when Quigley raised it in 2002, some seven years after the imprisonment of Andrew Mallard.  However, 
now there is a conflict with five senior serving police officers making a direct allegation against His Honour that, 
when he was prosecutor, all that information, warts and all, was taken to the Director of Public Prosecutions and 
put on the table.  If what the superintendent and the assistant commissioner are saying is true, I can imagine their 
chagrin at being singled out to be stood down from duty while the Corruption and Crime Commission 
investigates this matter.  

I refer again to the letter written by Detective Sergeant Shervill before he became an assistant commissioner.  It 
is the letter that Justice McKechnie said he never saw because he had checked his diary and he was in Bunbury 
at the time.  I will read from the last paragraph on the first page in which Detective Sergeant Shervill is referring 
to the fact that on 19 July he and other police - 

attended your office and briefed you - 

He is referring to Mr McKechnie - 

as to the conduct and outcome of this investigation.  As you may recall, an agreement was reached that 
there was sufficient evidence to charge Mallard with Wilful Murder although a prosecution will have 
inherent difficulties, . . .  

Neither I nor, more importantly, the Western Australian Commissioner of Police, Dr Karl O’Callaghan, who is a 
commissioner of integrity, believe there is any evidence against Mallard that would have prosecuted him for 
wilful murder; that prosecution for wilful murder is nonsense in light of all that has come out.  However, 
importantly, this letter reveals that although Mr Justice McKechnie said that he was in Bunbury when this letter, 
which was addressed to him personally, was received by his office, it was never shown to him.  The prosecutor 
who prosecuted Mallard said that it is on his file; it was an oversight that the wrench was not mentioned in court.  
The letter from Mr Shervill indicates that on 19 July the police went to Mr McKechnie.  What did they tell him?  
They told him it was a case with many anomalies when they wrote, “As you may recall . . . the prosecution will 
have inherent difficulties.”  Mr Shervill wrote that in the letter.  In the press conference yesterday the police said 
that they told Mr McKechnie that the case involved many anomalies.  Superintendent Brandham is quoted in The 
West Australian as saying -  

All of this was taken to the DPP and put on the table, warts and all, . . .  

If His Honour checks his diary, he will find that he was not in Bunbury prosecuting on 19 July.  If what these 
police have said is true, we are seeing the most severe crisis in the Supreme Court that I can recall in my 
lifetime.  Five senior police officers are saying that all the details of this case were given to Mr McKechnie when 
he was the DPP.  We should not forget what then happened: none of those anomalies was put before the jury.  I 
know Mr McKechnie did not prosecute the case, but his staff did.  

Ms M.M. Quirk:  Or disclosed to the defence.   

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  Yes.  The police have detailed in a newspaper article that is two-thirds of a page long that 
they told the DPP everything, warts and all.  Given that, it is unimaginable that the prosecutor, Mr McKechnie, 
could then stand before the Court of Criminal Appeal as counsel for the DPP and mention none of what he was 
told by these detectives on 19 July.  In fairness to Mr McKechnie, he might want to say that what the police said 
to The West Australian was untruthful.  That might be the case; or the police might want to say that 
Mr McKechnie is an untruthful person.  That might be the case.  That is one of the very things that the CCC is 
investigating at the moment.  A Supreme Court judge being cross-examined on this point, in light of the 
allegations made against him by the police, will not be a happy spectacle.  The allegations are made not only 
against him, but also against the trial counsel, Ken Bates. 
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The senior police officers in the article say that they never kept anything back from the Director of Public 
Prosecutions, not even the warts, the ugly bits or the bits that would expose the prosecution as a sham.  I saw it 
reported in the paper recently that someone asked whether Mr Bates and Mr McKechnie should stand down.  
Robert Cock responded by saying that he had moved on.  Moved on?  Robert Cock has run away!  I suppose 
running away from a problem could be called moving, but he is running.  He had the gall in that article to say 
that he had already spoken with Andrew Mallard and his sister, thereby implying that he had reached a 
settlement or reconciliation with Andrew Mallard.  I have spoken to Andrew Mallard about that.  Andrew 
Mallard approached Robert Cock at the Cinema Paradiso during the opening night of the movie Saving Andrew 
Mallard.  Members must bear in mind that Robert Cock was not the original prosecutor and had nothing to do 
with Mr Mallard’s unhappy circumstance of being imprisoned.  Andrew Mallard approached Robert Cock and 
told him that he did not want to sue him.  Mr Cock said, “That’s very gracious of you,” and he then said, 
“Congratulations, Andrew, you’re a big movie star now.”  There was no acknowledgement that the DPP’s office 
had done a wrong to Andrew Mallard.  There was no acknowledgement either that Mr Bates had been told all 
about the warts in the brief of Mr Caporn, Mr Shervill, Mr Brandham, Mr Emmett and Mr Carter, as they would 
have the Perth public believe in today’s paper.  This is the most serious allegation I have ever seen or heard 
made against a Supreme Court judge or against a DPP prosecutor.  I have made a few allegations in my time, I 
can tell you, Mr Acting Speaker, but nothing of this order.   

The five police officers said that they subsequently set out in a letter of 21 October 1994 that on 19 July 1994 
they told Mr McKechnie that the weapon they were going to prosecute the accused with was not the murder 
weapon; that the statements had been excised and altered; that they were not going to show the accused the 
originals but showed them to Mr McKechnie; and that the chief chemist, Mr Lynch, would alter his statement to 
excise from his statement - 

[Member’s time extended.] 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  I remind the member for Mindarie that so far the material 
from which he has been quoting is on the public record.  However, I am not completely aware of all the facts in 
relation to the case and I caution the member about sub judice. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  The matter is not currently before the courts.  In any event, I am talking to what has been 
said publicly.  I am saying that a huge allegation has been made by these five serving police officers against 
Mr McKechnie.  I do not know whether His Honour Judge McKechnie knew it was coming, but he was at pains 
to point out that on 21 October he was in Bunbury, a hundred miles away from the trouble.  As I have said 
before, the police say they attended upon the DPP and that all of this information was taken to the DPP.  The 
police officers are saying that they took Mr Lynch’s original report to the DPP.  If they are lying about that, they 
should be sacked, because that is the biggest defamation of a Supreme Court judge and a deputy DPP prosecutor 
that I have heard.  They said that they had taken all that information to the DPP.  The Commissioner of Police 
can find out as quickly as I snap my fingers whether those police took to the DPP the altered Ken Bates 
statement, the altered Katie Barsden statement and the altered Michelle Engelhardt statement.  If they did not, 
they should be sacked immediately. 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Are you saying that they took them to him personally and gave them to him directly? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  All this was taken to the DPP. 

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Does that mean the DPP personally? 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  This is what I am saying.  I go back to the letter.  An inference is being drawn.  I go back 
to whom they saw.  In his letter of 21 October, Mr Shervill says, “I confirm we attended upon you, 
Mr McKechnie, and briefed you as to the outcome of this investigation.”  Included in that investigation was the 
forensic test on a pig’s head with a wrench.  The writer of the letter, Mr Shervill, who we know was present 
during that forensic test by Mr Cooke, is saying that he attended on the then Director of Public Prosecutions, 
Mr McKechnie, to tell him about all this.  There is not an extensive narration in this letter of what was said, but 
now in The West Australian the police for the first time are saying what was said.  They are saying that all of this 
information was taken to the DPP.  This is a huge allegation they are making against Mr McKechnie.  Then, of 
course, when the case went to trial, Mr Ken Bates, the trial prosecutor, talked to these police and the police say 
that nothing was kept back from the DPP.  So, what in fact they are saying is that if any information was 
suppressed from the jury and from the Court of Criminal Appeal, the agents of that suppression were 
Mr McKechnie and Mr Bates.  That is what the police are saying.  That may well be the case; I do not know.  
That is why I have referred to them only in the generic sense: the police have done this and the police have done 
that.  However, the police are out of the woodwork now as a result of the article in yesterday’s newspaper.  They 
wrapped themselves up in a flag they borrowed from Pauline Hanson to give them the cloth of credibility.  You 
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know what they say, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  “The national flag is always the last refuge of the 
desperate.  When there is no other basis on which to defend yourself, wrap yourself in the Aussie flag.”  What a 
disgrace!  However, they borrowed Pauline’s flag and wrapped themselves up in it.  They no doubt felt that they 
had a very big point to make.  Let us go through that point again.  Mr Shervill said - 

At no time did I suppress, destroy or withhold any evidence that could exonerate Andrew Mallard or 
give a tactical advantage to the prosecution. 

We know by dint of the High Court’s judgment that that is exactly what happened: evidence was suppressed, 
destroyed or withheld that could have exonerated Andrew Mallard or given a tactical advantage to the 
prosecution.  We know that that is what happened by reason of the High Court’s judgment.  However, Assistant 
Commissioner Shervill is saying, “It wasn’t me.”  Assistant Commissioner Caporn is saying that the case had 
many anomalies in it and they went along to the DPP and pointed out those anomalies.  Superintendent 
Brandham said - 

All of this was taken to the DPP and put on the table, warts and all, . . .  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  I remind members that it is unparliamentary to walk in front 
of the member on his feet, so I ask that members please not to do that. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  I am sorry; I got distracted for a second. 

These five officers have taken it upon themselves to make the most serious of allegations against Mr McKechnie 
and Mr Bates.  If they are to be believed - 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  If they are to be believed, and if what these two assistant commissioners and 
superintendent have said is true - 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  Most of this debate on the budget has been heard in silence from 
all members, and I ask that - 

Ms S.E. Walker interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Members can talk about any subject in the debate on the budget speech; it is a wide-
ranging debate. 

Mr J.R. QUIGLEY:  This allegation is the most serious allegation I have ever heard made against a Supreme 
Court judge.  Superintendent Brandham, Assistant Commissioner Caporn, Assistant Commissioner Shervill and 
the two detective sergeants, Carter and Emmett, at their joint press statement said that the then DPP, Mr 
McKechnie, knew everything that the police knew.  If that is true and, knowing that, those two prosecutors 
conducted themselves in the manner in which they did conduct themselves before the Supreme Court and the 
Court of Criminal Appeal and kept secret all this information that they knew, that of course could amount to an 
attempt to pervert the course of justice.   

Having read about the serious allegations that have been made again him by the five senior police officers, His 
Honour should reconsider his position.  He should stand aside until the Corruption and Crime Commission has 
made a final determination on what His Honour is saying about his interaction with the police and what the 
police are saying about their interaction with His Honour.  Similarly with the Deputy Director of Public 
Prosecutions, we know from the five senior police officers that the director and his staff knew all about the warts 
and that they kept them from the court.  It is clear that Mr Cock is saying that he does not want to inquire into Mr 
Bates because he has moved on.  He is running away; he has not moved on.  Mr Cock should read Mr Adshead’s 
article in The West Australian to learn what the five senior police have said, and hand Mr Bates a stand-down 
notice immediately.  He should hand a stand-down notice to Mr Bates, just like the Commissioner of Police has 
handed down a stand-down notice to his five officers.   

No-one can hand a stand-down notice to a Supreme Court judge.  I simply ask the Supreme Court judge 
concerned to have regard for the reputation of the court, to have regard for the reputation of justice in this state, 
and to take note that five senior police officers are making the serious allegation that, warts and all, they 
informed him of all the difficulties of the case.  If the case did not go before the courts, what is the necessary 
inference?  If the important evidence on which the High Court saw fit to overturn a murder conviction did not go 
before the courts, these five police officers are saying - they are pictured in the article with a flag draped around 
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them - that that would have been the fault of McKechnie and Bates.  With such a serious allegation hanging over 
the head of a Supreme Court judge, and with a public hearing about to be mounted, how could this do anything 
but cause the most serious damage to the regard in which Western Australians hold for the Supreme Court bench 
and the administration of justice in Western Australia?  It must be remembered that despite this case being a 
travesty of justice, it having gone before two separate courts of appeal in Western Australia and six separate 
Western Australian judges, not one judge identified a serious miscarriage of justice.  However, when the matter 
went before the High Court in Canberra, after the first hour of presentation of the appellant’s case, Justice 
Callinan said that because of the non-disclosure of the secret letter - I am holding a copy of it now - to 
Mr McKechnie, the appeal had to be allowed.  That is what he put to Mr McCusker, QC, for Mallard, and 
Mr Brett Walker, QC, the counsel appearing for the Director of Public Prosecutions.  The non-disclosure of this 
letter meant that the conviction for wilful murder had to be overturned.  That is right.  That was in the first hour 
of the appeal.  This case had been before Western Australian judges for 24 days, but not one of them could see 
any hint of injustice in it.   

All of Western Australia now knows that Andrew Mallard was wrongly convicted.  All of Western Australia 
now knows there was no evidence against Andrew Mallard.  I know that the Commissioner of Police and the 
Deputy Commissioner of Police know that there was no evidence against Andrew Mallard.  I know that the 
investigating team thought that the case was a bit of a dud.  I misquoted Assistant Commissioner Caporn when I 
said that he said that there were many anomalies in the case.  He actually said -  

It was always the case that there were many, many anomalies . . .  

That is why the police officers went to see the DPP on 19 July - to put it on the table, warts and all.  What 
happened as a result of that meeting?  These five police officers are under suspension for their part in the arrest 
of Mallard.  What happened at the meeting with McKechnie?  There was an agreement between those officers 
and McKechnie that Mallard be charged, and they left his office immediately because, as the next paragraph of 
the letter states -  

On July 19, 1994 Mallard was charged with the wilful murder of Pamela Lawrence.   

We know that they left McKechnie’s office and charged Mallard with wilful murder after they had revealed all 
to McKechnie, as they say.  Andrew Mallard was in a mental institution on remand over a minor stealing matter.  
They went along to McKechnie’s office with their problems about the murder weapon not being the murder 
weapon and about the jeans having no salt in them.  I do not know whether that is true, but that is what the police 
allege against McKechnie.  They went and told him, warts and all, and he agreed in his office that Mallard 
should be charged with wilful murder, so out they went and charged him.  The people making these allegations 
are not local sergeants or constables - although my local sergeant and constables are people of the highest 
integrity - but two assistant commissioners, a superintendent and two detective sergeants.  They are saying that 
the prosecution knew the lot.  If anyone hid this from the court, as the High Court found has happened, it was 
McKechnie and Bates. 

I can understand why the police are upset.  How is it that they are suspended until the end of the Corruption and 
Crime Commission inquiry while the prosecutors walk free?  I have had a number of police contact me and they 
are very hurt about that proposition - that there is some lawyers’ club.  How is it that the lawyers always escape?  
How is it that the police go and tell everything to McKechnie and Bates and McKechnie and Bates walk away 
scot-free without any investigation while the police are suspended?  That is the complaint I have had from 
serving officers.  How come lawyers are looking after themselves to the extent of protecting Mr McKechnie 
from what he was told by the investigating team, on the allegations not of Quigley or the Mallard supporters, but 
of the team of police themselves, wrapped in Pauline Hanson’s flag? 

I repeat that I call upon His Honour to exercise his conscience in view of the serious allegations being made 
against him by five police officers and take a step to protect the reputation of the Supreme Court and of justice in 
Western Australia by standing down immediately.  I make a plea to Mr Robert Cock, who wants to walk away 
from this and say that it is all over for him and that he has moved on, to take cognisance of the very serious 
allegations made against his office and Mr Bates by these five police officers, call Mr Bates in and give him the 
stand-down notice - that unhappy and melancholy duty that Mr O’Callaghan had to perform in standing down 
the five officers.  

MR M.J. COWPER (Murray) [4.37 pm]:  I want to talk about the budget and how it will affect my electorate, 
but before doing so, I will comment on some of the points made by the member for Mindarie.  I commend him 
for his passion and the way in which he has been pursuing this case.  However, I also want to find out the truth 
of this matter, and I am sure that that will become apparent in time.  At the risk of sounding like I am springing 
to the protection of my colleagues in the WA Police, I say that they are at a distinct disadvantage when it comes 
to this point.  We have heard for the past half hour nothing but comments about an article that appeared in the 
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newspaper.  We did not hear any opinion proffered on how we could make a better system.  The Westminster 
parliamentary system, as we know it, is the best in the world, but it is not infallible.  I would like someone to 
proffer a better system for dealing with these matters.  That is all I care to say about that point, other than that, 
hopefully, the truth will prevail.  

I turn now to matters concerning my electorate, because that is what I was put here for.  I want to talk about how 
the budget impacts on the people of the Murray district.  As we all know, the Murray district is a very fast-
growing area of the state.  Under the section in the budget papers about the Peel Development Commission, 
some facts and figures are given, and they are startling.  They show unprecedented growth in the Peel region.  
Unprecedented development of something in the vicinity of $5.5 billion is occurring in the Peel region.  That is 
why people are opting for a sea change life in the region.  Within a kilometre of where I live in the electorate, in 
excess of 100 homes are being built.  One of the major problems the region faces is finding skilled tradesmen.  
The state and federal governments must be commended for the work that they are now doing by recognising 
again the importance of skilled labour, particularly through providing apprenticeships, which will help ensure 
that the prosperity of this great state continues.   

My colleagues and I, and local governments from my part of the world, have flagged one matter that is not 
keeping pace.  The region does not have a lot of infrastructure where it is desperately needed.  That is what I 
want to touch upon in my speech.  The waterways of the Peel region received $2.1 million in funding last year, 
of which $1.8 million was from the federal government and only $300 000 from the state government.  We have 
heard at great length in this place of the importance of the Swan and Canning Rivers.  I have no contrary view; 
the Swan and Canning river systems are very important waterways.  They will attract significant funding for 
their ailments.  I am here to state very loudly and clearly that many of the ailments that affect the Swan and 
Canning Rivers are evident in the Peel waterways, which include the Peel and Harvey estuaries, the Harvey 
River, the Murray River and the Serpentine River and all its tributaries.  I am concerned that this seems to have 
been overlooked.  As I have said before, I believe it is almost a birthright of everyone from Western Australia to 
go to Mandurah to catch a crab.  The importance of that region is significant.  The additional growth in the area 
needs to be clearly and carefully managed.  Some studies have been done for a business management plan.  This 
phase seems to be taking an extraordinary amount of time.  It seems that there is much planning and not much 
doing.  We need more doing and less planning. 

When this government came to power it got rid of the Peel Inlet Management Authority, which was a statutorily 
bound organisation that had some teeth.  I call on the government to examine the prospect of establishing a 
similar body that could deal with the various issues that impact on the Peel waterways, such as acid sulfate soil, 
and the management of the waterways, both man made and natural.  I visited the very first canal development in 
Western Australia at South Yunderup.  Part of the access channel was built in the Peel estuary area some years 
ago.  The additional flushing caused by the Dawesville Cut has resulted in the silting up of that access channel, 
which is causing significant problems for boating people, not only those who live in the Peel region but also 
those who visit the area to use its recreational facilities. 

I believe that the former Liberal Court government decided in its wisdom that it would hand over the 
management of the Peel waterways to the Shire of Murray.  The Shire of Murray has a ratepayer base of about 
7 500 people, so it is only a modest-sized shire.  Since that time some 10 years ago, the issues pertaining to the 
estuary have become more apparent.  The work involved in rectifying many of the ailments that are afflicting the 
waterways is a great cost, which is beyond the means of that shire.  I believe the estuary should be treated the 
same as infrastructure is treated in this state.  It should be up to the state government - and, where applicable, the 
federal government - to contribute to the maintenance and wellbeing of the estuary, as it does for roads.  This 
waterway is used by many people in Western Australia.  It is also used by people from other states.  Hence those 
people who live on the estuary, and the people who live in the shire, including the people of Dwellingup, should 
not be forced to foot the bill for the restoration, maintenance and management of that waterway.  However, there 
is no new money in this budget for that purpose. 

The problem of acid sulfate soils is becoming increasingly apparent.  However, very little is being done about 
that matter.  As I have said, a business plan has been formulated, but people seem to be getting stuck in the 
business planning phase and not getting down to the nitty-gritty and doing something about it. 

I commend the government for recognising the need for an additional magistrate in Mandurah.  The Mandurah 
Magistrates Court has only one full-time and one part-time magistrate.  It is well known that because of the large 
backlog of cases, people have to wait for up to 12 months to get their cases heard.  I am glad the court will get an 
additional magistrate.  Hopefully a system will be put in place to expedite those cases that have been waiting for 
far too long. 
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The state budget provides an extra $10 million for infill sewerage.  I am keen to find out during the budget 
estimates hearings how much of that money will go to my electorate, given the importance of the Serpentine and 
Murray Rivers.  The people of Furnissdale, Murray Bend and Ravenswood are still using septic tanks.  Those 
areas have a clay-based soil.  Many years of leaching into that subsoil structure has impacted on the nutrient 
runoff into the waterways.  I am very keen for the infill program to be prioritised.  I believe, as does probably 
every other member in this chamber, that the provision of infill sewerage for my electorate is very important.  
However, given what I have just outlined about this magnificent waterway, there needs to be some prioritisation.  
The areas I have mentioned should be placed at the top of the agenda.   

Another issue in my electorate is the availability of recreational facilities.  Two weeks ago I took my 10-year-old 
son to the local junior football club.  He has been a member of that club for the past five years.  We had just 
completed the summer season of surf-lifesaving, and I wanted to present him at the club to put on his football 
boots for the winter season.  However, because an unprecedented number of people have joined the local junior 
football club, it was unable to fit just one extra person into a football team.  Anyone who says football is not 
alive and well in Western Australia is wrong, because there are six junior clubs in Mandurah, and they are all 
full.  Consequently, my son had to find another team.  I actually ended up taking him to the Pinjarra junior 
football club, which is also pretty full, and I was able to get him into the under-11s at that club.  The provision of 
recreational facilities is high on the agenda.  A recreational facilities plan was drafted in 2002.  The plan made 
27 recommendations.  The first of those 27 recommendations - the top of the wozza recommendation - was that a 
new aquatic facility be built in the region.  That facility would include in the second stage a stadium, and in the 
latter stage an education facility.  As we well know, a recreational facility should not be a one-off, stand-alone 
facility.  It should link in with other facilities in a way that allows people to make the best use of those facilities.  
However, there is an infrastructure issue.  The area is expanding so rapidly that neither the Shire of Murray nor 
the City of Mandurah has the capital available to address the desperate need for more recreational facilities in the 
Peel region.  I again take this opportunity to highlight to the government that the need for recreational facilities 
in the area is paramount.  According to figures from a couple of years ago, people from the Peel region made 
430 000 visits to the aquatic centre in Mandurah, which has only two 25-metre pools.  It is the only regional city 
in Western Australia, apart from Albany, that does not have a 50-metre pool.  It is the largest regional centre in 
Western Australia and it is desperately in need of that aquatic facility. 

I turn now to industrial land.  It is noted that in the budget, money is set aside for headworks for an expansion of 
the Pinjarra industrial estate.  It is an area that will treble in size.  However, it will meet the needs of the Peel 
region only in the short term.  Once the blocks become available, they will be snapped up quicker than a person 
could believe.  Although there has been some talk for many years about the Nambeelup industrial estate 
providing enough industrial land in the medium to long term to cope with growth in the area, there needs to be 
greater recognition of and funding for that.  It should be a matter of great importance to not only the Peel region, 
but also the state of Western Australia. 

I will now talk about transport, particularly regional school bus services.  It is an interesting issue.  It goes hand 
in hand with the need for additional educational facilities in the Peel region.  Last year I wrote to the Minister for 
Education and Training and asked what plans there were for new schools in the area.  I received a response that 
stated that she was happy to announce that a new primary and middle school would be built at Secret Harbour.  
She stated that it was a tangible example of the government’s commitment to education in the Peel region.  The 
two schools to which the minister referred are not in the Peel region.  I wrote back accordingly and noted that 
there were no new schools budgeted for in the 2009 forward estimates.  However, I was pleased to read in the 
budget that, miraculously, there is some forward funding.  Its inclusion was unbeknownst to me; perhaps it was 
known to the member for Dawesville.  A new primary school will be built at south Halls Head.  That is very 
pleasing, given that that is an area of great growth and need.  Unfortunately, not much has been said about the 
area north of Mandurah - the areas of San Remo, Madora, Lakelands, Meadow Springs and Parklands - which is 
still in desperate need of a public primary school.  At the moment the void is filled by three very good schools: 
the Assumption Catholic Primary School; the Frederick Irwin Anglican School, which caters from kindergarten 
to year 12; and the Mandurah Baptist College.  Students from the Mandurah Baptist College were involved in a 
bus rollover last year, which is well known by people throughout Western Australia.  Those schools are filling a 
need from a private perspective.  However, people who elect to have their children educated in public schools 
are without a facility in Madora, San Remo and the other areas I mentioned.  Land is set aside for a new school 
in Meadow Springs.  I reiterate the need for a school in that area.  The member for Mandurah, who formerly had 
the area within his electorate boundaries, has also called for a primary school in that location.  There is still no 
movement on that. 

The area of Ravenswood-South Yunderup appears to be growing on a daily basis.  Houses are mushrooming on 
almost a daily basis.  Land has been set aside for a primary school.  It is planned that eventually 40 000 people 
will live in the area.  Now is the time to act to ensure that there will be a school to cope with the demands of that 
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rapidly expanding area.  I have heard the very good mayor of Mandurah, Paddi Creevey, say that 40 families a 
week move into the Peel region.  It is unbelievable and very difficult to comprehend that that number of people 
are moving into one area each week.  People in the region need go no further that the local kids’ football team to 
realise that there has been massive growth in population in the region.  They cannot get their kids into those 
footy teams and they cannot find a place for their children to travel on the school bus, because they are full.  I 
have asked that the school bus contracts be reviewed on a six-monthly basis.  The buses are bursting at the seams 
and I hope that has been noted by the responsible minister.   

Currently, 13 buses go into the Pinjarra schools - the Pinjarra Senior High School, Pinjarra Primary School and 
St Joseph’s Catholic Primary School.  Approximately 1 200 kids attend those three schools, and 800 of them 
travel to and from school by school bus.  I do not know of any other place in Western Australia that is confronted 
with that situation.  A lot of them are coming out of South Yunderup and Ravenswood.  A large number of 
children are coming out of Dwellingup and Waroona to attend the Pinjarra Senior High School.  A relief 
mechanism must be put in place.  Consideration should be given to building a primary school at Ravenswood or 
South Yunderup to relieve the pressure on the Pinjarra Primary School, which currently has about 670 students.   

At the last election a number of promises were made in respect of a contribution to upgrade the Pinjarra Senior 
High School and the Pinjarra Primary School.  An amount of $5 million was allocated to the senior high school 
and $2.5 million to the primary school.  Reference is made in the current budget to $3.1 million having being 
spent on the senior high school as at 30 June 2006.  That is certainly not the case.  Obviously, the funds have 
been allocated but there has not been any movement at the station.  It is estimated in the budget that in 2006-07, 
$1.9 million will be allocated to that school, which brings that promised up to $5 million.  Although that 
allocation appears in the budget papers, it is not reflected in work done on the ground.  I would like to know 
from the minister the reason for that situation.  An amount of $2.5 million has been allocated to the Pinjarra 
Primary School in the 2005-06 financial year.  The principal of the Pinjarra Senior High School is Bev Aitken, 
who was principal of the year and is a good Rotarian colleague of mine.  The principal of the Pinjarra Primary 
School, Mr Rob Davis, another good Rotarian friend, told me that the $2.5 million that was allocated in the 
2005-06 financial year has not materialised.  I attended the school last year and I have invited the minister, who 
is visiting the Peel region within the next week or two, to visit the schools, but to date there has been no response 
from the minister’s office.  I understand that the member for Dawesville has been successful in getting her to 
visit his electorate. 

[Member’s time extended.]  

Mr M.J. COWPER:  I would like the minister to take the opportunity to swing by and have a look at these two 
schools.  The gutters are falling off and the ablution blocks are a disgrace and in serious need of repair.  These 
are the oldest schools that have serviced the Peel region and they are in serious need of repair.  The Pinjarra 
Senior High School is consistently in the top 20 performing schools in Western Australia and that is a reflection 
on the school community, teachers, the P&C and the students.  They have a great culture at that school, but it is 
not reflected in the amenity of the school.   

I visited the Dwellingup Primary School late last year and was shown the music room, which, it was suspected, 
was constructed with blue asbestos.  I wrote to the Shire of Murray and asked that the environmental officer 
inspect the building, and he confirmed that it was blue asbestos.  The matter has been referred to the minister.  
The government has allocated $405 000 in the budget to contaminated sites investigation, and that is outlined on 
page 354 of the Budget Statements.  In addition, $850 000 has been allocated to contingencies in 2005-06.  I did 
not see anything in the budget estimate for 2006-07 to indicate that money has been set aside either to investigate 
blue asbestos in schools or for contingencies.  The blue asbestos I saw was in the music room and in the storage 
room, from which kids get their musical instruments.  A big crack in the wall has been painted over.  That is only 
a bandaid tactic.  The asbestos needs to be investigated and replaced as a matter of great urgency.  We are now in 
the twenty-first century.  I am sure that if these schools were in the metropolitan area, they would be picked up 
quick smart.  The schools in provincial country areas seem to be overlooked. 

I turn to the North Dandalup streetscape.  Two years ago I attended a public meeting with Main Roads.  It put 
forward a plan for an upgrade of the facilities in the main street.  Models were rolled out and people had their say 
about what should happen.  People welcomed the money that was going to be spent in North Dandalup.  
Unfortunately, they were waiting on the next budget.  That was two years ago.  There was nothing in last year’s 
budget and, from what I have seen so far, there is nothing in this budget for that streetscape either.  Again, I will 
be writing to the minister to ask why this project has been delayed.  There does not appear to be any money 
around for those projects that are greatly needed in the rural areas of Western Australia.  At the end of the day, 
we have to ask why. 
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I will turn to one of my shadow portfolios, fire and emergency services.  Last year the total salary and wage costs 
in the Fire and Emergency Services Authority rose from $65.5 million to $73.5 million, a rise of 12.2 per cent.  
The highest paid officer’s total package rose from $190 000 last year to $300 000 this year, an increase of more 
than 47 per cent.  Was this rise on the basis of a bigger budget?  This is not the only smaller agency that has 
lifted its chief executive officer’s salary to the big figures.  It is up there with the big boys.  I cannot understand 
how the chief officer of FESA is getting paid more than the Prime Minister of this country.  It appears to have 
become a trend with agencies, if they can get away with it.  Staff numbers barely budged.  FESA had 1 163 full-
time and 21 part-time staff in 2003-04.  Last year - 2004-05 - there were 1 168 full-time and 31 part-time staff.  
It has increased its full-time staff by five, yet it has had a 12 per cent increase in wage and salary costs.  It 
appears to have gone towards those big salaries.  From what I am seeing from these figures, which need further 
investigation, it appears that the government is dumbing down the facilities for FESA, a very important part of 
our capacity to respond in times of need. 

In relation to counterterrorism, a figure of $2.242 million was mentioned, but it mostly comes under the health 
budget.  It is interesting to note that there is still a potential threat of bird flu to our northern shores.  Some 
reports have said that it has the potential to cause great loss of life in Western Australia.  About 2 500 people 
could die as a result of bird flu if it were to take hold in Western Australia.  From my background in emergency 
management, we do not have a plan or a facility to deal with those sorts of deaths.  We do not have anywhere to 
store a large number of bodies.  The QE2 State Mortuary would not have the capacity to store them.  I 
understand that there is no other plan in place to deal with the large-scale deaths that would be caused by a bird 
flu epidemic, a tsunami, a bushfire, a cyclone or some other natural catastrophe, or, for that matter, a terrorism 
attack.   

Some money has been set aside for counterterrorism - $2.2 million each year until 2009-10.  I welcome that 
money being set aside, but I would be very keen to see what it will be set aside for.  There are no plans for 
storage facilities as part of managing a response to an emergency.  There is no training facility useable at 
Forrestfield.  The Forrestfield training centre was built 20 years ago after being moved from Belmont.  The 
member for Yokine would remember that it used to be opposite the police station.  That is where firemen used to 
be processed.  The government moved it to Forrestfield, thinking it was a better facility.  It was probably state of 
the art at the time.  Unfortunately, Forrestfield has built up around it and staff are restricted in their capacity to 
deal with training and the way in which they function.  They desperately need somewhere to establish a training 
regime again, because the facility at Forrestfield is past its use-by date.  No new fire stations have been built in 
Western Australia for a number of years.  I will clarify that point: no additional fire stations have been built.  
There are plenty of new ones.  The Balcatta station has been moved to Duncraig, there is a new station at 
Mandogalup and there is a fantastic station in Mandurah.  However, those stations have just been relocated; they 
have just been shifted around. 

Mr D.A. Templeman:  The Mandurah station has not been relocated. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  The old fire station used to be on Pinjarra Road. 

Mr D.A. Templeman:  But that wasn’t a 24-hour station. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  No, but it was still a fire station as such. 

Mr D.A. Templeman:  But our station is a 24-hour station, so it is a new 24-hour station. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  We will argue about that later.  The point I am trying to make is that the deckchairs have 
been reshuffled.  There has been no expansive increase in the number or capacity of fire stations.  We know what 
has happened in the past 20 years.  Perth has grown exponentially.  There is a huge catchment area, because 
people have spread out all over the place.  Irrespective of what the minister has been advised, response times 
have increased. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Give me some data, because the data does not show that. 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  I will get that to the minister, but I just highlight the issue now.  I would like fire and 
emergency services to be given a bit more sunshine than they have been given for many years. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Your policy now is to spend more money on services? 

Mr M.J. COWPER:  I am saying that we should review how those facilities are looked at.  I am just stating the 
facts.  There are plenty of new stations, but no additional stations have been built; they have just been relocated.  
The appliances and the numbers have all been shuffled around.  The Hester fire station is a joke.  There are black 
spots in the northern suburbs that have turnouts of about 20 minutes.  The station is open only during daylight 
hours; it is closed at night.  The people who live in that area must rely on the Joondalup station to cover their 
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area.  Currently, the fire station consists of some transportable dongas.  Some money needs to be spent on it 
quickly. 

In my remaining minute, I will refer to industrial relations.  The $1.5 million that has been given to the unions is 
a tangible example of a blatant waste of money.  The High Court challenge is destined to fail and will prove a 
further waste of money.  I know that will be a point of contention for members opposite, but I am sure that that 
will prove to be the case.  The reason I have mentioned the many things in my electorate that have not been 
attended to is that all the oxygen in the budget has been sucked up by the debt-free railway line.  A significant 
number of industrial problems have arisen with the construction of the rail line, and that has caused the cost 
blow-outs and is subsequently causing significant problems in other areas of the budget.  Lastly, I refer to 
compensation for people in commercial areas on the railway line. 

Question put and passed.  

Bill [Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No. 1) 2006] read a second time. 

Pursuant to standing order 222, bill and estimates referred to Estimates Committees A and B. 
 


