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FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL — SERVICES PRIVATISATION 

312. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the minister’s stated intention to privatise hospital services at Fiona Stanley Hospital. 

(1) Is it true that the minister has let contracts of almost $1 million since November for consultants to 
advise on the privatisation of hospital services at Fiona Stanley Hospital? 

(2) Can the minister now assure the house that this will not be a repetition of the Court–Barnett 
government’s disaster when it paid Rohan Skea millions to advise on privatisation, including for 
privatising the Armadale–Kelmscott Memorial Hospital, for which there was no benefit to Western 
Australian taxpayers, and the government then gave Mr Skea free accommodation following his 
conviction and jailing on fraud charges? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 
(1)–(2) I do not know anything about the last component of the member’s question. I am pleased to answer the 

first component, which is in fact the only component that was a question and not a statement, about the 
contract for Fiona Stanley Hospital. The member for Kwinana may recall that only yesterday or the day 
before, during a speech I gave exposing the so-called evils about privatisation that members opposite 
have espoused, I was waving at the member details of the contract that the former government put in 
place for the public relations contract to privatise—to use that word—the community consultation and 
media services for the Fiona Stanley exercise that the former government was engaged in. That contract 
was worth more than $600 000 for a year and a half of work. A single component of the Fiona Stanley 
contract, which was put in place by the former government, cost more than $600 000. I have not 
interfered at all with whatever the former government put in place for that component of Fiona Stanley 
Hospital. 

Mr R.H. Cook: We are not talking about public relations; we are talking about privatisation. It is a big 
difference. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: The contracts refer to privatisation. I gave a commitment to the Liquor, Hospitality and 
Miscellaneous Union to make sure that we compared apples with apples when comparing the same job being 
done by the public sector and the private sector. It is a major contract and we will make sure that we do it 
properly. I do not have any huge philosophical bent for privatisation. I am happy to look at whatever is the best 
service. Sitting at the back of the chamber are some people who are doing work at a public hospital under a 
privatised contract that was put in place by the former government to provide high-quality X-ray services. That 
service was privatised in a number of hospitals and was put in place by the former government. If the member 
looks slightly to his right, he will see a wry smile on the face of the former Treasurer, who knows that is a fact 
and that the former government privatised the provision of a large number of services in our public hospitals. 
There is nothing wrong with that. Labor governments in not only Western Australia, but also throughout 
Australia have done that, as has the Labour government in the United Kingdom. In many cases, a private 
company can provide a far more efficient service than we are able to provide through the public sector. 
 


