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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 1) 2003 
Third Reading 

Resumed from 10 June. 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [12.26 pm]:  I will draw a couple of items to the attention of the House.  The 
first is similar to an issue on which I commented last night when discussing the Stamp Amendment (Budget) 
Bill.  The information gleaned from the budget and the estimates committee hearings disclosed that very little if 
anything is being done for seniors in the State of Western Australia.  It is disgraceful for this Government to treat 
seniors in that way.  Very little was provided in many other areas, including youth.  We know that the 
Department for Community Development’s youth budget has been cut.  We are told that we will get child 
protection officers and they will safeguard children from being sexually and physically abused, but unfortunately 
that has not happened yet, and according to my information it appears the Government does not have sufficient 
child protection officers - 

Ms S.M. McHale:  There are 110 applications. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is interesting that the Minister for Community Development has just said there are 110 
applications.  When were the findings of the Gordon inquiry handed down?  Was it two weeks ago?  No; it was 
months and months ago.  It has taken that long to advertise the positions and get applications.  I wonder how 
long it will take to process those applications.  This Government promised lots of things as part of its budgetary 
process; the spin doctors went out and made media announcements on television and radio and in the 
newspapers.  It all sounds good, but time after time it is the same announcement.  The Premier is very good at re-
announcing the same thing three or four times, but the people of Western Australia will not be fooled - they 
know when they are being conned.  This budget contains no vision.  There is no vision for tourism, which is my 
shadow portfolio area, and that is probably because we have only a part-time minister in that area.  That is not 
his fault.  The Minister for Tourism must also concentrate on other major portfolio areas, so it is often left to the 
parliamentary secretary to deal with tourism issues.  That is not good enough.  Tourism represents $4.2 billion of 
this State’s economy; it also generates over 80 000 jobs in this State.  This Government gives very little 
significance to tourism.  What a foolish attitude that is to have to one of the greatest employers in this State.  As I 
said, tourism employs 80 000 people in this State.  That is why the Liberal Party now has a dedicated shadow 
Minister for Tourism.  We realise the tremendous importance of tourism to the economy of Western Australia 
and therefore the need to have a dedicated shadow tourism minister.  I am pleased and proud to announce that I 
am the Opposition’s dedicated shadow Minister for Tourism.   

Mr P.G. Pendal:  Are you very dedicated?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am extremely dedicated.   

I want to share some pretty hot news with the House.  I have become aware of a press release.  It is a report on 
the mid-term of a Government.  I will not quote the media release verbatim, because that is not appropriate.  
However, I will paraphrase it and share the important parts of it with members.  The start of this press release 
criticises the Premier as being tired and boring, as is his Government.  It says that with few achievements to 
speak of after two years in office, the Premier has chosen once again to attack the Opposition by harking back to 
previous days, and that he is rooted in the past.  It says that people want to hear his vision for the future, not his 
analysis of the past.  It states -  

Clearly, he has no vision, he has no future. 

The Premier is right when he says responsible Government is paramount, but I would not call breaking 
promises, raising taxes and ignoring all principles of accountability the hallmarks of a responsible 
Government.   

Mr M.P. Murray:  Who wrote that?    

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will tell the member in a moment.  It is a pretty damning statement.  The press release 
says that if the Premier were truly responsible, he would have sacked his Attorney General after two years of 
maladministration and he would have kept his budget promises not to raise taxes.  Other significant points made 
in the press release include - 

People in the South West have every right to feel cheated by this Government.  Its environmental 
promises have been exposed as nothing more than a tissue of lies.    

The last paragraph is pertinent.  It states -  
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Broken promises are fast becoming a hallmark of this dishonest administration.   

Goodness gracious me, what a dreadful press release.  Kieran Murphy wrote it.  He is the Premier’s personal 
spin doctor.  How pertinent that is today.  He did not write it on behalf of the Premier.  He could not do that, 
could he?  That would sound terrible.  It was written on behalf of Hon Jim McGinty.  I know there are factional 
problems within the Labor Party, but this is taking it too far!  I am concerned.  Everything in this press release is 
pertinent to what is happening today.  It was not written yesterday.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Why does the member not read out the part of the last paragraph that he did not read?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Which part was that?   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  You edited the last paragraph.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I did not edit anything.  I said I would not quote the press release verbatim because it is not 
appropriate to quote verbatim from a press release in this House.  A member can paraphrase and use certain 
quotations from a press release or any other written document.  I would not want to offend the House by quoting 
a press release verbatim.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  You certainly wouldn’t want to quote the words “Court Government”, would you?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I thought it was more appropriate to quote the significant points of this press release that 
are so appropriate to today’s Government and this Premier.  The Treasurer and the Leader of the House are 
sitting there thinking to themselves, “Goodness gracious me.”  They were looking very worried when I read the 
press release because they thought someone was criticising the Premier and the Government.  Someone was.  
The point I am making -  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  Who was?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Kieran Murphy.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  What is the date of the press release?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I will come to that.  The point is that everything that was said in this press release is 
absolutely relevant as if it were issued today.  All those points -  

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Are there any comments in the press release about the then multicultural and ethnic affairs 
minister?  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  None at all.  I have not told members what date it was issued.  It was a mid-term report of 
the Government.  Talk about hypocrisy!  This is what Kieran Murphy wrote on behalf of Hon Jim McGinty, the 
then state Labor leader.    

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  How long have you had this interest in ancient history?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  This press release came across my desk this morning and I thought it was appropriate.   

Mr E.S. Ripper:  Next year you will work on 1998’s papers.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Members who make these types of comments when in Opposition must ensure they do not 
apply to them when they are in government.  That is the point I am making today.  How true those words ring in 
relation to the present Government, the State’s finances and the Premier’s promise to be open and accountable.  
All those broken promises apply to this Government.  I am very saddened.  I do not like criticising people.  I 
have a very large heart and a generous nature.  I like to take people at face value and hope that they are good and 
decent people.  In the main, they are.  However, I find it absolutely and totally hypocritical that only a few years 
ago Kieran Murphy and Hon Jim McGinty, who was the state leader of the Labor Party at the time, gave this 
mid-term report on the then Government.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You have not told us the year.  Was it 1994 or 1995?   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister should look through the old press releases in his office.  I wanted to share this 
with the House today because it is appropriate.  How visionary it was of Kieran Murphy to realise that this 
speech could have been written some years ago for today’s Government.  This is exactly the type of criticism 
that anybody can level at this Government in so many ways with regard to broken election promises and 
financial mismanagement.  Anybody could have brought down the budget that the Treasurer brought down.  As I 
said last night, if people in business want to increase their profit margin and bottom line, which is equal to a 
budget surplus, they have only to increase their prices.  That would be okay if there were no competition; they 
would get away with it.  In open competition people would go bankrupt because customers would not buy stock 
that was far too expensive.  The same applies to the Government’s management; when there is a controlled 
customer base - the people of Western Australia - of course a budget surplus can be achieved.  Governments 
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need only to increase taxes.  Any fool could do that.  As I said last night, a monkey could do that.  When taxes 
are increased, people have no choice but to pay them.  They are not offered a choice.  There is no competition.  
Increased taxes and charges will cover any budget shortfall.   

The Treasurer has shown no vision with this budget, unlike the federal Treasurer who decreased taxes and 
extended expenditure on services to the people of Australia.  That was vision.  What has this Government done?  
It has increased taxes and charges. Children are being abused in this State because there are not enough child 
protection officers and the Government is not prepared to appoint a child commissioner.  That is just one area.  
There are so many areas in which this Government has fallen short of providing good, visionary, accountable 
government.  It has totally mismanaged state debt, which has blown out by more than $1 billion in the 
Government’s first two years of office.  I predict that by the end of its only term in government, state debt will 
have increased to more than $2 billion.  

MR P.G. PENDAL (South Perth) [12.41 pm]:  I support the third reading of the Bill.  In doing so I will use this 
occasion to re-emphasise my belief that I have expressed in this place before to Governments of both 
persuasions; namely, some real progress must be made on the issue of suburban crime as a result of the budget.  
Like many members of this House, I took a strong interest in the funding allocation to the Police Service this 
year.  One of the reasons for that can be found in the notice of motion I gave in Parliament on 7 May, which 
effectively forms the basis of what I will say in the next few minutes.  A number of things have happened since I 
gave notice of that motion, which suggests that there is an even greater problem with crime than I first realised.  
Nonetheless, some real recognition has been shown by the police leadership, for the first time in my memory, 
that the problem of suburban crime and home burglary must be addressed more effectively than it has been 
addressed in the past.  

Members might recall that the burden of my notice of motion was to call on the Minister for Police to explain a 
number of things: firstly, why the Police Service has failed to make any serious impact on the high number of 
home burglaries given that the clean-up rates have averaged only 14 per cent in each of the past five years; 
secondly, why the Police Service has taken no special action to tackle the problem, especially given that in 2001-
02 approximately 34 000 or 85 per cent of home burglaries went unsolved; and, thirdly, why the Police Service 
does not acknowledge the connection between crimes investigated and crimes solved.  

In the light of a few things that have happened in the past few days, particularly a meeting I had with Assistant 
Commissioner Atherton on Monday, I will return to that issue in a few minutes.  Since I gave notice of that 
motion, the media has had access to a number of remarks made in this Chamber and subsequent figures that have 
emerged from the Australian Bureau of Statistics that have enabled the media and others to dub Perth the 
burglary capital of Australia.  Since then, my attention has been drawn to a survey commissioned in 2000 by the 
United Nations Inter-regional Criminal Justice Research Institute funded by the justice ministry in Holland.  As I 
recall, it was the third of its kind in the field of international analyses of criminal activities in 17 separate 
countries.  It made some very sobering reading in the context of the debate in Western Australia about the large 
number of unsolved home burglaries.  

Among the 17 advanced nations were England, Japan, Switzerland, Poland, Finland and the Netherlands.  The 
study revealed many things.  I invite members to read it when they have the opportunity.  It showed that 
Australia had the highest proportion of households in those 17 countries that had experienced home burglaries.  
If Australia has the highest level of burglaries in any of those 17 advanced nations and, based on ABS figures, if 
Perth can be declared the burglary capital of Australia, it stands to reason that, sadly, Perth’s ranking is worse 
than that.  Indeed, based on the figures I will read into the record from that report, it follows that Perth is the 
burglary capital of the globe.  

Australia experienced the highest proportion of households that had experienced burglaries, with seven per cent.  
The next country that comes anywhere near Australia’s figure is England with five per cent, followed by Canada, 
Denmark and Belgium, all with four per cent.  In that context alone, one could not be accused of trivialising 
suburban crime or beating it up, as the Opposition has sometimes been accused of doing, given that Australia’s 
record of the number of homes burgled stands very poorly at the top of the international tree.  The ABS figures 
allow us to observe that Western Australia’s figures are the worst in Australia.  However, the Government is 
prepared to confront the problem that successive Governments and the police leadership have been prepared to 
tolerate for a long time of clearance rates in the order of 14 per cent - in other words, 86 per cent of intruders get 
away scot-free.  Subsequent to that, publicity of criticism that was directed at the police leadership was 
summarised in the first three parts of the motion of which I gave notice on 7 May.  I tentatively hope that here 
comes the good news: I was asked to meet Mr Atherton, the Assistant Commissioner of Police, who some weeks 
ago was allocated special responsibilities by the Commissioner of Police, Mr Matthews.  Among those special 
responsibilities was that of getting on top of the problem of the abysmal rate of uncleared burglaries in Western 
Australia, in particular in the metropolitan area.  The meeting that I had with Mr Atherton was something like a 
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breath of fresh air.  He was the first to agree privately, as he had done publicly, that a 14 per cent clearance rate 
was inadequate.  He went further - I think this is the good news - and expressed the view that the new protocols 
for tackling the burglary rate in Western Australia will include police visits to crime scenes where forced entry 
has occurred.  That is a real, new benchmark.   

The police leadership has simply refused to adopt that stance by Mr Atherton at any time in the past eight or 10 
years to my knowledge.  Police have expressed the view in the past that it was not necessary to send an officer to 
the scene of burglaries.  Something of that sentiment was expressed in a story in The West Australian some 
weeks ago, subsequent to some remarks that I made about Mr Matthews; in other words, some police were still 
continuing the pretence that police officers did not have to attend a crime scene.  It was so much so that part (c) 
of my motion asked the minister to explain why the Police Service does not acknowledge the nexus between 
crimes investigated and crimes solved.  Having challenged the view that had been adopted for years, it was a 
breath of fresh air to hear Mr Atherton say to me on Monday that the attitude would change.  It seemed to me 
that he was making an impossible commitment.  I do not suggest for one minute that he has committed himself 
to attending every burglary.  He went to some pains to point out to me that if somebody’s bicycle or piece of 
property is stolen because it was stored under the house or perhaps in an open garage, it is the fault of the 
householder for the lack of care, but where, in his words, there has been a forced entry into a home, a much 
greater police presence will be on the spot examining the scene of the crime.  He certainly expects to see a major 
turnaround. 

It is a signal moment when somebody of that seniority in the police force is prepared to make that concession.  I 
have heard directly from the mouths of the most senior people, including past commissioners, that rising 
burglary rates and low clearance rates are inevitable and that we must accept them as an inevitable part of a 
modern, prosperous, mobile community, and we can do nothing about them.  We have been told that is the price 
of living in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries.  The good thing is that Assistant Commissioner of Police 
Atherton has been prepared to draw a line in the sand and say that he does not accept that.  He puts before 
himself an enormous challenge because presumably he wants to see some concrete, finite results.  For the first 
time in a decade we have seen that level of commitment from somebody who has come into this jurisdiction in 
relatively recent years from another jurisdiction in which crime scenes are visited as a matter of course. 

I continue to be angered by the reticence of Governments and the Police Service to effectively tackle the home 
burglary rate by on-the-spot visits by police personnel, but I welcome a senior police officer for the first time 
acknowledging that the only way to get on top of the problem is by police familiarising themselves with most, if 
not all, of the crime scenes of forced entry.  I hope that the Government’s budget and the budget resources will 
result in a real turnaround in the next 12 months.  If they do not do that, as one member going into the next 
election, I will do everything in my power to place some scrutiny on the lack of outcome and by the same token 
be the first to acknowledge police efforts, if what Mr Atherton is about to do comes to fruition.  With those 
remarks, I support the Bill. 

MR M.F. BOARD (Murdoch) [12.56 pm]:  I concentrated on youth during my contribution to the budget debate 
in the second reading.  I want to concentrate now on how disappointed I am in the health budget this year, not so 
much in the allocation of funding but in the outcomes that the State should be receiving from the Department of 
Health and how, in the third year of the Gallop Government, we are yet to see any of the clinical reforms or 
changes that need to be put in place to deliver a better health system for the same dollars.  We have seen a figure 
that has been portrayed by this State Government as a record amount being put into public health.  It may be a 
larger amount than it was last year but, in reality, is that money going to clinical services and will it produce 
better, more appropriate and faster services for our community?  The answer is no.   

I believe that the Government has misled people and embellished its health budget by including in it a record 
funding level from the Commonwealth Government.  The record funding level is based on this Government not 
only matching those growth funds but also achieving some reporting mechanisms to the Commonwealth.  The 
Minister for Health, the Treasurer and the Premier have talked about the very large commitment to health, but 
the reality is that a large proportion - in fact the majority of the increase - is federally funded.  The minister has 
not been honest with the Parliament and the community about the size of the contribution in the budget and the 
increases to clinical reform.  We have seen incorporated in the budget the capital-user charge, superannuation 
amounts and a record amount from the federal Government.  The minister and the Treasurer know that they will 
not receive that record amount from the federal Government unless they are prepared to sign and match the 
conditions under the health care agreement.  The Government’s figure is basically fraudulent because it is not 
based on what the State could expect to receive from the federal Government, unless it is matched by the State.  
The outcomes for the community in this budget are going nowhere.  By his own admission the minister has 
appointed Professor Michael Reid, for whom I have great respect, to head a committee to examine reforms to 
stem the spiralling costs of public health in Western Australia, primarily to try to deliver better outcomes.  
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However, the minister has not told us that attendances at public hospitals in Western Australia during the past 
year have been declining.  Costs are going up and attendances are going down, yet emergency departments 
continue to be overcrowded, ambulance bypass occurs regularly and there is a bed shortage.  Overcrowding in 
hospitals, particularly in tertiary hospitals, is unprecedented in this State.  How does that equate with record 
levels of funding and good management in the health system?  It does not.  The reality is that the Commonwealth 
has initiated a number of reforms; for example, the 30 per cent rebate to private insurers.  Misleading 
information has been issued by the Government that the rebate has added pressure to the public hospital system; 
exactly the opposite is true.  The statistics in Australia indicate that the 30 per cent rebate has increased the 
number of people privately insured in Western Australia from about 46 per cent to nearly 60 per cent.  Western 
Australia has one of the highest numbers of privately insured people in the country.  The number of people who 
have sought private rather than public hospital assistance has increased dramatically.   

Through the estimates hearings and questions on notice I have been able to ascertain that thousands of people 
have come off the public waiting list for elective surgery and had their surgery done in private hospitals.  No 
thanks for that are due to the Government.  That is due not to any initiative by the Government, but as a direct 
result of an increase in the number of people who have private health insurance.  The Government has not told 
the community about that initiative that has had a huge impact on the public health system in Western Australia.   

The Government released information on the shortage of health professionals in Western Australia.  What has 
the State Government done about that?  It put together a very expensive campaign to recruit nurses back into the 
system.  The attrition rate of nurses in the public hospital system is unprecedented.  Day after day the minister 
stands in this place and gloats about the Government’s public campaign and the number of recruits coming into 
the system; however, he does not tell us about the net increase in the number of nurses because it is paltry and 
does not match the rhetoric and press releases on the so-called campaigns.  Those campaigns are just public 
relations exercises to tell the community that the Government is doing something when, in reality, it has failed to 
have any dramatic effect, or even a minimal effect, on the nurse population.  That is the reason for the bed 
shortage in a number of hospitals, not because there are no beds.  The problem faced by the minister is that he 
cannot provide the backup services required for those beds. 

This minister has failed totally in this budget to include any plan for the future.  There is no direction to the 
community or any light at the end of the tunnel for a way forward.  The Government is pinning its hopes on 
Professor Reid from Canberra to come up with a magical solution; it is pinning its hopes on expertise from 
outside this State.  That is an indictment on this Government’s achievements in the past two and a half years.  It 
is clear evidence that the promises the Government made to the community at the last state election have no 
substance.  There is no plan, no commitment to change and no structure to bring about that change. 

I do not need to be an expert from Canberra to know that in Western Australia the biggest issue facing the health 
system is the concentration of services in tertiary hospitals, as a result of which the Government is unable to 
provide enough services to people closer to their home, whether they be secondary, clinical or general 
practitioner services.  There is much that the State could have done about that in the past two and a half years.  
However, in the budget there is only finger pointing at Canberra, at the federal minister, at the health care 
agreement, at problems with Medicare and at problems with GP training.  There are no state government 
initiatives in the budget to deal with the same issues with which every State in Australia has had to deal.  Other 
States - particularly New South Wales, Victoria and to some degree Queensland - have worked with the 
Commonwealth to bring about initiatives to alleviate a number of those issues.  This State is at least two and a 
half years behind that program, and that is because of the lack of leadership and direction in this area.  The 
Government had no plan to start with and now, two and a half years later, the budget states that a rescue mission 
will come from Canberra to assist the Government. 

An analysis of the budget will indicate that there are no new measures to alleviate the problems in tertiary 
hospitals, the bed shortages or the ambulance bypasses.  I regret to tell the Parliament that there is not one 
initiative in the whole budget to indicate that those problems will be resolved.  The budget is basically a recipe 
for more of the same.  A recipe for the same is a recipe for not only failure, but also a declining service delivery 
to the community.  That is the biggest problem in the health budget.   

Those living in country areas face difficulties not experienced in the city.  Another outstanding problem reflected 
in the budget is the fact that the Government will continue to regionalise community services.  It has 
disfranchised the community from decision making in health care.  It has taken the community out of the 
equation in the knowledge, as outlined in the original health Bill, that the community in many country towns 
plays a significant role in the development of health services; that has been the tradition in health care around 
this country in the past century.  The Government has taken the community out of the health system and in doing 
so has removed it from the momentum of input, particularly in raising funds and supporting public health.  That 
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is a tragedy.  It has started a reversal in volunteering, which has been associated with public health in hospitals 
and ambulance services.  People in country towns regard their public hospital as an icon.  Volunteers in country 
towns are involved in decision making in their hospital and are partly responsible for the direction of services 
back to their community.  The minister and the bureaucrats who have enforced these naive changes have failed 
to acknowledge that a hospital in a country town plays a greater role than the role of delivering health care.  It is 
the reason that people come to town, it is the reason they live in the town, it is a trainer for a range of services 
and it is an employer of a range of occupations.  It is a central body through which a town can show its 
prosperity and through which it can provide services not only to the elderly, because it is becoming more 
important for the ageing population to stay in the town, but also to younger people.  One of the biggest crimes in 
the budget is that the Government continues to withdraw services from country towns and to centralise services 
in regional areas under the guise of greater safety and control.  The Government does not state the truth that it is 
using a leaner funding model for country areas.  It claims to be providing more safety and a higher range of 
services, but in reality it is delivering fewer services close to home.   

The Liberal Opposition is disappointed that the budget does not truly reflect contributions to the budget, 
particularly by the Commonwealth, and does not contain a plan for the change in direction for which the State is 
screaming out.  It is a budget that unfortunately is going nowhere.  This time next year, unless a miracle happens, 
we will be saying the same things.   

MR J.L. BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [1.11 pm]:  Alcoa Wagerup has been a major problem in my 
electorate since 1996.  Unfortunately, it is an issue that will not go away.  Alcoa has tried to do the right thing by 
spending a claimed $30 million-plus to correct the problem in the Yarloop area close to the Wagerup site, but the 
problem remains.  People in Hamel, south of Waroona, are also affected.  Before 1996, Alcoa was held in high 
esteem in the area as a leader in environmental management and for the way it looked after its workers and other 
such things.  The Wagerup operation started in 1984.  The liquor burning plant was commissioned in 1996, and 
the good relationship has gone downhill since.  Alcoa bought properties from those who wanted to leave the 
area, and this has had a marked effect on Yarloop and the people living there.  Many people did not want to 
leave, but capitulated and moved on because of grave health fears and the awful smell from the Alcoa plant from 
time to time.  A core group remains.  Some people living outside the designated area from which Alcoa bought 
properties are stuck in the situation.  Some would like to sell up and move on, but Alcoa will not come to the 
party.   

The Yarloop Primary School population has reduced from 120 to 76 or 78 students.  A different type of person 
has moved into the area.  Many of the houses Alcoa bought have been rented out, and up to 50 per cent of 
students at Yarloop Primary School are from single-parent families.  It is very different from the situation a few 
years ago.  Many students have learning difficulties.  Yarloop has been affected dramatically and businesses 
have suffered fairly substantially.  It is a sad state of affairs.   

An interesting event occurred on Monday night.  An advertisement appeared in the newspaper last week 
indicating that Professor D’Arcy Holman, the chairman of the medical practitioners forum, was coming to town 
for a meeting on Monday evening.  Interestingly, I ran into someone at lunchtime on the day of the meeting who 
said that the Minister for Health was coming to the meeting.  I saw that person again later that day and he 
indicated that the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection and the Minister for State Development 
were also coming down to Yarloop.  I will overlook the ignorance the ministers showed in not informing the 
local member because I am over it now - ministers in this Government rarely let me know they are coming to my 
electorate.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You were informed, although not in a timely way.   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  What does the minister mean? 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  People in my office rang you, I understand.   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  The minister’s officers never called me.  I did not get one phone call or one piece of 
paper indicating the minister was coming to my electorate.  I cannot ring my secretary right now as she is not in 
my office today.  I certainly did not receive any information.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  It is standard practice in my office to inform local members.  If it didn’t inform you, I will 
apologise.   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  I did not get an inkling that the minister was coming to the meeting.  I was at my office 
until well after five o’clock on the Monday.  I went for a walk around town because I went to the Rotary club for 
a while.  I did not get one call.  Does the minister think that receiving notification at three o’clock or four o’clock 
in the afternoon on the day of the meeting is satisfactory?  I did not get that notification anyway.  Members 
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opposite would have known a week or two prior to the meeting that they were attending.  Not to have the 
courtesy to let me know is appalling, but I am over it.  Few ministers let me know.  The Premier rocked up to my 
electorate last year and turned up for lunch at Stirling’s Cottage.  I was there.  I could see the look on his face as 
he walked through the door: “Oh, oh - a bit of a stuff up here!”  He did not receive good publicity from that trip.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  What was he doing there?   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  He came for a photo opportunity at the Harvey Dam, but he had the wrong dam.  The 
water from Stirling Dam, not Harvey Dam, comes to Perth.  The Premier got bad publicity because his visit 
confused the locals who take irrigation water from Harvey Dam.  They panicked, thinking the Premier would 
take that water to Perth.  It was bad judgment on the Premier’s part.  Even the Premier does not inform me when 
he is coming to town.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  I do not want to take a point of order, but this third reading speech must relate to the budget.  

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  It does.  Ministers spent money coming to Yarloop on Monday night.  Does that not 
come from the budget? 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Unless it comes from cash in one of those drawers.  

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  I will come to that. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  It would be good for members to take on board the comment of the Leader of the 
House and address the third reading stage in an appropriate way.  Time is precious, member for Murray-
Wellington.  

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  It is.  I want to get a few things off my chest.  Government members came down to make 
a slick presentation that sounded good.  When the Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection was 
introduced by Professor D’Arcy Holman, not one person clapped, which is unusual for country people.  After the 
slick presentation, not one person clapped.  The Yarloop community is in despair at the effects of the Alcoa 
operation.  It is important to keep Alcoa in production, but it must keep emissions within its boundaries so 
people outside those boundaries are not affected.  The slick presentation stated that studies will be carried out 
and a chair of environment will be set up at one of the universities in Western Australia.  As I said at the end of 
the presentation, all the Government need do is stop the emissions from Alcoa affecting those in the community.  
Everybody would then be happy.  It would not be necessary to have more studies, a special nurse in Yarloop or 
various planning strategies.  A return to pre-1996 is needed when everybody was happy with one another.  Many 
people are totally disillusioned and unhappy about how their lifestyles have been affected.  We had close-knit 
families in Yarloop with brothers, sisters and mothers living in the town, but family members have now scattered 
all over Western Australia because of the effects of Alcoa’s operation.  They were happy living in Yarloop.  
Many were born in Yarloop and had built new houses there and wanted to stay, but they capitulated in the end.   

It is very important that we apply more pressure on Alcoa to get the situation right.  It is no good doing slick 
presentations and saying that there will be more studies and one-on-one consultations with the people about their 
health.  The people in the Yarloop area want the emissions to stop.  I attempted to point this out to the ministers 
on Monday night.  I am still trying to work out why they suddenly came to Yarloop; I am sure that the visit had 
not been planned for long.  Many mining companies are upset by what is going on with Alcoa because they feel 
that the situation reflects badly on the mining industry.  Perhaps the mining industry has pushed Alcoa to fix the 
problem.  The problem will not be fixed with further discussions, studies and reviews.  We have been trying to 
get action for many years.  It is interesting that the 2001 medical practitioners forum, which was chaired by 
Professor D’Arcy Holman, released a report that stated that people had become sick from the emissions at 
Alcoa’s Wagerup plant.  It could not identify what was causing the illness, but it stated that there was definitely a 
relationship.  A range of recommendations were made in that report.  However, virtually nothing has been done 
since that time.  People who are sick can now visit the nurse who has been placed in Yarloop.  Big deal.  That 
does not solve the problem.  It does not stop people from selling up and moving away, which has had a dramatic 
effect on Yarloop.  This situation is sad.  When Alcoa spent $30 million trying to address the problem we all had 
our fingers crossed.  One of the things it did was to erect higher smokestacks.  The community was asked what it 
thought about the higher stacks.  In response to a letter that was written to me, I stated that higher stacks would 
distribute the crap instead of keeping it concentrated around Wagerup.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Member for Murray-Wellington, you must bring your comments back in line with 
the third reading of the budget.   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  My comments relate to the budget, because the Government has failed to fulfil its role of 
policing the Western Australian environment.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The third reading stage is not about what you wish to see in the budget.   
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Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  I am not talking about what I wish for; I am talking about what the Government should 
be doing.  The Government’s role is to protect the environment and the health of the people of Western 
Australia.  The Minister for Consumer and Employment Protection and representatives from the Departments of 
Health and Environmental Protection spent taxpayers’ money to visit Yarloop.  I am not sure why they did that, 
because they did not achieve anything.  I did not see the ABC news item, but from what I can gather it was not 
too flattering.  I intend to look at it today.  Perhaps they thought that their jolly, slick presentation would win the 
hearts of the people of Yarloop.  It did not.  The people of Yarloop want the emissions to stop affecting their 
lives.  It is unfortunate that many people have now moved.  When I talked to Alcoa I was told that everything 
was sweet again.  I was referred to graphs that showed that the level of complaints had dropped off.  The level of 
complaints has dropped off because more than half the residents of that area have left.  It is a sad state of affairs.  
I hope that the Ministers for Consumer and Employment Protection, Health, and State Development fulfil their 
roles as protectors of the people of Western Australia.  Not one of those ministers said anything about Alcoa 
being responsible for its emissions -  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  That is not true.   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  I did not hear one word from any of the ministers -  

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  You should have been listening.   

Mr J.L. BRADSHAW:  I was listening from the front row; I could not help but listen.  I did not hear one word 
about the Government fixing the problems that are emanating from the Alcoa plant.  It is all well and good to say 
that the people are living within the parameters that have been set by the Department of Environmental 
Protection.  That explanation washes thinly because a cocktail of chemicals is affecting the people who live near 
the plant.  I know that Peter Skitmore from the DEP was present.  Unfortunately I could not make last night’s 
meeting, which discussed the review of the tests at Wagerup.  We have been told that new guidelines will be put 
in place because the tests undertaken by Alcoa were not up to standard.  We are sick of hearing this.  For the first 
few years everybody said that no harm was being caused because the Alcoa plant was operating within the 
emission limitations set by the Department of Environmental Protection.  This is a major issue.  It is about time 
that the Government did something serious about this problem, rather than conducting more studies and 
implementing more rules and regulations that do not seem to work.  The Government must get on with it and 
protect the lives and wellbeing of the people in the Yarloop-Hamel area.   

Question put and passed.   

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.   
 


