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ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL 
Motion 

HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [10.16 am]: I move — 
That this house condemns the Liberal–National government for its failure to honour its 2008 election 
promise to transform Royal Perth Hospital into a 400-bed trauma facility with a new emergency 
department and a new west wing. 

I congratulate Hon Sue Ellery for doing what the government promised it would do at the 2008 state election, but 
never delivered on; that is, introduce a Royal Perth Hospital protection bill. We need to take a step back and 
remember the history of hospitals in Western Australia. They were a basket case, to be quite frank, when Labor 
came to government in 2001. There had been no long-term planning; there was a mishmash about where beds 
were located; there was no coordinated long-term plan or vision for health care in Western Australia. The 
Labor Party employed Mick Reid, a former New South Wales public servant, to come over here and develop 
a framework for the future of health care in Western Australia. Unlike some of the plans that this government 
has made in other areas, that plan has predominantly stood the test of time. It still underpins the framework that 
this government, of an opposite political persuasion, has pursued. 

I will just go through a bit about that plan. It proposed that we needed to move more beds closer to where people 
live. It also identified that we needed to have more secondary beds, rather than tertiary beds that are very 
expensive to run and manage. Anyone who has followed the national efficient price would understand some of 
the issues we faced in health care in Western Australia because of that mishmash, and the plan was always going 
to take time to implement. The plan proposed Fiona Stanley Hospital as a new tertiary hospital in the south of the 
metropolitan area, with Fremantle Hospital effectively being relocated there. It proposed that Sir Charles 
Gairdner Hospital would be the central tertiary hospital, and that eventually the Joondalup Health Campus would 
become a tertiary hospital in the northern suburbs of Perth. 

One of the great myths presented by the Liberal Party prior to the 2008 election was the argument that Labor was 
going to close Royal Perth Hospital. From memory, it was previously a 700-bed hospital, and the argument was 
that we needed to reduce it in size. I want to make it clear that, under the Reid plan—Labor’s plan—it was 
always envisaged that Royal Perth Hospital would maintain an emergency department in the central business 
district of Perth, but it proposed a reduction in the number of beds. As a member for North Metropolitan Region, 
representing the people of both the Perth and Joondalup electorates, I know that what was proposed was 
a hospital not dissimilar to what was at Joondalup at the time that these plans were put in place. The 
Liberal Party then went to the election in 2008 and completely misrepresented our position. Its election 
documents in one breath stated that Labor was going to close Royal Perth Hospital and then in the next admitted 
that there would still be an emergency department of around 200 beds at that hospital. As I say, that is not 
dissimilar in size to what was then at Joondalup Health Campus. But the Liberal Party went further and promised 
that it would have a major redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital. It is worth putting on the record what was in 
the policy statement from 2008 regarding the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill, and I am more than happy to 
give it to members. The document states — 

Labor plans to scale back health and hospital services at the RPH site … 

What the Liberal Party does not tell people is that it scaled back Royal Perth Hospital. It is not the size it was 
when this document was released. It was a 700-bed hospital; it is now a 450-bed hospital. Further, the document 
continues — 

A Liberal Government will transform RPH into a 400-bed trauma facility with a new emergency 
department and a new west wing. 

A Liberal Government will also move immediately to protect the long term future of the Royal Perth 
Hospital by introducing into Parliament the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill. 

The Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill will ensure that RPH will be retained as a tertiary hospital. 

Passage of this Bill will ensure that no future government will be able to close RPH as a tertiary 
hospital without seeking the express consent of the Parliament. 

The government never achieved the passage of that bill. It never even brought the bill on for debate to allow its 
passage. We are sitting here today with the opposition having to do that promised work for the government. As 
I said, the government promised an initial $20 million to get on with the planning and design as part of that 
policy back in 2008. Of course, very little was done in that regard over the first four years of the 
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Barnett government. We can move forward to the 2013 state election campaign in which the government talked 
about its plans for the future. The Liberal Party health policy from the 2013 election states — 

In addition, $22million of an estimated $180million redevelopment cost has been allocated to begin the 
process of planning and business case development for the future Royal Perth Hospital. 

That is what the Liberal Party told us it would do in 2008. We get to 2013 and the Liberal Party said it had 
$22 million of $180 million and that it was put in the budget that it went to the 2013 election with. The money 
was sitting there, but, of course, not long after the election, like with many things, despite there being nothing 
at the time, the government made a change from what was in the Pre-election Financial Projections 
Statement, despite the warnings that had been put in those pre-election financial statements by Treasury. In 
the 2013–14 budget there was $180 million, with $4 million, $4 million, $9 million and $50 million spread 
over the forward estimates period. What did we see in the Government Mid-year Financial Projections 
Statement for the financial year 2013–14, not long after the state election? Vamoosh—it disappeared! It 
disappeared from the budget papers and a line in the Government Mid-year Financial Projections Statement 
states — 

Additional infrastructure spending has been partly offset by a reprioritisation of WA Health’s Asset 
Investment Program, which has removed the Royal Perth Hospital and Graylands Hospital 
redevelopment projects, and reduced expenditure on the Medical Equipment Replacement Program … 

The government took out of the budget the money to upgrade Royal Perth Hospital. What a disgrace. The 
government added another $8 million under planning in that same midyear projection. The document states the 
following — 

A total of $8 million … is to be spent on planning for Royal Perth Hospital to enable the development 
of a site master plan and a robust business case to identify the investment that is required for the 
reconfiguration and redevelopment of the Royal Perth Hospital, and to ensure that the facility remains 
fit for purpose. 

They are very important words acknowledging that there needs to be a redevelopment to ensure that the facility 
remains fit for purpose. That was in the 2013–14 Government Mid-year Financial Projections Statement. It 
continues by stating that the planning process will be led by the Office of Strategic Projects. The government 
took the money to do anything out of the budget, but it left in $8 million to do the actual planning on what was 
required for the future—that is, to do what the government said it would do in 2008 after the 2013 election. 
Interestingly, on 15 May 2014 the Australian Medical Association put its neck on the line for this government. 
The government might complain about the way the AMA responds, but when we know the way that the AMA 
has supported this government and been let down, misled and taken for a ride, we can understand why the AMA 
might be a little upset with the Liberal Party in Western Australia. It is because the AMA has been misled, as 
have the people of WA. An article from the ABC news website headed “Royal Perth Hospital funding: Doctors 
confident of redeveloped despite $8 million allocated” states — 

The … (AMA) says it is confident a planned redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital will go ahead 
despite little funding for the project being allocated in the state budget. 

I am sure that the Minister for Health and others were wandering down to the AMA offices on Stirling Highway 
and saying, “Don’t worry, it will be alright. We’ve got the $8 million. We’ll just get the planning done and then 
will fix the problem. You can rest assured we’re going to do it.” The AMA clearly believed it. The article went 
on to state — 

The redevelopment was a $550 million Liberal Party pre-election promise in 2008, but the Government 
has since opted for a refurbishment. 
Just $8 million was allocated to the project in last week’s budget. 
The State Opposition questioned the project’s future but Health Minister Kim Hames said it remained 
on the Government’s agenda and they were committed to the plan. 
The AMA’s Dr Richard Choong said he was satisfied with the minister’s pledge. 

He put his head on the line because he trusted the Minister for Health at that time. Why would he not have? If 
Dr Hames gave him a commitment, he would have thought that Dr Hames was telling the truth—doctor to 
doctor—and, of course, that $8 million was put into the budget. If people are starting to get giddy, they will get 
giddier by the time we have finished going through the history of this government’s approach. In the 2015–16 
Budget Statements the government stated the following — 

• The Royal Perth Hospital … will be retained as an inner city hospital. The RPH continues to 
provide an extensive range of tertiary and secondary clinical healthcare and is the State’s major 
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adult trauma unit. Additional funds have been provided in the 2015–16 Budget resulting in a total 
allocation of $19 million for infrastructure enhancement and operations maintenance for the RPH. 

The government went from $8 million to $19 million in the 2015–16 budget. Certainly, within that $19 million 
there was enough money to buy the big blue sign stating, “Stage 1 of the redevelopment is underway.” I wonder 
when we get to what is in that redevelopment whether anyone will actually notice. In the 2015–16 budget 
$19.371 million was allocated for the stage 1 redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital. Of course, on 14 May 
2015, around the time of the budget, an article on PerthNow stated the following — 

ROYAL Perth Hospital will get a $19 million facelift and retain its title as the state’s premier trauma 
hospital. 

Remember that term “trauma hospital”, because I will come back to that. The article continues — 
The Barnett Government promised $500 million ahead of the 2008 election for the redevelopment of 
RPH. 
But in 2013, then-Treasurer Troy Buswell announced funding set aside for RPH had been 
“reprioritised” to pay for information technology at Fiona Stanley Hospital and “transitioning” to 
Perth Children’s Hospital. 

Again, one would suggest that the government had a problem—a blowout—that it should have known about. 
The government should not tell us that it knows how to do good planning. I return to the PerthNow article, which 
reads — 

In December, PerthNow revealed a 2013 report had found hundreds of risks and structural problems at 
the hospital, including 133 in need of “immediate” attention. 

I wonder whether whoever is speaking on behalf of the government can give us an ironclad assurance that those 
133 items in need of immediate attention have had it. Will that member stand and say, “Yes; absolutely they’ve 
been provided for”? It is interesting to note that the Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations 
and, I think, members of this house have sought copies of the strategic asset plan of the health department that 
should outline all the needs at Royal Perth Hospital, yet, to date, the government hides it and refuses to provide 
it. We have previously had them provided by Main Roads Western Australia; why would the government want 
to hide its long-term planning for the infrastructure needs at our hospital? It is because there are black holes 
sitting there and issues that clearly need to be fixed at Royal Perth and probably other hospitals, and the 
government does not want to come out and admit it has failed. It has not only let people down by not meeting its 
commitments to reprioritise, but also is not doing the basic work to make sure that hospital is safe. 
I now want to whizz through to the 2016–17 budget. Do members remember the $19.371 million I spoke about 
in last year’s budget? Suddenly, it is only $17 million in this year’s budget. That is another $2 million that has 
gone whoosh! It would not be in a helicopter taking off from the top of Royal Perth Hospital! We are now down 
to $17 million. What will $17 million get us? It is a disgrace. It is not a substantial redevelopment; it is the 
ongoing maintenance we would expect in any hospital. It is paying for things like central cooling towers, the 
replacement of emergency generators—things that are the day-to-day bread and butter of an asset management 
program in a hospital—and the replacement of componentry that fits with those, and mechanical and electrical 
high-risk fire services. That is the sort of work that will be done. The government is bringing in new food 
trollies, already in use in other hospitals, with the ability to heat and cool food. That is the government’s 
redevelopment stage 1—to bring into Royal Perth food trolleys already in other hospitals! What a disgrace! The 
government calls them “re-thermalisation systems”; I call them “heating and cooling systems”. I think that is 
what the public would call them. 
But the scariest thing that the government does not tell, as pointed out by the head of the health department at the 
recent estimates hearing, is that there are other areas that the health department believes are high priority and it hopes 
will be funded in the next tranche of upgrades at Royal Perth Hospital. The health department knows there are things 
to do just to keep it as an operating hospital, without even going to the redevelopment stage that is not even in the 
budget. They are budget black holes. They are Barnett government black holes that leave people waiting. 
Last week we found out what one of the black holes that has not been funded is: it is the capacity for helicopters 
to land, in the future, on the helipad on top of Royal Perth Hospital. It is supposed to be the state trauma centre, 
which deals with people who have car accidents. Where do most car accidents occur? They occur in regional 
Western Australia. How will they get to the hospital—by ambulance or by helicopter? That is what the 
helicopters do: they bring people in from remote accidents to the state major trauma centre. The helicopters will 
not be able to land there because there is no money to upgrade the helipad. The government cannot even commit 
to maintaining the hospital as a state major trauma centre. This is the absolute dishonesty of the 
Barnett government. We look at the government’s commitment to Royal Perth Hospital and see the government 
taking away that money, and yesterday we saw the government taking away money for the Metro Area Express 
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light rail too. What does the government hate about the people who live in the electorates of Mount Lawley, 
Morley, Perth, Balcatta, Girrawheen, Wanneroo, Maylands, Bassendean and Mirrabooka? Is it because they are 
where the working people of the state live? Is that why the government hates them and is treating them with such 
contempt that it continually lies to them about what it is going to do, promises them things and then takes them 
away immediately after elections? MAX has gone, as has the Royal Perth Hospital redevelopment, and the same 
people are affected by this government’s plans. 
The proposition I put today is that the one thing I suspect may be sitting at the back of the government’s mind in 
all this is that its long-term plan for Royal Perth Hospital is privatisation. It knows it cannot do that at the 
moment, because of the failure of privatisation at Fiona Stanley Hospital; it has been such a debacle. We know 
the government’s colleagues, the federal Liberals, want to see the health system of Australia privatised from 
Medicare down. I wonder whether half of what is underlying all this is that the state government never intended 
to spend $180 million; it was always planned to be about privatisation. But we have had the failure of 
privatisation at Midland Public Hospital, where people cannot get certain services, and the failure of privatisation 
at Fiona Stanley Hospital. Is that because in the internal workings of government, its plan was always to never 
have to find $180 million, and it was seeking to put it off the balance sheet by way of a privatisation plan for 
Royal Perth Hospital? Even the brains trust of the Liberal Party would know that now is not the time to make 
that announcement. Even the Liberal Party brains trust would know to not talk about privatisation of health 
services, with the problems of the federal Liberal Party and its plans. The federal Liberal Party has had to hide 
all its privatisation plans; maybe now the state government wants to do the same. 

The bottom line is that the people of Morley, Mt Lawley, Mirrabooka and Perth were given commitments by this 
government in 2008 that were repeated in 2013, and we have not even been provided a master plan and business 
case—the very starting point. When we go to the election next year, there will not even be a master plan or 
business case available because the money is not there. We would become giddy trying to follow the money 
trails and the ups and downs, but the bottom line is that the money there is for basic maintenance only, not 
planning. 

HON HELEN MORTON (East Metropolitan) [10.36 am]: Here we go again with the irresponsible, irrational 
and hypocritical “condemnitis” from the Labor Party. What an opposition! It is irrational because it is unable to 
recognise the changing circumstances and the need for health planning to respond to those changes. This 
opposition is still fixated on what was the case eight years ago, and has not been able to recognise the changes 
taking place in health and in particular at Royal Perth Hospital. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon Liz Behjat): Order! This is a time-limited debate. The mover of the motion 
was heard in silence from the other side of the chamber; I think maybe we could afford the same courtesy to the 
member speaking now. Hon Helen Morton has the call. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: This is what we call static planning—people who cannot move with the times. It is 
irresponsible that Labor pays no heed to the need to prioritise spending and no heed to taking greater financial 
control. The west wing redevelopment was costed at about $650 million, and at the same time we were 
prioritising services for building hospitals at Midland, Albany and other places. The opposition is ridiculous 
because while demanding that the government rein in spending, it is saying, “But you must spend; but you must 
spend.” It is hypocritical to the nth degree, because only yesterday we heard Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson saying, 
“Follow advice you get from the advisers”—in that case it was about Perth Stadium—yet Hon Ken Travers 
quoted the Reid review that categorically stated that Royal Perth Hospital had to go. 

Hon Ken Travers: You didn’t take that advice. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I know; of course we did not take that advice. But the opposition cannot have it both 
ways: either we take the advice all the time, which is what Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson was saying, or we do not 
take the advice. We get the advice and make a decision. 

It is pure political opportunism again, with the opposition condemning the government for responsive health 
planning, planning that has momentum and fluidity, and prioritising and spending control. This is the same old 
Labor, the same old hypocrites and the same old losers who love being in opposition, who love not having any 
care, who love having no responsibility and who have no need to make any difficult decisions. This is an 
opposition that just loves opposing for the sake of opposing, regardless of how ridiculous it is in doing that. If 
the opposition is looking for a scare campaign, let us bring it on. 

I will talk about the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill to start with. This piece of legislation has three 
component parts. The hospital cannot be closed, yet only one party ever talked about wanting to close it, and that 
was Jim McGinty. The only reason the Labor Party said that it would not close it but would scale it down is that 
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two or three weeks before the 2008 election, it understood that the community was not going to vote for it 
because it wanted to close Royal Perth Hospital. Kim Hames saved that hospital. Let us not have any doubt 
about that at all. The opposition wants to protect itself against itself. That is what its legislation will do. It wants 
to introduce legislation to protect itself from itself, just in case a Labor government wants to close the hospital 
again. So why would it not have the same position on every hospital? Why is there not a protection bill for 
Swan District Hospital? No; it was changed to the Midland Public Hospital. Why is there not a protection bill for 
Pingelly Hospital? It is closing and it is changing. Services cannot change. There you go. The name must stay. 
Who wants to change the name? Oh my God; why do we need such an urgent piece of legislation in this house? 

Point of Order 
Hon SUE ELLERY: In listening to the member’s remarks, I note she is addressing the particular clauses in the 
bill that has just been second read into the house. That second reading debate will occur in due course. We are 
now debating the motion before the house about an election promise that referred to a number of very specific 
things. 

The PRESIDENT: I hear the point of order. It is in order for any member to canvass some broad issues, but, 
ultimately, they have to come back to the actual wording of the motion in this form; otherwise, a general debate 
could swallow up all the time and the motion before the house would not be addressed. I am sure that the 
member on her feet has had an opportunity to put some general points of view and will now address the motion. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Yes, I have some general points of view about Royal Perth Hospital, because it is the 
hospital we are talking about. The name of this hospital must remain. Nobody wants to change its name, other 
than perhaps the Labor Party. Royal Perth has a great state, national and international reputation. No-one has any 
idea why anybody would even consider changing that name, except the Labor Party. I think to myself: why 
would we not want to put in place legislation to protect the name of the University of Western Australia, for 
example? 
The PRESIDENT: Order! I think you might have made your point on that. Now I expect to hear some 
comments in relation to the 400-bed trauma facility, a new emergency department and a west wing, because they 
are the words in the motion. 
Hon HELEN MORTON: The real benefit of protecting Royal Perth Hospital, and also its trauma services, is 
the establishment of the East Metropolitan Health Service. This has been carved out of the North Metropolitan 
Health Service and the South Metropolitan Health Service. It is really to say that the East Metropolitan Health 
Service is back in business. Royal Perth is the only tertiary hospital in the east and is, of course, the major 
trauma centre for the whole of Western Australia. The administrative aspect of the East Metropolitan Health 
Service is located in Royal Perth Hospital. This has given the people of the East Metropolitan Region a better 
guarantee for the continuation of Royal Perth and its trauma services. Who did this? The Liberal government, 
Kim Hames as the minister, the Premier and the Liberal members of the East Metropolitan Region did this. 
I worked in that hospital on a number of occasions. I have a lot of history and connection with the hospital. My 
father, my husband and my daughter-in-law have been there a few times as patients, and my daughter and my 
daughter-in-law worked there. There is a lot of involvement in this hospital. This is a great hospital and should 
not need legislation to protect it from Labor. It has a great reputation, as I said, both nationally and 
internationally. 
On the comments that are now being made about why we need to go further with this, I say that the future of 
Royal Perth Hospital is solid. There is no problem with it. It is a substantial hospital with a range of services. 
I heard Hon Ken Travers make some comment about it being a 450-bed hospital but, as I think he suggested, 
they are not all for trauma. We cannot have a trauma hospital if we do not have the other services that sit behind 
it; otherwise, people would be referred out of the trauma hospital for specialist medical or other services. 
Eighty per cent of the state’s trauma cases come to Royal Perth Hospital. More than 5 000 trauma patients are 
admitted annually and more than 500 of those patients are classed as major trauma. Why anybody would even 
suggest that this hospital is not likely to continue to be the state’s trauma centre is beyond anybody’s 
imagination, except those who want to run a scare campaign during a state election. That is what it is all about. 
The service at Royal Perth Hospital provides state-of-the-art multidisciplinary emergency trauma and critical 
care for patients suffering complex injuries, in conjunction with those services that sit behind them, such as 
spinal, plastics, orthopaedic and neurological services. The quality of care at that hospital has been recognised 
with formal level 1 trauma verification from the Royal Australasian College of Surgeons. There is no doubt that 
this is the major trauma centre in Western Australia, and it will remain as such. Why opposition members would 
even want to consider otherwise is beyond anybody’s consideration other than theirs. 
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The Liberal government has made capital investments in Royal Perth Hospital of over $50 million since 2008, so 
members should not come in here and rabbit on about the little $19 000 here and the $8 million there et cetera. 
There has been $50 million of investment, which includes an expansion of the emergency department in 2012 to 
provide an additional 12 beds. In the current budget, as the member indicated, an allocation of $17 million has 
been made over two years to address some of the priority capital infrastructure works. Let me tell members what 
some of that $50 million has gone towards and they can tell me whether they think this government has 
a commitment to this hospital. 
Hon Sue Ellery interjected. 
Hon HELEN MORTON: I know they do not because they want to run a silly old scare campaign about it, as 
they normally do. 
I will list the expansion and redevelopment services that are valued at more than $1 million. They include over 
$1.3 million for the redevelopment and expansion of the breast assessment clinic; over $4 million for 
Royal Perth Hospital holding to enable works to ensure the safety and quality of services and maintain the 
hospital as fit for purpose, and that includes a range of unit services; $5.9 million for the emergency department 
expansion; over $1.2 million for the refurbishment of cardiology and catheterisation lab and echo machines; and 
$2.4 million for refurbishment of the medical oncology department. 

Point of Order 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: Can I ask the member to identify the document she is quoting from? 
The PRESIDENT: The request has been made to identify the document you are quoting from. 
Hon HELEN MORTON: This was prepared for my speech today in Parliament. It is a document that has come 
to me from the Department of Health and it is confidential. 
The PRESIDENT: The member has identified the document; carry on. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon HELEN MORTON: There was also $1.7 million for new air conditioning for two operating theatres. I just 
want to go back to the $4.6 million for the plastics clinic’s relocation. The Royal Perth Hospital plastics 
outpatient clinic and the plastics dressing clinic were relocated to a purpose-designed clinic located on level 5 of 
the Goderich Street block. So that people understand, the Goderich Street block is part of the west wing. The 
refurbishment of the medical oncology department cost $2.5 million, $4.2 million went to the ambulatory 
surgery centre and $19 million has been located in this year’s budget for a range of items that are to be upgraded. 
Hon Kim Hames, the previous Minister for Health, made it absolutely clear in his statements in the other place 
that Royal Perth Hospital would be retained as a tertiary hospital. That is not in question; that is not in doubt. He 
also made clear that constructing a new building on the north side of the hospital or a major refurbishment to the 
existing hospital was something that he was committed to. He stated — 

There was $180 million in the budget, but that was removed about a year and a half ago now, in 
a previous budget, when we needed those funds for other things. 

Hon Kim Hames never, ever shied away from that reprioritisation of funding. He said — 
We would love to be able to provide that upgrade to the hospital, but in the current financial 
circumstances it is just not possible. It remains a keen desire of the government and me for the future. 

I reiterate that, at the time, the cost of the west wing redevelopment was $650 million. That is not something that 
could have been brought into this budget. 
Hon Sue Ellery: What time was that? What date did you get the $600 million figure? 
Hon HELEN MORTON: I do not know; I do not have that with me right now. This is the information. 
Dr Kim Hames went on to say — 

Yes, it remains a keen desire, and it is something I would very much like to do, but as the person who 
made that commitment I have to accept that we just do not currently have the financial capacity to do it. 
I am sure the people working at Royal Perth Hospital will be particularly happy with the $19 million — 

As well as the $50 million of redevelopment that has already taken place — 
which addresses some core failings in the hospital system identified in a recent study. That was the 
amount recommended as being required to fix these core problems with the hospital infrastructure, and 
that will be undertaken. 
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I again say that this is a ridiculous scare campaign that Labor is trying to bring on in advance of the state 
government election. If Labor is looking for a scare campaign, the same as Shorten’s false Medicare scare 
campaign, I say: bring it on! 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon HELEN MORTON: Thank you, Mr President. The scare campaign is truly why Labor cannot be trusted to 
keep Royal Perth Hospital open, to keep it fully functional and to maintain its reputation, by name and by 
service, as the major trauma service for Western Australia. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, members! It is not permissible to drown out a member, particularly in a time-limited 
debate. 
Hon HELEN MORTON: Thank you, Mr President. I will just finish off. I was also sitting in the estimates 
hearings. Hon Ken Travers knows very well that helicopters will be able to land there in the future. The 
Civil Aviation Safety Authority has put in place some additional requirements, which will be addressed, but in 
the meantime there is absolutely no problem whatsoever with helicopters bringing patients to Royal Perth 
Hospital and that hospital remaining Western Australia’s major trauma centre. 
HON AMBER-JADE SANDERSON (East Metropolitan) [10.54 am]: I rise to support the motion moved by 
Hon Ken Travers that this house condemns the Liberal–National government for its failure to honour its 2008 
election promise to transform Royal Perth Hospital into a 400-bed trauma facility with a new emergency 
department and a new west wing. The previous speaker failed to address any of the points in the motion, and 
certainly about the new emergency department and a new west wing. They were clearly parts of the promise. If 
we look at the history of this issue, we find that it is a lesson in the Liberal Party’s broken promises playbook. 
I am not sure whether this is the mother of all broken promises, but it is pretty close. If Metro Area Express is 
not the mother of all broken promises — 
Hon Ken Travers: There are so many candidates. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: I know. 
Hon Samantha Rowe: It’s hard to pick one. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: It is hard to pick one. For me, MAX is probably slightly ahead of this one 
as the mother of all broken promises. This is the cousin of all broken promises. There is no doubt that in 2008 
a number of seats fell — 
Hon Nick Goiran: There will be no carbon tax under the government that I lead. 
Hon Ken Travers: We’re glad to hear that from you, Nick! 
The PRESIDENT: Order, members! Let us try to give the members on their feet the opportunity to make their 
own comments in their own time. I know that they appreciate some help occasionally, but I do not think it is 
really asked for in this case. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Thank you, Mr President. I have been mistaken for a previous 
Prime Minister. Hon Nick Goiran overstates my authority. 
Labor went to the 2008 election with a position of locating hospitals where the people were, in line with the 
Reid report. At that election, the Liberal Party came out and promised $508 million to redevelop Royal Perth 
Hospital. Its promise was to not only keep Royal Perth Hospital open, but also redevelop it. There is no doubt 
that the Liberal Party won a number of seats based on that promise. I would say that Mount Lawley and Morley 
were two of those seats where that campaign hit hard. That is why the Liberal Party did it; there is no doubt 
about it. 
Hon Helen Morton: Morley has gone on and become stronger under Ian Britza. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Mr President! 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Let the member make her own comments. I am sure she welcomes assistance, but in 
this case I am sure she has her own ideas, too. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Thank you, Mr President. As part of that promise, the government 
introduced the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill in 2008. It sat on the books and eventually passed the lower 
house. In 2012 the bill was introduced into the Council and then Parliament was prorogued, so that bill lapsed. In 
2013 Labor introduced the identical bill as a private member’s bill. It was second read and passed the lower 
house, so you voted for the bill. You have already voted for the bill. Then it was read in this house. 
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Hon Nick Goiran: With all due respect, we have not had a vote on this bill whatsoever. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: The other place voted on the bill. 
Hon Nick Goiran: So don’t say “you”, then. Understand the difference between the two chambers. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Let us give the member on her feet the opportunity to make her own comments. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: The member’s Liberal Party colleagues voted for that bill in the other 
place. 
We have seen the scale of the promise shrink over the years. It has gone from a $508 million redevelopment to 
now be called a keen desire. It is not a promise. It is not a fully funded and fully costed promise; it is a keen 
desire on behalf of the government. That certainly indicates a backing away from that promise. The kinds of 
infrastructure and support that is needed to maintain that hospital makes it a hugely costly exercise, which is 
obviously recognised by this government—it realised that it could not do it all, so it wound it right back. What 
we have left is $19 million in the budget, as rightly identified by Hon Ken Travers. Helicopters can currently 
land at the hospital, but under new regulations by CASA, they will not be able to. The hospital will need 
$7 million for a new helipad for those helicopters to land to send patients to the trauma centre. There is no point 
having a trauma centre if it does not have a helipad — 
Hon Helen Morton: It has got a helipad. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: A functional helipad. In a state that has such a broad regional area, it is 
absolutely critical. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Across-chamber conversations that drown out a member are out of order in a debate 
like this, particularly as the time for each member is restricted. Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson. 
Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Thank you, Mr President. Treasurer Mike Nahan stated — 

… the government understood the critical nature of this infrastructure and, as part of the Budget 
process, the Health Department was requested to prepare a business case. 
“Engineering and feasibility work needs to be undertaken to ensure the helipad can receive heavier 
helicopters, including military aircraft, as part of the upgrade, which is not due until at least 
mid-2018,” … 

But there is absolutely no money in the budget for it and there is no certainty that the trauma centre will continue 
without that helipad—no certainty at all. 

The Barnett government originally stated that it would spend $200 million on redevelopment but it has simply 
undertaken patch-up jobs and repairs. A number of items listed by the previous speaker are spin and rhetoric, 
designed to make ongoing maintenance and repairs look like a redevelopment, but it is not a redevelopment, 
which is what was promised. That is what this motion is about; it is about the broken promises of this 
government. To pass off trolleys as redevelopment is an insult to the intelligence of the Western Australian 
public, and the people living in those seats who rely on Royal Perth Hospital will, without a doubt, show 
members at the next election what they think of the government’s broken promises. The hospital is struggling 
and it has suffered staffing cuts under this government. The example that I gave yesterday in my response to the 
budget about the 90-year-old patient with Alzheimer’s disease who had to wait four days for surgery to her 
fractured leg was a patient at RPH. Hon Helen Morton’s response to that was, “Well, it was only a hairline 
fracture.” If it was my grandmother in a trolley — 

Hon Helen Morton: What? 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: That is what Hon Helen Morton said. Check Hansard. It is exactly what 
she said. 

Hon Nick Goiran: Are you sure it was exactly what she said? 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Yes. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, members! If members feel aggrieved or that they have been misrepresented, there are 
provisions in the standing orders. Otherwise, you cannot do it by just trying to drown out a member on their feet. 

Hon AMBER-JADE SANDERSON: Thank you, Mr President. In March this year, the previous Minister for 
Health, obviously with one eye on the upcoming budget and realising there would not be significant funds for 
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RPH, started playing down any hope for the redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital. An article in 
The West Australian states — 

Outgoing Health Minister Kim Hames has played down hopes that Royal Perth Hospital could be 
allocated money for an upgrade in the final State Budget before he steps down. 

Even the previous health minister gave up. Clearly, this government has no appetite to follow through on its 
promise to the people of the north east metropolitan region that it will redevelop Royal Perth Hospital. This is 
not about just maintaining the hospital; this is about its redevelopment, which is the promise that the government 
made. 

At the end of last year we saw a rejigging of the geographic boundaries of the health service. We have an 
East Metropolitan Health Service, which is a good thing, because it always was a bit strange to have north and 
south both covered by the east metropolitan area. Having the East Metropolitan Health Service is a good thing, 
notwithstanding the fact that I do not support more layers of bureaucracy in the health service. In another article, 
the former Minister for Health went to on claim — 

“With Royal Perth Hospital part of the East Metropolitan Health Service, Perth’s eastern suburbs will 
have a service which covers every health need resulting in better managed coordination and integration 
of clinical services, ensuring more efficient service delivery and budgeting between the hospitals,” 

Nothing has changed other than the geographic boundaries within which the administration of that hospital 
operates. It still has not been subject to any major redevelopment or refurbishment, which was the government’s 
promise; therefore, nothing has changed, other than those administrative boundaries. 

Late last year we saw a damning report, at the government’s own request, into cancer services at Royal Perth 
Hospital. Undertaken by the independent WA Cancer Taskforce, the report was called for by the Department of 
Health to assess the major realignment of services from Fremantle and Royal Perth Hospitals. It does not make 
for pretty reading. The report, in brief, outlines — 

• Closure of oncology services at RPH, particularly, caused “poor access to patient records”, 
“numerous clinical incidents” and the resignations of senior doctors because of unsustainable 
workload. 

• “Anecdotal reports of patients fearing their cancer outcome has been adversely affected.” 

• “Very worrying” blowout in waiting times for diagnoses and treatments including: wait times for 
breast lump removals increasing from six weeks to up to six months; wait times for colonoscopies 
for people who had screened positive for bowel cancer from 30 days to up to four months; wait 
times for a prostate clinic rising from three weeks to three months. …  

• Abolition of specialist cancer nurses in the move to Fiona Stanley “resulted in a dysfunctional 
approach to cancer care”. 

• Colorectal and lung cancer clinics at FHS, … experiencing “extreme stress” because of this lack of 
senior nurses … 

This is the report the government asked for. This does not in any way indicate a commitment to services at 
Royal Perth Hospital. 
HON ALANNA CLOHESY (East Metropolitan) [11.05 am]: I welcome the opportunity to stand and talk on 
this important motion today, which states — 

That this house condemns the Liberal–National government for its failure to honour its 2008 election 
promise to transform Royal Perth Hospital into a 400-bed trauma facility with a new emergency 
department and a new west wing. 

It is an important motion, because it is important to get clear, on the record, the number of times this government 
has misled the people of the East Metropolitan Region, in particular the people in the electorates of 
Mount Lawley and Perth. It goes back a really long way, but particularly back to the 2008 election, when we saw 
nothing but a scare campaign by the Liberal Party, particularly in the electorates of Mount Lawley and Perth, 
where there were signs stating that the government was presumably going to save Royal Perth Hospital. But save 
it from what? Leading journalist and commentator Peter Kennedy said that the signs were displayed prominently 
by the Liberal Party at polling booths for the electorates of Perth and Mount Lawley at the last state election. He 
went on to state — 

The inference from the message was that RPH was doomed under Labor, which wasn’t quite right but 
there was enough doubt in voters’ minds for Mr Sutherland to squeak home, … 
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That is what the signs were about. All they were about was misleading the people of the electorates of Perth and 
Mount Lawley in a very cynical exercise to try to get a new member elected. The Liberal Party promised 
$508 million for Royal Perth in 2008. Has Royal Perth seen that $508 million? No, Royal Perth has not, because 
all we have seen in the ensuing years is budget mismanagement and more misleading comments. We have seen 
some plans, but those plans have been changed. In fact, it reminds me of that conjurer’s trick of “now you see it, 
now you don’t”. There is an item under one of three cups. The conjurer moves the cups around and we lift a cup 
up. Where has the money gone? Oh, it is gone! We move the cups around again to try to find the money and lift 
up a cup. Where is the money? Again, it is gone. Each time, with each budget, this government promises money 
for the redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital and what do we see? We see budget cuts. Let me explain. In 
2009–10, $2.8 million was made available for interim modifications in the budget and $2.5 million for planning. 
Remember, this is when the Liberal Party promised $508 million for the hospital’s redevelopment. However, in 
the budget papers, all we saw was $2.8 million for interim modifications and $2.5 million for planning. We do 
not see $508 million, as was promised.  
What planning was undertaken in 2009–10? We are not entirely sure because it did not really happen and there is 
still no redevelopment. In the budget for 2009–10, $2.8 million was allocated for interim modifications. In fact 
that was for standard maintenance for Royal Perth Hospital. At the same time we saw funding axed from 
Royal Perth Hospital. In 2009–10, 450 staff were axed from Royal Perth Hospital to meet ongoing budget cuts. 
On the one hand the government promised $508 million, and on the other hand 450 staff were axed from Royal 
Perth Hospital. Why? To meet ongoing budget cuts. That was on top of 200 surgical and clinical jobs that had 
already been axed from Royal Perth Hospital. Is that a commitment to Royal Perth Hospital? No; hardly. It is not 
a commitment to a 400-bed trauma facility with a new emergency department and a new west wing; it is staff 
cuts. Let me just go back to the original promise of $508 million. That happened in 2009–10 — 
Hon Nick Goiran: Where were you? 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I was living in Mt Lawley in 2009–10. Was that what the member was asking me? 
Hon Jim Chown: I did not ask anything but I am happy with the explanation! 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: No? Okay. I understand what was promised to the people in the electorate of 
Mount Lawley in 2009–10. As I said, the member for Mount Lawley, Michael Sutherland, promised $2.8 million 
for modifications and $2.5 million for planning; modifications that were for the ordinary maintenance of the 
hospital, and no planning whatsoever. If there had been planning, we would have seen the outcome of that 
planning. Instead, there was nothing, zip, nada. That happened in 2008–09. We then move on to — 
Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I missed that, member. What was that? 
The PRESIDENT: It was an unruly interjection. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: An unruly interjection; thank you. 
We then move on to 2014–15, if I can find my notes. 
Hon Jim Chown: The member has three minutes so she will find them. 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I beg your pardon. How much was promised in 2014–15 and what did we see? 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 
Hon ALANNA CLOHESY: I have not finished my speech and I have found my notes, thank you. I need 
extensive notes because of how many times the budget has changed and how many promises have been made to 
the people of the electorate of Mount Lawley, of Perth and of Western Australia, about a new trauma centre. 
I need extensive notes because none of those promises have been met. Figure after figure and dollar after dollar 
has been promised and none have been met, which is why I need extensive notes. All of that happened in 2009–
10. In 2012–13, $22 million was allocated for the planning of stage 1 of the development of Royal Perth 
Hospital. Again, Michael Sutherland, member for Mount Lawley, trumpeted that to the people of Mt Lawley. 
What did they see? Nothing. That $22 million disappeared. During estimates committee I asked what that 
$22 million was for, but of course I could not get a very clear answer. Again, that money disappeared. As I said, 
it is like a disappearing performance. 
In the 2013–14 state budget, $180 million was allocated over three years. Where has that money gone? What 
happened to that money? It has completely disappeared into a vacuum and nothing has been seen of the 
redevelopment. In 2014–15, that $180 million disappeared and was replaced with $8 million for stage 1 of the 
redevelopment. What redevelopment occurred? None whatsoever. In the 2014–15 budget, $19 million appeared 
for the redevelopment. The $8 million was not spent but $19 million appeared. The budget indicated that it was 
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for redevelopment, with expenditure in 2015–16. Michael Sutherland told the Mount Lawley electorate that it 
was for ongoing maintenance. Even members inside the government did not know what the money was for, 
where it was going, where it was coming from and how it would be expended. Michael Sutherland told the 
Mount Lawley electorate that it was for ongoing maintenance; the minister said it was for redevelopment. We 
have seen nothing. 
Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Any member has the opportunity to make a contribution in this debate. I am picking 
from only the members who rise in their places. 
HON SUE ELLERY (South Metropolitan — Leader of the Opposition) [11.16 am]: The government has 
told us that it has an extensive legislative program for the rest of the year. I encourage the Leader of the 
Government in the Legislative Council to rely more on Hon Helen Morton to be the lead speaker on some of that 
legislation because, every now and then if my members need a bit of motivation that something is wrong with 
people on the other side and this Barnett government, Hon Helen Morton can always be relied upon to motivate 
them — 
Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Can I once again bring to Hon Nick Goiran’s attention that he just had the 
opportunity to stand and make a contribution but did not. Another member is on their feet, so he has to give them 
the opportunity to make their contribution. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Perhaps we could have a duo. If the government wants to get the legislation through for 
the rest of the year, perhaps it could rely on Hon Helen Morton and Hon Nick Goiran, and then I guarantee that 
none of it will get through. 
Let us turn back to the motion at hand. First things first, the promise made by the government in 2008 to 
significantly redevelop Royal Perth Hospital was reiterated during the course of its first term and again before 
the 2013 state election. We heard in the contribution from Hon Helen Morton that the costing of only the west 
wing redevelopment came to some $600 million. Of course, this government told us in 2013—indeed with 
a beautiful looking wax stamp on all of its material—that all of its promises were fully funded and fully costed. 
The promise that it could do the whole redevelopment for some $200 million has just been revealed as the 
untruth that it was because Hon Helen Morton said that when the government did the costing—which clearly it 
did not do before the 2013 election—it needed $200 million when in fact it needed a $600 million contribution 
for the west wing. That promise of 2013 that everything was fully funded and fully costed has yet again been 
shown to be completely baseless. This government said anything it thought it needed to say to get re-elected in 
2013, and that will come home to roost in 2017. 
Let us turn to the debate just last week in the estimates committee. I asked questions during estimates about what 
I termed the “mythical” redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital. I am referring to the uncorrected transcript from 
the hearings on 16 June 2016. 
Hon Jim Chown: Is this similar to the mythical Albany Hospital that Labor was going to do? 
Hon SUE ELLERY: I look forward to when Hon Jim Chown stands and makes his mythical speech! 
Hon Jim Chown interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! Does Hon Jim Chown wish to make a contribution? If you do, this member has seven 
minutes left and there are 12 minutes remaining in this debate. There is a small opportunity for you later, but not 
through interjections. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: I referred to it in the estimates committee hearing as the mythical redevelopment of 
Royal Perth Hospital. I was asking the government to confirm that it was indeed committed to the 
“redevelopment”—I specifically use that word—of Royal Perth Hospital. The words the government kept 
using—that is, Hon Donna Faragher, who was representing the Minister for Health and indeed the director 
general of Health—was that the government was committed to “retaining” Royal Perth Hospital and not 
redeveloping Royal Perth Hospital. 
Hon Nick Goiran: How many times did they use that? 
Hon SUE ELLERY: I have not counted, Hon Nick Goiran, but I know that the member really likes to check 
every word I say in Hansard, so I can refer the member to page 5 of the uncorrected transcript from the first 
session on Thursday, 16 June 2016. The member can count them himself if that is what he wants to ascertain. 
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Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: I know Hon Nick Goiran will. I look forward to his contribution about what I have to say 
every single time. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon SUE ELLERY: I was trying to make the point that the weasel words continue from this government about 
Royal Perth Hospital. Although I was trying to get the government to commit and repeat the commitment it 
made to the people of Western Australia about a serious and significant redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital, 
all it would talk about was retaining the hospital and then it gave a list of some of the works that came to the — 
Several members interjected. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: When both Hon Nick Goiran and Hon Helen Morton interject at the same time, I cannot 
hear either of them. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! I think a couple of members, particularly on the government back benches, have just 
about exhausted their supply of interruptions during this debate. Let us hear from the member on her feet. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Throw them out, Mr President. 
The PRESIDENT: Do not provoke them. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Provoke you or provoke them? 
The PRESIDENT: No, I will not interject. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: You might be tempted to throw them out, which would work for me. 
I was trying to make the point that from that estimates committee hearing we could ascertain that it was nowhere 
near the $200 million that this government promised the people of Western Australia. A sign out the front of the 
hospital went up after the 2015–16 budget was handed down and it states “RPH Redevelopment Stage 1 
Commitment by Government of Western Australia—$19 million”. I am happy to table a picture of that sign at 
the conclusion of my comments. It has a list of what it describes as key infrastructure enhancements. 
Hon Helen Morton: That is what the review said it needed. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: When the member is ready. 
Those key infrastructure enhancements include: lift upgrades and modernisation; central cooling tower replacement 
for air conditioning; chiller replacement for air conditioning, central steam boilers replacement; emergency 
generator replacement and additions; electrical switchboard upgrades; patient ward fire safety upgrades; and acute 
care unit ward enhancements. The last one, which is my favourite, is patient catering food delivery system 
upgrades. I will come back and talk about what that means in a minute. All those things are important pieces of 
work and are essential to maintaining a set of buildings that are very old. All those are essential pieces of work that 
need to be done to any hospital. I do not dispute that that work needs to be done and I commend the government for 
doing it, but in no way does that $19 million worth of patch-up jobs constitute a $200 million major and significant 
redevelopment of Royal Perth Hospital. That is what the government promised. 
Hon Helen Morton: Do not forget the $50 million. 

Hon SUE ELLERY: We cannot see that $50 million in the budget papers. If the member shows me where that 
$50 million is in the budget papers, we will have a chat about that. 
We have seen $19 million worth of work, which I think is admirable work, but it needs to be done to a collection 
of, in some parts, very old buildings. It does not constitute a significant redevelopment. I wanted to touch on the 
last bit of what is on that sign out the front of the hospital and that is the patient catering food delivery system 
upgrades. For anybody who watches that show on the ABC, Utopia, I reckon the scriptwriters of Utopia would 
be really interested in what we might unpack that expression “patient catering food delivery system upgrades” to 
mean. Patient catering food delivery system is a trolley. It is very important to have trolleys to move food around 
the hospitals and I do not downplay the value of trolleys to transport food around the hospitals at all. I can 
understand how over time language changes when we are describing the particular bits of equipment that we use, 
but it seems to me extraordinary that we need to use five words to describe a trolley. 
When I asked about the upgrades to the patient catering food delivery system, I was told that they were very 
important and they were around thermalisation. We might ask ourselves what “thermalisation” means. It is related 
to temperature and it is about cooling and warming. We have trolleys that can warm and cool our food as it is 
moved around the hospital. That is very important. I do not underestimate their importance at all, but I think we 

 [12] 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 23 June 2016] 

 p3935b-3948a 
Hon Ken Travers; Hon Helen Morton; Hon Sue Ellery; President; Hon Amber-Jade Sanderson; Hon Alanna 

Clohesy 

could probably call them something that had the word “trolley” in it. That would have been a smarter way to go if 
we wanted people to understand what the food delivery system upgrade is. It is about getting a form of trolley in 
which food can be heated and cooled as required as it is moved around the hospital. It is very important. 
Hon Helen Morton: And safety. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: It is absolutely very important for food safety. 
Hon Helen Morton: Especially if you are eating it. 
Hon SUE ELLERY: Indeed. When I was a patient in Royal Perth Hospital, I enjoyed the turkey pasta bake that 
I had as my first meal after three days of not eating because I had to have surgery. That is a very important piece 
of information, but I think we could be a bit more realistic about what we are talking. We are talking about 
trolleys that can heat and cool food. Let us not over-exaggerate what we are talking about, which is what the 
government has done here. It promised the people of Western Australia a $200 million redevelopment of 
Royal Perth Hospital. That is not what it has delivered. It has delivered a series of upgrades to ageing building 
infrastructure, which does not constitute the same thing at all. 
HON KEN TRAVERS (North Metropolitan) [11.29 am] — in reply: I think two interesting things came out 
of the debate this morning. One is that only a backbencher stood and responded on behalf of the government. 
Only one member from the government was prepared to defend the government’s record. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order, members! 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: The second thing that came out of the debate this morning is that it is now clear that the 
government has no commitment to honouring its 2008 and 2011 election promises to redevelop Royal Perth 
Hospital. A third thing that has come out of the debate this morning is that the fully funded, fully costed plan at 
the last election was, like so many of the government’s election commitments, completely wrong. It was not 
fully funded and it was not fully costed. Another thing that came out of the debate this morning is that the 
minister wants to claim what the government has done down at Royal Perth Hospital, but when we ask her to 
identify the document, she says it is confidential. I challenge the minister — 
Hon Helen Morton: Are you referring to me as a minister again? That is very good of you to refer to me as 
a minister, but I am just the humble backbencher. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: I challenge the former minister to table that document and put it on the record. 
Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! It is impossible for Hansard to record any of the last 30 seconds of that except as 
general noise. I would be surprised if they can make any more sense of it than that; I could not. Give the member 
on their feet the opportunity to make their comments. 
Hon KEN TRAVERS: I challenge the member to table the document that she was reading from today with the 
list of what the government has done at Royal Perth Hospital. I challenge her to do that. The third thing was that 
the government claimed to have a fully funded, fully costed promise and it clearly did not. In fact, I think I might 
run a book with my colleagues to see whether they can find a major “fully funded, fully costed” promise at the 
last election that actually was fully funded and fully costed. 
The fourth thing that came out of the debate this morning was that members opposite tell us not to live in the 
past, and then want to live in the past themselves by misleading us about what the position was back in 2008, but 
they do not want to talk about their failure over the past eight years to complete — 

Hon Nick Goiran interjected. 

Hon KEN TRAVERS: The fifth thing that came out of this morning’s debate is that Hon Nick Goiran wants to 
interject, but will not get to his feet. That is a very important thing. If he has so much to say, he should have got 
to his feet and made a contribution to the debate. 

What number are we up to? The sixth thing that came out of the debate this morning is that the government did 
not reject my proposition that its real plan is to privatise Royal Perth Hospital. There was not a single skerrick of 
a denial of that claim. Clearly, it is part of the Liberal government agenda. The Liberals, federal and state, have 
a plan for a privatised health system in the model of America that will cost the state and the people more. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 
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Hon KEN TRAVERS: Members opposite had the opportunity to stand up and deny that, but now they want to 
do it by interjection. Not one of them got up there and said, “That’s wrong; we are committed to a public health 
system; we love the way that Labor has built the Australian health system, with universal access underpinning 
it.” We know that the federal Liberals and the state Liberals have one plan for health, and that is to privatise it. 
They do not have a plan to redevelop Royal Perth Hospital, unless it is through a privatisation of that hospital. 
That is the biggest and clearest thing that has come out of this morning’s debate—a combination of broken 
promises and a secret plan. I want to hear from members opposite why they hate the people of Morley, the 
people of the Mount Lawley electorate, and the people of the Mirrabooka and Perth electorates. Why? 

Motion lapsed, pursuant to standing orders. 

Point of Order 

Hon HELEN MORTON: Mr President, I seek your clarification. During debate on that motion, I was asked to 
table a document. I would like to say that because I am not a minister and I was representing a government view 
of information that was given to me, I will need to seek permission to table that, because I think it is really good, 
relevant information.  

My second point of order is that, during that debate, reference was made to the fact that Hansard recorded an 
interjection that I made. I have now gone through the Hansard report from yesterday, and at no time is my name 
mentioned. The only interjection that refers to a hairline fracture is one made by Hon Ken Travers. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I would like whoever made the comment that I had said that it is only a hairline 
fracture to withdraw that comment. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! On the first point, you were only ever requested to identify the document, for a start. 
It is your prerogative whether you elect to table it now or at some later stage. 

On the second point, the member has sought the information from the uncorrected Hansard from yesterday, and 
has made the point that a comment she is referred to as making yesterday is not recorded in Hansard. I was not 
in the chair during that debate. I do not know whether that comment was made or not. The member has made the 
point that she actually did not make the comment; some other members say that she did. There is no way that 
I can prove that one way or the other. Therefore, in that case, there is no way I can enforce an apology from 
another member. I think the member, through debate, has made the point that she claims she did not say those 
words. Other members said that she did. Now, it is on the public record that that disagreement stands, and the 
matter, as far as I am concerned from the chair, rests there. 

Hon HELEN MORTON: I want to make a further clarification. The point that I was making is that members 
opposite said quite clearly that it is recorded in Hansard that I said this information about a hairline fracture. My 
concern is that it is not recorded in Hansard and therefore members opposite have misled the house in 
suggesting that it is recorded in Hansard, when in fact it is not. I am asking that members opposite withdraw the 
comment that it is recorded in Hansard that I said it. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Member, you are making that claim from an uncorrected Hansard. That is how 
Hansard is reported at the moment. Unless it is changed, there is nothing I can do about that from the chair. You 
have noted now that that statement is not recorded in the uncorrected Hansard. If any member who claims that 
wishes to clarify what they said, I will give them the opportunity, but at this stage we will not pursue it any 
further. 
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