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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Paper 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

HON BARBARA SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [5.47 pm]:  Prior to question time, I was speaking about the 
amendment bill that the Liberal opposition presented to Parliament to bring in mandatory reporting of child 
abuse.  The government refused to debate the bill.  The Liberal Party has taken the view - I think it is a view that 
is shared by many in Australia today - that child abuse is indeed a crime and should be reported and punished 
and that perpetrators should be removed from the situation.  Only when this government was confronted with 
more and more revelations of serious child abuse and neglect, and with the embarrassing situation of three 
ministers being sacked, did it do a backflip on the mandatory reporting of child abuse and decide to bring in a 
bill to report just sexual abuse.  That was in March 2007. 

I have a newspaper report from the Weekend Courier, which covers part of my electorate, of 16 March 2007.  
There are two articles on this page, one of which is headed “Backflip queried”.  It is a letter from Marie Harries 
and states -  

“CONFUSING: is how child protection expert and University of WA lecturer Marie Harries 
describes . . . Alan Carpenter’s decision to make reporting of child sexual abuse mandatory. 

The Premier made the policy reversal on Wednesday, despite repeated assertions of the futility of 
mandatory reporting echoed by former community development ministers. 

“Sexual abuse is a criminal act and a criminal act should always be reported, so I have never understood 
why we need ‘mandatory reporting’ for any professionals who have evidence,” Dr Harries said. 

“The question has never really been whether to report child sexual abuse but instead how you can 
encourage people to report it and I would be very interested in what evidence they have that shows this 
will ensure people do so. 

It goes on.  The other article in the Weekend Courier is headed “New child sexual abuse law overdue”.  I will not 
read it all, but it states in part -  

The State Government’s decision to reverse its opposition to mandatory reporting of child sexual abuse 
was the silver lining to a dark cloud.  That cloud was the damning report into the Department for 
Community Development released by Premier Alan Carpenter last week. 

The report was commissioned by the Carpenter Government last year in response to revelations 
surrounding the death of toddler Wade Scale, who died while in the care of a convicted child-basher, 
despite repeated warnings to the department that he was at risk. 

It goes on further - 

However, the problem remains that there was evidence years ago that mandatory reporting was 
necessary.  Commissioning a report that did not even recommend mandatory reporting - rather, 70 other 
recommendations - should not have been what it took to make the State Government perform a backflip 
on its earlier decision. 

Excuses by senior politicians - including former community development ministers Sheila McHale and 
David Templeman - that they did not support mandatory reporting of child sexual abuse because it 
would overload the system, and that there was no proof that mandatory reporting protected children, are 
deplorable. 

In February 2006 Mr Carpenter said mandatory reporting created more problems than it resolved.  
However, sexual abuse of children in WA cannot be ignored or put in the “too-hard basket” any more. 

According to the National Association for Prevention of Child Abuse and Neglect, the known level of 
child abuse has steadily increased over the past seven years.  NAPCAN suggests it is likely that 10 to 
20 per cent of Australian children - upwards of 550,000 - are being abused or neglected every year. 

What is this government responding to?  It is responding to those major reports and the crisis in child abuse in 
this state and suggesting that we need to report only child sexual abuse. 

I want to read into the parliamentary record a letter that I received earlier this year.  This followed a letter in 
The West Australian of Monday, 11 December 2006, from Dr John Boulton from Derby.  He wrote a letter 
headed “Mixed messages on child abuse”, and I want to table that letter.  I wrote to Dr John Boulton after he had 
that letter published in The West Australian.  He responded to my letter in February this year and said - 



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 26 June 2007] 

 p3617b-3631a 
Hon Barbara Scott; Hon Ray Halligan; Deputy President 

 [2] 

Dear Ms Scott 

Thanks you for your letter of 13 Dec concerning my effort to get public discussion over the problem of 
the lack of mandatory reporting of child abuse and neglect in WA.  I appreciated you sending me the 
copies of the Bill and notes. 

That refers to the Liberal Party private member’s bill and the notes.  It continues - 

I apologize for this late response.  I had hoped to have got some national support for this through our 
Special Interest Group in Child Protection of the Chapter of Community Child Health of the Division of 
Paediatrics of the Royal Australasian College of Physician.  However that discussion hasn’t happened 
yet, so I thought I’d send you a slightly edited version of the discussion memo that I am proposing to 
send out to my colleagues. 

He did that.  Included with that letter from Dr John Boulton to me were some comments that he made about 
reporting of child abuse.  I will read into Hansard those comments of Dr John Boulton from the Kimberley 
health unit.  Dr John Boulton said - 

Child protection is a human rights issue: Indigenous children in the tropical north of WA suffer neglect 
leading to endemic malnutrition; gross lack of basic hygiene so that skin infections result in endemic 
nephritis and rheumatic fever; fetal alcohol spectrum disorder so common that it has an impact on the 
civic function of certain communities; and endemic child sexual abuse.   

I propose that mandatory reporting of child abuse and neglect should be adopted by every state 
legislature.  The reason for this is that the identification of child abuse and neglect is a human rights 
issue, and that the notification of such abuse to the relevant statutory authority is the first essential step 
in the formal identification and intervention of abuse and neglect. 

I submit that child protection is not a party political issue and that medical professionals have a moral 
responsibility to advocate for legislative changes which will contribute to the improvement of children’s 
safety. 

The background to the this request is that I find myself in an anomalous position in working in WA 
where the reporting of child abuse and neglect is discretionary, and in the Kimberley Region in the far 
north west, which has probably the nation’s highest incidence of growth failure from malnutrition as a 
consequence of neglect, and also of child sexual abuse.   

My letters recently published by The Australian (11 Nov) and the West Australian (11 Dec) 
newspapers, and the newspaper article published on Friday 15th Dec concerning my advocacy of 
mandatory reporting, came from my position as a paediatrician for the Kimberley Health Region being 
an advocate of children’s human rights. 

In my letters I made three points: 

1.  That WA is unique in being the only jurisdiction in the nation without mandatory reporting of child 
abuse. 

2.  That the absence of mandatory reporting leads to health workers having to make a decision whether 
or not to report abuse.  This decision should be outside their boundary of professional responsibility 
because they are inevitably placed in the position of being a moral gatekeeper, which they are not 
trained for.  The result is that a high proportion of cases of abuse on remote communities are not 
reported because of misplaced concerns by the health worker. 

The discretionary nature of reporting results in medical and nursing staff in regional centres, remote 
townships such as Fitzroy Crossing and Halls Creek, and in the most remote indigenous communities in 
Australia, being put in the position in which they have to make a decision as to the likely benefit of 
informing the Department of Community Development (DCD).  The consequence is that they 
inadvertently collude in the barriers to equity of delivery of care and child protection for indigenous 
people.  These barriers include the decision not to report because of the fear of intimidatory violence 
being perpetrated on a relative of the victim, or on themselves e.g nurses being told that they will be 
assaulted if they report to DCD; or because of a misguided belief that Aboriginal people have suffered 
enough intrusion from “Welfare” so that they should not be exposed to more. 

3.  That the evidence for lack of an adequate response by the welfare agency which has authority for 
child protection is no reason not to report child abuse.  This argument is based on the false premise that 
health workers can by their own actions (in being selective in which cases to report), in some way 
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increase the likelihood of DCD in WA responding in a more efficacious way.  My point is that the 
inadequacies of the response of DCD is a different issue, and one which needs a separate response. 

We are still yet to see any government legislation and we are told that it will deal only with mandatory reporting 
of child sexual abuse.  I ask the Parliament and my colleagues to consider what Dr John Bolton has said and say 
why we should not include neglect that leads to malnutrition and physical abuse.  There is no difference from 
domestic violence in my view.  Do we not investigate domestic violence because we are too busy chasing car 
thieves?  To suggest agencies would be inundated with reports of child abuse and neglect is not a reason not to 
introduce mandatory reporting of child abuse.  This budget does not provide funding for mandatory reporting of 
child abuse to be put in place.  As I say, we are yet to see the legislation. 

The second issue I want to raise in relation to children that I believe is of significance and importance, and I 
want to scrutinise what the state government has done about it, is child obesity. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 

Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Before the dinner suspension I had been talking about the need for the state 
government to introduce a comprehensive regime for the mandatory reporting of child abuse in Western 
Australia.  I conclude my remarks on the issue of child abuse by commending the federal government, and John 
Howard in particular, for the action - I repeat, the action - that is about to take place to confront the appalling 
issue of child abuse in Aboriginal communities in the Northern Territory.  That action has long been awaited by 
many people who are concerned about the abuse of young children.  Some people will oppose that initiative.  
However, no state government Premiers would be able to hold their heads high and without shame if they did not 
agree that this initiative is a long time coming, and absolutely necessary.   

The second issue of concern that I want to speak about tonight is childhood obesity.  I again commend the 
federal government for the $22 million that it has given to Western Australia for its highly successful after-
school-activity program to help combat childhood obesity.  I had hoped that the state government would finally 
be shamed into at least matching that amount, because health is, after all, a state government responsibility.  
Unfortunately, this state government says a lot, but it does very little.  The budget makes the following comment 
about childhood obesity -  

•  The transfer of the Premier’s Physical Activity Taskforce from the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet has been completed.  An updated four year strategic plan for the Taskforce, overseeing the 
whole-of-government response on physical inactivity, has been finalised. 

. . .  

•  Implement a series of major physical activity initiatives through the Physical Activity Taskforce. 

I am keen to see what action will come out of that strategic move by this government.   

When I asked the previous Minister for Education and Training, Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich, what contribution the 
state government had made to state schools towards the Physical Activity Taskforce programs that have been 
funded by the federal government’s $22 million contribution towards the after-school program, very little was 
forthcoming.  Yes, I was told that it happened at school sites, but that was about the end of the contribution.  The 
contribution from the state education department towards this program that has been set in place by the federal 
government was disappointing.  This budget that we are addressing tonight does not include a line item 
indicating what this government has or will give the task force to do these things.  That illustrates how seriously 
this government takes this problem.   

Stopping the obesity epidemic will require a genuine and concerted effort by both the state and federal 
governments.  The federal government is taking the matter seriously.  However, alas, the state government is just 
bandying around words.  A comprehensive approach to the problem should be based on the lessons that have 
been learnt from the tobacco lobby and should include physical activity programs for children, environmental 
and other support for adults, public education - that is, properly run, well-funded long-term public education 
programs - and traffic light indicator labelling on foods in supermarkets.   

Some members of this chamber might not be aware that some weeks ago I held a major forum on child obesity.  
Prior to Children’s Week last year, I put out a public discussion paper that was widely circulated and which 
generated many submissions.  The traffic light indicator on the labelling of food came up as one of the very good 
initiatives.  It would enable mums and dads to go into the supermarket and instead of reading the copious amount 
of stuff on each cereal product or whatever, each product will have either a red, green or orange sticker on it.  
The traffic light indicator on the products will indicate whether the specific product is good, bad or not so good 
for children and families.  That is one simple way of getting around the misleading advertising with which we 
are confronted daily in the supermarkets.  It will also get around the difficulty of parents with little kids going 
into the supermarket and seeing on a packet of cereal or the wrapper of a fruit and nut bar that the product is low 
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in fat, when the fine print shows, for example, a high level of sugar.  This traffic light indicator will make it 
simple.  We will struggle against the food industry to get this system in place, but it should be implemented.   

Legislation should be introduced to control food promotion.  In addition, we should be looking at banning the 
advertising of junk food.  Junk food should be taxed to provide funds for corrective programs.  We should also 
be supporting, or even subsidising, healthy foods and regulating such products.   

The August 2006 edition of The Medical Journal of Australia included an article titled, “The unstoppable obesity 
and diabetes juggernaut.  What Should Politicians Do?”  The authors categorically state - 

We could arrest the development of obesity in children and adolescents within a year of introducing a 
coherent program. 

The Premier’s obesity task force, which, by the way, was established by the previous Liberal Premier, Richard 
Court, could produce such a program if only this government would accept its responsibilities and give it the 
funds to do so.   

Thirdly, in the area of children’s issues I will touch briefly on the issue of the Commissioner for Children and 
Young People for Western Australia.  Legislation passed through the Parliament last year, but we are yet to see a 
commissioner for children appointed.  During the estimates hearing last week I asked the Minister for Child 
Protection when the appointment was likely to be made and was told perhaps by the end of July.  I notice that 
there was a reference to this delay in one of the weekend papers, and I was quoted in that article.  The 
government seems to delight in suggesting that the opposition delayed the debate, which is a common cry from 
the Labor government.  In truth, the government was well aware that some of the major amendments proposed 
for the bill had the agreement of the Liberal opposition and the Greens (WA), and the government was therefore 
not prepared to bring the bill to the floor of the Parliament.  It tried for months to negotiate behind closed doors 
to reach agreement.  It is unacceptable and inappropriate for the government to blame the opposition.  I will be 
one of the very first to celebrate when a children’s commissioner is appointed in Western Australia because I 
have long supported the concept.  However, I urge the government, in this budget debate, to look again at the 
amount that has been allocated for the Commissioner for Children and Young People.  The allocation of 
$1.5 million is nowhere near enough for a commissioner to do the job properly.  That will perhaps enable the 
commissioner to appoint 10 staff.  Although it is a start, we need to see ongoing action from the commissioner as 
an advocate for children’s issues in this state, with a strong voice, scrutinising government departments without 
fear or favour for the sake of our children.  A commissioner should give our children a voice.   
There are many issues on children I would like to touch on, but I do not have the time.  The last issue I will raise 
is the Kids Help Line.  It has been in place for quite some time.  It is managed by BoysTown, but it is grossly 
underfunded.  I refer to a report in The West Australian on 6 June 2007, headlined “Remote WA kids call for 
more counselling”.  There is no doubt that the remote regions in this state are calling for more resources in the 
children’s sector.  It is evident from the calls that have been made to the Kids Help Line that children in remote 
and regional areas are suffering and use this service to get help.  The article states -  

Young people in WA’s remote and regional areas made more than half the State’s phone calls to a 
national counselling service last year.  

It is great that they are able to have that access and that they know the service is there, but this government 
makes a very poor contribution to the Kids Help Line.  The article further states -  

The main concerns for young people in WA were family relationships, peer pressure, emotional 
behaviour, partners and bullying.  Mental health issues came third nationally but sixth in WA.  

Philippa Hawke is a senior researcher for BoysTown.  The article continues -  
While Ms Hawke said the WA figures on mental health and emotional and behavioural issue were 
slightly lower than the national rating, calls from “older” young people about serious issues were 
generally increasing nationally.   
These issues included self-harming, suicidal thoughts and child abuse issues. 

So here again are issues of child abuse coming out in the revelations heard on Kids Help Line.  For those 
members of the chamber who are not aware of the evidence of self-harm, particularly in pre-teenagers and 
teenagers in years 8, 9 and 10, it includes cutting wrists with scissors and that sort of thing for notice.  It is not 
necessarily an attempt at suicide.  My daughter was in charge of a number of girls at a boarding school two years 
ago and she shared with me her distress and alarm at the number of girls who were self-harming.  I do not know 
why it is girls particularly, although boys also self-harm. 
Hon Peter Collier:  Esteem. 
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Hon BARBARA SCOTT:  Yes.  Esteem problems, peer pressure and family concerns, I would say, are the 
issues.  However, the evidence from Kids Help Line is that self-harm, suicidal thoughts and child abuse were the 
issues that were raised.  I plead with this state government to make an extra allocation to Kids Help Line. 
Because I have limited time, I will move on to my other area of portfolio interest; that is, arts and culture.  I will 
begin firstly with the parlous state of the State Library of Western Australia, and more importantly the issue of 
state records that has been raised in the press in the past couple of days.  The 2007-08 budget for the State 
Library shows a reduced allocation, down from $27.5 million to $26.5 million, and a forecast staff reduction.  In 
a time of unprecedented prosperity, why has the State Library’s budget been cut, and where will the cut be 
made?  Will it be in the acquisitions budget?  Will there be a further cut next year?  I should point out that the 
prosperity this state is currently enjoying is despite, not because of, this government.  The State Library’s 
“Strategic Directions 2006-2008”, which is available on its website, states - 

Our new strategic direction represents a significant shift in focus for the State Library and the approach 
by which we will deliver our services . . . 

I wonder, prior to that strategic direction and before implementing this significant change, what formal processes 
might have taken place or did take place with the stakeholders: the Royal Western Australian Historical Society, 
the staff of the State Library, Friends of the Battye Library, government and tertiary libraries and the public 
generally.  Apart from the Western Australian collections, the shift will change the State Library from the large, 
comprehensive information source it has been for generations to one catering for a few niche interests.  Where 
are the plans that support this significant change?  Where, for example, is a staff development plan and a new 
collection policy, which would set out what the State Library is now collecting, as opposed to what it used to 
collect?  On what basis is taxpayers’ money being spent if there is no plan?  If specific collection targets are not 
open and transparent, how will the library be held accountable?  The most significant change has been the 
disbanding of the specialist teams and the nurtured staff with in-depth knowledge of their areas of responsibility.  
We all know that the Battye Library of WA History is where histories are kept - it should now be called the 
Battye collection - and it covers Western Australian information.  It has 60 staff members, with librarians and 
support staff assigned to look after the photographic collection, the maps collection, the state film collection etc 
along with specialist catalogues.  Why have these specialisations been dispensed with?  Are those collections no 
longer important?  We know from other areas of service delivery in government that once specialised staff are 
dispensed with, the specialised knowledge disappears.  A cynic might suggest that, like all incompetent 
administrations, this government does not want its records kept.  We know that the last Western Australian 
Labor administration was proven to be corrupt.  It gave away taxpayers’ funds to its business mates.  Is that one 
of the reasons the government does not want a library of significance to record what governments do? 

The former State Reference Library had specialist teams for science and technology, arts and literature, social 
sciences, business management and music.  These teams managed their collections and were able to help the 
public find information about very complex areas such as law, standards, patents and maps.  People who want 
that type of specialised help at a library expect people with specialised knowledge to give it to them.  The new 
structure has some new specialised positions, although they comprise only about a dozen of the 80 librarians 
who will be employed at the State Library of Western Australia.  The State Library needs more specialists than 
that.  It is the backup for all the complex inquiries that cannot be answered by the public libraries.  The State 
Library has acquired very significant and expensive collections that can be maintained only by specialist staff.  
Also, many very important areas such as law are no longer covered by any specialists, and areas without a 
specialist will no longer be developed.  What will happen to our records of history, sociology, poetry, art, design, 
religion, philosophy, science, technology and maps etc? 
The previous published collection development policy was comprehensive and detailed in its description of what 
the library collected and had in its collection.  In the budget papers this year, one of the library’s major initiatives 
in 2007-08 is to refresh policies to drive the acquisition of quality materials for public and state library 
collections, with a strong focus on Western Australian material.  The library has no current written policy that 
describes what it is buying other than for Western Australian materials.  Given that the library has undergone a 
significant shift in focus, why did the library not develop its new collecting policy and put it out for public 
consultation before it embarked on this new direction?  Having no policy means that not much thought has gone 
into it.  What analysis has been done on the impact of producing and collecting items in the many areas that have 
been downgraded under the library’s new strategic direction?  What will be the cost to the community of not 
maintaining the only first-class publicly available collection of legal materials and of not maintaining the staff 
who have the knowledge to help people use it?  A lot was said in the “Strategic Directions 2006-08” document 
about outcomes, goals, priorities and resources, but there was no mention of staff.  It said nothing about how 
specialist skills are to be developed or about career structures for specialist staff.  The staff who worked in the 
State Library because they enjoyed the challenge of dealing with the most complex inquiries have been 
mainstreamed, without adequate preparation, into answering questions on everything.  Most of them have lost 
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the role of selecting materials for the collection; they no longer work in the area for which they have 
qualifications and years of experience; and they have lost interest in their jobs.  The organisation has been 
dumbed down.  In the future, the community will discover that it has lost an important resource. 
The State Library is not the only library under attack by this government.  The attack is far and wide.  I have a 
couple of emails that I will read that I received from Curtin University.  Before I do that, I make commendation 
of the library facilities we have in Parliament House.  Most members of this chamber would recognise that the 
specialist people we have working in the Parliamentary Library deal with specialist issues to do with politics.  
They are absolutely wonderful.  We would not want generalists put into the library without some specific 
knowledge of what they need to do for members of Parliament. 
The first email, which I received from Curtin University, states - 

It is with sadness that we have to announce that of tomorrow, the 1st June 2007, there will be a 
suspension of access to the Department of Water (DoW) library collection.  The duration of the hiatus is 
unknown at this point.   
Since the DoW became a separate organisation in 2005, the Department of Environment and 
Conservation library team has continued to provide them with library service, but due to downsizing 
and other factors we have been forced to discontinue that.   
The DoW’s resources will be packed up and sent off-site soon, and access to them will presumably be 
resumed if/ when a librarian is appointed. 

The second email I have concerns the Department for Community Development library, and states - 
It was correctly posted . . . a couple of weeks ago that the Dept for Community Development Library 
would be closing.   
On our last day of service we received a last minute reprieve.  So many of the Department staff 
protested the closure that the decision to close the library service is now being reviewed.  In the 
meantime, it is business as usual.  I do not know when the next decision on our future will be made.   
It is very gratifying for the library staff . . . to know the service is valued by the staff.   
Just to add to the confusion, the Dept for Community Development is dividing into two (Department for 
Child Protection and Department for Communities).  Very soon, this library, if we are still around, will 
be the Dept for Child Protection Library. 
. . .  

In relation to the library, I just want to touch on the issue of state records, which has become an item of interest 
in the media in the past few days concerning what state records obligations are.  I asked some questions last year 
on 31 May about the State Records Office annual report of 2004, which stated that the State Records Office had 
been unable to receive archival records since July 2002.  I asked - 

(1) Is the minister aware that over the past five years this has left an estimated 31 kilometres of 
records scattered in departments?  

I used the word “scattered” because they are in different departments.  I also asked - 
(2) Did the business case submitted to the Department of Treasury and Finance in February 2005 

make a strong argument for a new repository? 
(3) Will the minister table a copy of the business case; and, if not, why not? 
(4) Given that the annual report also shows that the WA State Records Office stores less material 

than any other state, is the only state that does not have spare storage space and has a storage 
shortfall several times its actual storage space, when will the new state records repository be 
funded and when will construction be commenced and completed? 

The Minister for Culture and the Arts answered - 
(1) I am aware that agencies are responsible for the proper storage and retention of their records.  

This government expects these records to be stored appropriately and not scattered in 
departments.  

(2)-(4) The government recognises the pressure of storing departmental records and is working with 
the State Records Office on an appropriate response.  . . .  

I will not go into the rest of the answer.  I later put out a media statement to the effect that there is now a 10-year 
wait for centralised records and that the state has four times the number of records outside the records office than 
inside it. 
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I looked through the Budget Statements this year to see whether funds had been allocated for a new repository 
for state records.  Obviously, some departments are having difficulty keeping their records.  Many have not even 
put in place a plan for keeping records.  I notice that at page 887 of the Budget Statements - which deals with 
culture and the arts - there is no money at all in this year’s budget for the major initiative of a new repository for 
the State Records Office.  That is shameful.  Of course, the events of the past couple of days that have involved 
the Minister for Health and the search for emails relates to the State Records Office.  It particularly concerns the 
compliance monitoring of record-keeping plans by the State Records Commission.  I asked a question in 
Parliament today but conveniently - or inconveniently for me - it was unable to be answered, and I needed it for 
this speech tonight.  I asked a question about the State Records Commission.  The State Records Act 2000 
requires the State Records Commission to monitor compliance by government organisations of their record-
keeping plans.  Every department and every organisation is meant to have a plan in place, as does this 
department.  The question to which I did not receive an answer and to which, hopefully, I will get an answer 
tomorrow was about which government agencies have not complied with this requirement in their latest annual 
report.  Every department, whether it be the health department or the education department, is required by the 
State Records Act to include in their annual reports whether they have complied with their record-keeping plan.  
I note that according to the 2004-05 annual report of the State Records Commission, some breaches of the act 
had occurred.  I therefore asked how many breaches or possible breaches of section 60(1)(c) of the act had been 
reported to the commission.  I might receive an answer to that question tomorrow.  However, in light of the 
emails involving the health CEO that the state Minister for Health failed to produce today, perhaps the health 
department has not complied with the State Records Commission and is, therefore, noncompliant with the 
provisions of the act.  I do not see why my question could not be answered.   
The third issue I want to deal with concerning the arts and culture is that of the rock art on the Burrup Peninsula.  
Its decimation of our heritage is typical of this government’s actions.  I would like to know why the state 
government has not been prepared to recognise the importance of the Burrup rock art.  Chris Mayhew wrote to 
The Herald, one of my local papers, and said the following about the Burrup rock art - 

Corrupt ministers of state are to be expected in a society that values the dollar above all else.   
Rotten as it is, the Carpenter government’s place in infamy will owe less to the revealed disloyalty and 
deceit of its ministers than to its appalling decision to approve the destruction of the Burrup petroglyphs 
by allowing Woodside Petroleum to further develop the site.   
This decision is surely the most extreme act of vandalism ever. 

He goes on, but I do not have time to read the whole article.  He was making the point that many people are 
concerned about the prehistoric value of the rock art on the Burrup and that more should be done to recognise 
and value it.  

The next issue I want to touch on very briefly is the Centenary Galleries.  The old courthouse building was 
restored by the previous Liberal government to house the Western Australian Art Gallery’s heritage collection.  
It was opened on 2 July 1995, the gallery’s centenary year, hence the name Centenary Galleries.  Currently, the 
Centenary Galleries building is closed because it is practically falling down due to lack of maintenance under 
this Labor government.  When asked when Centenary Galleries would be opened, the best response that I could 
get was, “We’re not sure, but definitely not before October.” 

In the budget papers, the first dot point under “Major Initiatives For 2007-08” states - 

A refurbishment of the upper level and Centenary galleries will be taking place.  The State Art 
Collection will be re-presented and promoted to the public as innovative and integrated displays.  It will 
be supported by comprehensive visitor information, collection publications, merchandising, audio-
visual and literary material, activity trails and online information. 

This seems to be a most commendable objective, or they are simply cover words for lack of maintenance.  
However, the really interesting thing is that there is no significant increase in the Art Gallery of Western 
Australia’s budget to cover this major refurbishment. 

The next issue I want to raise is that of the Australian Opera Studio in Midland.  I think this is an absolutely 
shameful example of a “can’t do” or “won’t do” government in encouraging our young people to develop their 
talents.  When I was first preparing my speech for tonight, I took an article out of The West Australian of 
Wednesday, 29 November 2006, that was headed “Asia beckons opera school low on funds”.  There was an 
indication then that Asia may be interested in taking our opera school from Midland.  The article states - 

A world-renowned opera school tucked away in an old Midland primary school is swamped by 
thousands of international applicants each year but cannot secure a single cent of government funding. 
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The article states that the opera school was founded in 2002 as the world’s only performance-based finishing 
school for elite singers.  It goes on to say - 

The studio attracted 12,000 applicants from China last year, is being copied by opera schools in Europe 
and is being tempted to relocate to Singapore. 

Japanese arts philanthropist Haruhisa Handa contributes $1 million of the studio’s $1.5 million annual 
budget, with the rest coming from other private sponsors.  The AOS limits itself to 12 students for its 
two-year course, with each scholarship valued at $125,000 a year.  It does not charge fees. 

But the studio would shut down if Mr Handa fell under a bus tomorrow . . .  

The studio would have to close.  However, last week, on 24 June, there was a newspaper article headed “Top 
opera school to face final curtain”.  There is great sadness in the community of Midland because of the loss of 
this vibrant, successful opera studio.  A media statement last Friday, the subject of which is “Midland Opera 
School to Close”, reads - 

A world-renowned opera school in Midland will shut its doors next year because it cannot get taxpayer 
funding to offset spiralling costs. 

Without any support from the State and Federal governments, the Australian Opera Studio will not 
accept any more students and will close at the end of 2008. 

This is a tragedy.  I spoke with some people at the opera school late last week when this matter came to public 
knowledge.  The loss to Midland, and the revitalisation of Midland, will be significant.  All the opera studio is 
looking for is a guarantee of $2 million a year.  It gets $1 million from Mr Handa.  However, the state 
government will not put its hand in its pocket to help out this opera studio.  I will make this comment: similar to 
the Western Australian Academy of Performing Arts, students from all over Australia and the surrounding 
region want to go to the opera school.  Some of the students who have come out of the opera school are now 
performing at the royal academy in London and in Cardiff.  The Australia Opera Studio has been influencing 
opera training here and it has already lost a couple of its senior staff to WAAPA. 

I want to conclude my comments by expressing my disappointment that the Western Australia government is yet 
to fund a new museum.  Two sites have been nominated for the new museum but funds are absent, according to 
an article in The West Australian on Thursday, 26 April 2007.  It said the short list of sites for the new museum 
for WA had been whittled down to two but the state government was still to commit any funds to the project.  
That is a great disappointment.  I am sure I will have an opportunity at some other time to devote more time to 
the issue of the importance of a museum in Western Australia that will house our archaeological specimens and 
give our anthropologists places to work.  The two sites that have been nominated are East Perth power station 
and the Northbridge link.  That is an important issue. 
The final issue I want to raise is the disgraceful behaviour of the Western Australian Museum in wanting to bring 
back from Shark Bay the artefacts from the Zuytdorp.  Shark Bay council has spent almost $8 million on a 
special museum to house these significant objects that were taken from the Zuytdorp and they are now being 
demanded back by the Western Australian Museum. 

HON RAY HALLIGAN (North Metropolitan) [8.12 pm]:  I also wish to contribute to the debate on the 
estimates of revenue and expenditure, consolidated fund estimates 2007-08, and talk a little about the northern 
suburbs and the North Metropolitan Region, and also make some general comment on issues that affect the 
people of Western Australia generally. 
First I would like to refer to something that Hon Peter Collier has already brought to the attention of the house - 
Balga Senior High School, the previous principal, Merv Hammond, and the Balga Works program, as it is 
known.  I have not known Merv Hammond for a great length of time but I admire the work he was doing at 
Balga Senior High School.  It would appear that Merv Hammond was given enormous latitude to be innovative.  
I have no problem with a person being given such enormous latitude, provided the person is informed of the 
constraints under which he is required to work.  Merv has been very good, as has his colleague at Girrawheen 
Senior High School, in working in what is known as a difficult socioeconomic area.  For some considerable time, 
people outside of government have been given free rein in the work that they do.  That situation has existed 
under governments of all political persuasions.  As I have said, I have no concern about that, provided the 
persons know the parameters and the boundaries to which they can go.  I will leave it to my colleague Hon Peter 
Collier to go into the details about the Balga Works program.  However, it is obvious that in the case of the 
Balga Works program, the checks and balances were not put in place, and the constraints, whether verbalised or 
communicated in some other form, were not audited.  That program probably started out with good intentions.  
However, it ended up causing enormous problems for a great number of people, not the least of which are the 
young people whom it was hoped it would assist.  That is most unfortunate.  It is also most unfortunate that 
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people in government will be loath to allow people to go down this path in the future.  We need within our 
education system people who are somewhat entrepreneurial.  When I say “somewhat entrepreneurial”, I 
emphasise that they need to be made aware of the boundaries that they cannot go beyond.  We can only hope that 
the facts of this case are brought to light in the near future, that the mistakes that were made are identified, and 
that checks and balances are put in place to ensure that those same mistakes are not made again.  The retirement 
of Merv Hammond has been a great loss for not only Balga Senior High School, but also the area generally and 
all the people whom he has been able to assist over the years.   
Not only today, but on many other occasions, ministers in this place - and also parliamentary secretaries, for that 
matter - have made mention of the fact that the ills of Western Australia at this point in time in 2007 are directly 
related to the previous Court Liberal government.  The Labor government has now been in office for six years.  I 
would dearly love for the Leader of the House to place on the record when this government will be prepared to 
take responsibility for its actions and/or inactions in a number of key areas.  Some of those key areas are 
education, health, the police, drug abuse and disability services.  On a more topical note, I should also add child 
abuse to that list.  I am not expecting the Leader of the House to interject now.  However, this government has 
said repeatedly that it is open and accountable.  Therefore, it is particularly important to know when this 
government - which communicates with the people of Western Australia through this chamber - will be prepared 
take responsibility for its actions and/or inactions.  It is all too easy to point the finger at someone else and say 
that things are not as we would have liked, or things are not as they should have been or could have been.  I 
accept part of that argument.  However, there has to come a time when a reasonable person could say, “The time 
has now come: it is your responsibility.”  I am sure members on the other side of the chamber who have children 
have on occasion reached that point and said, “You are now responsible for your actions.”  I would suggest the 
same principle has to apply to this Labor government.  It is particularly important that we on this side of the 
chamber and the people of Western Australia, generally, are made aware of when this is likely to occur.   
The Leader of the House mentioned that question time is particularly important.  All members are in agreement 
with that.  I believe it is important.  I recall that the coalition government was in office for the first four years that 
I was in this place.  I remember some of the ministers who were in this place at that time, Peter Foss in particular 
and even Max Evans - although on occasions it was difficult to understand what he was saying.  I sat behind the 
leader and I used to watch the ministers and I noted how quickly they tried to answer the questions.  They did not 
filibuster - they might have on occasions, but not all that frequently that I can recall - and they tried to answer as 
many questions as possible.   
Hon Ken Travers:  You are not suggesting that Peter Foss gave short answers, are you?   
Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  It depended on the question.  I suggest that Hon Peter Foss was a little like this Leader 
of the House on occasion because he would adopt a certain stance when he believed others needed to be 
educated.   

Hon Ken Travers:  That is a diplomatic way of putting it. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Peter Foss remains a very good friend of mine.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I admit that they did not look at their watches.   

Hon Ken Travers:  The great educators of the Parliament.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  There is no doubt that those ministers provided a lot of information.  Some of it might 
not have been appropriate for the time and, being question time, the time in which to ask questions was limited.  
I admit that the time probably would have been better used with shorter answers.  There may be some ministers 
who have used that period to make a ministerial statement.   

Hon Ken Travers:  The only difference between the great educator Peter Foss and the great educator the current 
Leader of the House is that when this Leader of the House educates the house he clearly allows question time to 
run longer so that more questions can be asked.  Peter Foss was not allowed to let question time go beyond five 
o’clock.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Do we have evidence of that?  I am glad Hon Ken Travers remembers because I 
cannot remember every occasion.   

Hon Ken Travers:  I remember because I would be the member who missed out on asking the question at the 
end.  It was always a race as to whether I would ask my question or the clock ticked over to five o’clock and the 
Leader of the House would be on his feet.  I note that the new Leader of the House has educated the house by 
allowing more time for question time.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I suggest it is also the Presiding Officer, as well as the Leader of the House, who 
virtually insists on that.  They are both well aware that when a minister goes beyond the pale in answering a 
question it reduces the number of questions that can be asked.   
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Hon Ken Travers:  It is ultimately up to the Leader of the House to move to resume the business of the house.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I am aware of that.  However, there needs to be give and take.   

Hon Ken Travers:  There is a lot of give.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  There is a fair bit of taking.  Some analysis is required before we can reach a 
conclusion on that issue.   

Hon Ken Travers:  How many questions do you get in question time compared with the number we got when 
you were in government?   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  That is the reason I suggest that some research be undertaken.  The member should 
show me evidence of this rather than relying on his memory.  If I were to rely on the memory of that member 
and other members opposite, I would have to believe that we were the worst government that was ever in place 
and it will take 50 years for this state to recover from anything that we put in place.  

Hon Ken Travers:  I can assure you, looking at Hon George Cash in the chair tonight reminds me of watching 
the clock, the Leader of the House and the President.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon George Cash):  Order!  The reason I am looking at the clock is that I know 
Hon Ray Halligan will seek an extension of time because of the interjections, and I am trying to encourage 
members to get on with the debate.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Thank you, Mr Deputy President.  You are absolutely correct; I should not accept 
these interjections.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  I must say that they add to your speech.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich can assist, and she has done so, by uttering a few words.  I 
have written down on my notes “OBE” and I was not sure what to do with it.  

Hon Ljiljanna Ravlich:  Order of the British Empire - I am still waiting.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  The minister would dearly love those letters to stand for that, so we will not bother to 
go down that path! 

I will talk now about transport in the northern suburbs.  Some things need doing in that area.  I am fully aware, 
because we have been told repeatedly, about how this government looks after the area of rail.  A previous Labor 
government built the northern suburbs railway, and the present government is now building a line to Mandurah.  
However, certain things are not being done in the northern suburbs that should be done.  One of those is an east-
west bus service.  The idea has been around for some time.  The member for Kingsley held a forum a couple of 
weeks ago, and people there were complaining about the lack of an east-west bus service.  I admit that the 
previous government did not introduce such a service, even though it was being talked about at that time.  Now, 
after six years of the present government, something still needs to be done.  

Hon Ken Travers:  What bus service are you talking about? 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  An east-west service - Mirrabooka to Warwick, and places like that.  Something needs 
to be done about it.  I went to that forum and the officer present from Main Roads was talking about viability.  
Of course money is a factor, but he was talking about viability, and the fact that a service would have to run at 
least eight kilometres before his agency would consider it, as though every service had to make money.  We 
know that the majority of public transport services, whether bus or rail, do not make money.  We know that the 
bus services to Yanchep and the like are privately run and assisted by government.  Even when we were in 
government we were doing the same thing.  They are subsidised, and there is nothing wrong with that.  It is the 
way it must be done if the service is to be provided for the people.  I am not knocking that as such, but I am 
concerned and a little upset about the fact that Main Roads said, firstly, that there was no money, and it could not 
provide the service because the figures do not add up; it will not make a profit.  

Hon Ken Travers:  Are you talking about Main Roads or the Public Transport Authority? 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Sorry, I meant the Public Transport Authority.  It seems that not all that long ago they 
were all one entity.  

Hon Ken Travers:  Not that part.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  It all comes under planning and infrastructure, does it not? 

Hon Ken Travers:  PTA is separate from planning and infrastructure, but that’s all right.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  On the issue of additional train services, it is interesting that the Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure spoke on 2 May this year about the fact that more car parking areas would be made available 
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at Greenwood, Whitfords, Stirling and Edgewater stations on the northern line.  I am sure Hon Ken Travers will 
tell me if I am wrong, but I believe that, apart from Perth, there are nine stations on the northern suburbs line.  
That will get us up to Currambine.  I will go through them.  They are Leederville, Glendalough, Stirling, 
Warwick, Greenwood, Whitfords, Edgewater, Joondalup and Currambine. 

Hon Ken Travers:  And Clarkson; ten. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Okay, I missed one.  Therefore, only four out of those 10 stations will receive car 
parking bays.  This was mentioned to the people at the forum the other week.  When the number of additional 
bays was mentioned to them, they suggested that even that would not be sufficient.  Of course, these additional 
bays will not be made available, according to the press statement, for a number of years.  The press statement 
states - 

“Planning and approvals processes for the new parking bays will begin immediately, with construction 
starting in 2008-09 and new bays coming on-stream over the following three years,” . . .  

I mention that because people who live in streets close to these stations are complaining about commuters 
parking their cars on their front lawns.  Residents are becoming a little browned off and certainly a little peeved 
about what is happening.  If they must wait up to three years for a few more bays that even today they can 
foresee will be insufficient, some of them may well have to put up with that for some considerable time. 

Another interesting part about the press statement dated 2 May 2007 is that it was issued by both the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier.  In The West Australian on 20 September last year certain remarks 
were attributed to the Premier.  It appears that he may have had a change of heart, as when he was talking about 
commuters and new trains, he said - 

“You can’t just snap your fingers and have them delivered,” . . .  
“They have to be built and that is the reality.” 

It does not take a Rhodes scholar to know that, but it also takes planning, and I am not sure whether a great deal 
of planning had taken place.  The West Australian goes on - 

The Government is also under pressure to provide additional car park spaces at stations, particularly on 
the Joondalup line, but Mr Carpenter said the solution was a better integrated bus service. 

That has yet to come to fruition.  We still need to see that so-called integrated bus service, whatever that might 
mean.  Mr Carpenter went on - 

“We don’t intend to be building massive carparks, or increasing the size of carparks at every train 
station, it would be counter-productive,” . . .  

There now appears to be a recognition that additional car parking bays will be made available for at least four 
out of the 10 stations. 

Hon Ken Travers:  But he said we are not going to do it at every station. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  That is what I read out. 

Hon Ken Travers:  So we’re doing it at four out of 10.  What’s your point? 

RAY HALLIGAN:  The point is that it is still a change of heart. 

Hon Ken Travers:  No, because he said we wouldn’t do it at every station so we’ve done it at four. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I have already said that a number of residents in some instances around some of these 
stations - they do not include those four - are complaining about the lack of car parking spaces for commuters 
and that these people are parking their cars outside their homes on their front lawns, and it appears that nothing is 
being done about it.  It is all very well and good to say, “But we’re doing something.”  It is like the health system 
and many other things that this government is putting more money into from which it is not getting a return.  It is 
one thing to be active; it is also something else to produce the goods that the people expect.  The people who 
went to this forum, who are residents living near any number of these stations, said that the additional number of 
car bays being provided will not be sufficient.  They have seen the bays fill up very quickly.  The residents are 
saying it; I am just repeating what they have said.  It is all right for the government to have spent $15 million or 
$18 million on this, but it appears that that might not be enough.  There is nothing in the government’s press 
statement to suggest that it will be sufficient - nothing at all.  The people have been told that they have been 
provided with more parking bays and that they should be happy with it. 

Hon Ken Travers:  As a member for the North Metropolitan Region, I know that the people are very happy with 
that announcement because my lower house colleagues and I worked long and hard to get it. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  It may not be sufficient. 
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Hon Ken Travers:  It may not be, but it is better than nothing, which is what used to happen when you lot were 
in government. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Here we go again! 

Hon Ken Travers:  Well, it’s true.  If it’s still not enough, we’ll find other solutions. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  In another 10 years’ time.  We have already been told it could take up to three years 
for this to happen.  Problems associated with the Reid Highway-Mitchell Freeway overpass require some urgent 
attention.  It could be put down to bad planning initially, although it may well have something to do with the 
other roads around the area, but the overpass becomes extremely congested.  I do not know what the solution is.  
It will cost millions of dollars to provide a solution, but something must be done.  It is no good looking to the 
opposition to fix it; it requires those who are holding the purse strings to fix it; that is, the current government. 

I could talk about the problems we are experiencing and have experienced with housing for a while, and about 
the lack of planning.  Admittedly, on the news tonight mention was made that some of the housing prices are 
decreasing because people cannot afford to buy a home at present.  Obviously some people can afford it but I am 
talking about those who more often than not cannot look after themselves.  Those who are moving into their 
third or fourth homes often know their way around the system and can obtain the finance and move into a home.  
Today the Housing Industry Association released a media statement headed “New Home Sales Drop in May”.  
They have dropped for a couple of months.  The document states that the cost of building a new house in 
Australia - not just Western Australia - is - 

. . . extremely competitive on the world stage, however, taxes and charges on new house and land 
packages together with the cost of red tape and the planning maze adds unnecessarily to the cost of a 
new house. 

That has been said for a considerable time, but it has not necessarily been recognised by the government, which 
is unfortunate.  I am concerned about the people who have borrowed up to the hilt.  They have borrowed 100 per 
cent of the cost of a home and are finding themselves owing more than they own because of the decreasing value 
of the home.  Over the years there has been a dramatic change in the difference in cost between the land itself 
and the house that is built on it.  The Real Estate Institute of WA has provided me with a document.  I would like 
to read some of the figures because they are most important.  The median house price in June 2002 was 
$189 000.  In June 2003 it was $225 000; in June 2004 it was $258 000; in June 2005 it was $295 000; in June 
2006 it was $405 000; and in September 2006 it was $430 000.  I heard tonight on the news that it is currently 
around $460 000.  The very big difference here is the median land price.  The figures I have just quoted refer to a 
total land and house package.  The median land price in June 2002 was $84 000, or 44 per cent of the total cost.  
In June 2003 it had gone up to $99 000, or 44 per cent; in June 2004 it had gone up to $125 000, or 48 per cent; 
in June 2005 it was $145 000, or 49 per cent; in June 2006 it was $215 000, or 53 per cent; and in September 
2006 it was $265 000, or 62 per cent.  There has been an increase in monetary value - which is not all that 
meaningful because of inflation - in the cost of land from $84 000 to $265 000.  More importantly, the 
percentage of land that makes up the total house and land package has increased from 44 per cent in June 2002 to 
62 per cent.   
The Housing Industry Association has published other figures, which I do not have with me at present, that show 
that the cost of building a home has not increased anywhere near as much as the price a person has to pay for the 
land on which to build a house.  They are similar figures to these: the cost of land is the larger component of a 
house and land package.  This is part of the argument being put forward about planning, the lack of available 
land and - as is mentioned in the document - the red tape, taxes and charges that others would say unnecessarily 
add to the cost of land.  Any number of years ago the headworks on a development were often borne by the local 
government authority and the cost of the headworks recouped over 20 or 25 years.  Currently, all the headworks 
are placed on the shoulders of the developer.  That has happened with not only this government, but also 
previous governments.  The developer, of course, is not a banker and should not be expected to be, so it must 
pass that cost immediately on to the land purchaser.  I have been down this path on previous occasions but I do 
not think people necessarily agree with me.  People must pay for all the infrastructure - the roads, kerbing, 
guttering, electricity, water, sewerage, parks and playgrounds.  Those amenities all look very well and good but 
there is an enormous cost involved and that cost is passed on to those who are purchasing.  First home buyers in 
particular are finding it extremely difficult to purchase.  They are compelled to take on something that they may 
very well be prepared to wait five or 10 years for.  By that I mean all the grassed areas with lakes, fountains and 
playgrounds.  Everyone is now insisting that they accept those amenities and that they pay for them.  I hope that, 
at some stage, this issue is revisited and that some first home buyers are asked what they are prepared to accept.  
It might be what I term a lesser package without all the additional headworks, and that would enable them to 
purchase a piece of land and build a modest home.  The trimmings could be added at a later stage when they are 
in a position to contribute towards them.  I understand that first home buyers are still having problems and, 
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probably more importantly, they are having difficulty renting homes for exactly the same reason:  The price of a 
house and land package is so high that people buying homes for investment and renting them out must recoup at 
least what they are paying out unless they want to negatively gear.  I imagine that not too many people can 
afford to do that.  Therefore, rents are increasing dramatically and making it all the more difficult for our 
younger people in particular, and first home buyers generally, to become homeowners.  
While talking about homes generally I want to talk a little about Homeswest.  Members of this place will have 
heard me speak on numerous occasions about the Homeswest waiting list and the lack of stock.  That also has 
been the situation for a number of years.  Part of that was to do with the previous Court government’s policies - I 
will get in early.  However, we have been enjoying boom times for a number of years and it has been said that 
they will continue for a few more years.  If there is a time when the government should invest in more public 
housing, I suggest that now is that time.  However, that does not appear to be happening.  Again, more and more 
people in the community cannot afford their own home, nor can they afford to rent.  They are therefore looking 
at public housing but having to wait, in some instances, for an enormous amount of time for that public housing.  
I believe something must be done and I would like to hear from the government at some stage about what 
strategies it intends to implement to increase housing stocks to make it easier for people who need - I am talking 
about need; a very important word - to go into those homes.  They need that housing. 
There is one issue which I will talk about and which I will make an issue, because I am not aware of anything 
that is being done in this area.  I am wondering whether there is a key performance indicator that the Department 
of Housing and Works uses that would assist - I will use the word “assist” because I think it is important - some 
tenants of public housing to move out.  I am fully aware of this issue, because any number of constituents have 
come to me with concerns that on occasions they have received a letter that says, “You have now reached a 
particular point.  Your income is now over the threshold - not nearing it, but over it - and so you have three 
months to get out.”  Often, these letters come out of the blue.  The difficulty, which is why I use the word 
“assist”, is that the information being provided to Homeswest should be sufficient, so that over a period the 
tenants are made aware of when they are likely to reach the threshold.  I know that it is not always as clear cut as 
that, but if someone’s income is gradually increasing, and assumptions are made that within 12 months that 
person is likely to be near the threshold, I believe it is important that that person is advised as soon as possible, 
so that some arrangements might be put in place whereby that person can move out and into accommodation that 
is possibly more suitable, if it is available, and, therefore, some public housing would then be available for 
someone else who actually needs it.  I am wondering whether there is a key performance indicator that 
encourages the Homeswest staff to even look at this type of situation, so that they can ascertain the number of 
people who are placed in that position and advise them within an appropriate time; and I am not trying to tell 
anyone what that appropriate time might be.  However, I think something needs to be done in this area. 
I can recall a few years ago seeing photographs in the newspaper of a relatively recent model Mercedes Benz 
parked in the driveway of a Homeswest home and it being said that the income of the tenants was far in excess 
of what it should be.  That was a one-off situation, and these things will happen.  However, there may be many 
more.  Often, the people who have come to me complaining about those letters that they have received are in fact 
reaching that threshold, but they say that three months is not enough time for them to find alternative 
accommodation, because they have been in public accommodation for a long time.  Therefore, I think that some 
assistance and some mentoring are required for those people, and it may well be that Homeswest can rationalise 
the number of tenants that it currently has and reduce the problems that exist.  However, unless the situation is 
looked at and analysed, nothing will happen, and I am not sure that anything is happening at present. 
I will quickly talk about one set of volunteers at the Araluen Botanic Park, which is well outside the North 
Metropolitan Region, I must admit.  The volunteers there have been working in the park for quite a number of 
years.  I am well aware that the government is now going to place the park in different hands.  The unfortunate 
part about this is that the government has not actually told these volunteers exactly what will happen with them; 
that is, whether they will in fact have a position or what that position might be, or exactly what will happen with 
the park and whether there will be additional costs associated with the running of it.  We do not know whether a 
cost-benefit analysis has been undertaken.  Everyone knows that we have a very large number of volunteers in 
this state.  I do not know how the percentage compares with other states in Australia, but we have a large 
number - I understand it is well in excess of 400 000 - and they do an absolutely marvellous job.  No government 
of any persuasion could possibly provide the services our volunteers provide if they had to be paid.  I think it is 
important we try to keep them onside, to the extent that if they want to work, we should provide the work.  Let 
us not take it away from them.  I believe that is an area that needs to be looked at by the government and we 
hope it will be able to provide for the volunteers’ needs as well as those of the general community of Western 
Australia and therefore reduce the costs. 
On the question of costs, I would like to mention the fact that the government, as did previous governments, has 
gone down the path of user pays, and we have had cost recovery throughout any number of regulations that go 
through this place.  One of the difficulties has been that some of the agencies - I am not blaming government for 
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this - are continually looking at ways and means of extracting moneys over and above cost recovery.  Certain 
areas have been brought to the attention of the Auditor General, and when the Joint Standing Committee on 
Delegated Legislation sees charges in excess of what everyone believes is a reasonable cost recovery, it has no 
option but to consider it to be a tax.  That is the argument we provide to the department, and it then provides its 
side of the story as to why it should be considered just a charge.  I do not see why we have to have arguments in 
this area.  To me it is relatively clear-cut that the government should be instructing its agencies to look only to 
recovering the figure they have paid out for the service provided.  There needs to be some insistence in this area.  
The Premier’s circular goes out to all agencies setting out the different documentation that has to be presented to 
the committee and what has to be included in a lot of that documentation.  I am aware that the Department of 
Treasury and Finance has some guidelines associated with cost recovery, but there have been, as far as I am 
aware and as far as I am concerned, many problems associated with cost recovery.  The matter still needs to be 
resolved.  I have been talking about it for any number of years and something still needs to be done about it so 
that there is a recognition that if the charge is a legitimate cost recovery, it goes through as part of the regulation.  
However, if the charge goes beyond cost recovery, it is then considered a tax, and it should go through the 
primary legislation and, therefore, through this chamber.   
I now want to get back to the northern suburbs and talk about power blackouts.  Fortunately, power blackouts are 
not something that people in the northern suburbs have to put up with very often, but many areas of the state do 
often have to put up with power blackouts.  The power supply in this state is indeed a fragile thread.  Between 
21 February and 6 March this year, Perth experienced significant heatwave conditions.  I asked a series of 
questions about this matter when Parliament resumed this year.  The answers to those questions make interesting 
reading.  There were 742 blackouts throughout the state over that 14-day period.  That was an average of 53 a 
day.  Those blackouts affected a total of 208 293 customers.  If we work on an average of two people per 
household, that means that more than 400 000 people were affected.  The causes listed in the answer ranged from 
lightning and pole-top fires, to accidents and vandalism. I suspect that the most significant cause was the words 
“blown fuses”, because the government has admitted that blown fuses can occur because of high loads during 
heatwave conditions.  On the figures supplied, blackouts affected 225 suburbs in the metropolitan area.  Of those 
suburbs, 163 were affected more than once.  Outside the metropolitan area, 272 separate areas were affected, 
ranging from Northampton, to Kalgoorlie, to Albany, and just about every point in between.  Of these, 216 areas 
were hit more than once. 
On the government’s own figures, the peak load reached during the period was 3 576 megawatts.  That translates 
to more than 94 per cent of the system’s maximum load.  In March, the government patted itself on the back 
because the system had not collapsed during a heatwave.  The government even had the temerity to refer to small 
pockets of power interruption.  When there are more than 700 blackouts in 14 days, a reference to “small 
pockets” is being a little too generous with the terminology.  Then, little more a month later, came the big 
announcement that the government will be spending $3.5 billion over four years to upgrade and extend the 
state’s main electricity network.  I am sure we would all express hope that this expenditure will strengthen that 
fragile thread to which I referred at the outset, and that the people of Western Australia will be able to enjoy the 
benefits of an improved electricity system, with blackouts reduced to a minimum.  It is difficult to expect people 
to put up with blackouts of this magnitude at a time when this state is experiencing an economic boom.   

One other matter that needs to be placed on the record relates to the Corruption and Crime Commission, and, 
more importantly, the Parliamentary Inspector of the Corruption and Crime Commission.  Members will be 
aware that this state has one parliamentary inspector by the name of Malcolm McCusker and he has an assistant 
by the name of Graeme Scott.  The stage has now been reached at which a problem exists.  It is something that 
could not be foreseen; therefore, I am not blaming the government for it, far from it.  One would hope that 
everybody recognises that a problem exists and something will be done about it.  I believe there is a need for an 
office of parliamentary inspector for which someone of the ilk of Malcolm McCusker, QC would take the 
responsible role and he would have at least two people under him to undertake the majority of the day-to-day 
work.  It would be Malcolm’s ultimate responsibility to sign off on any reports.  This office would need to be 
resourced.   

It has become apparent that there are any number of issues in the public domain that individual constituents 
believe the parliamentary inspector should be investigating.  More and more work is being placed on his 
shoulders, and when one considers that Malcolm is an eminent QC who runs his own business as a barrister and 
that time must be certainly precious to him, there is a need for the government, with the support of the 
opposition, to make resources available to ensure that the role of the parliamentary inspector can be undertaken 
and completed in the manner in which the Parliament first expected.  The things that have occurred could not be 
foreseen.  I am not necessarily referring to matters that are coming out of the Corruption and Crime Commission, 
but to other extraneous matters that require the attention of the parliamentary inspector.  Currently those issues 
are becoming so numerous that something will have to be done very quickly.   



Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL - Tuesday, 26 June 2007] 

 p3617b-3631a 
Hon Barbara Scott; Hon Ray Halligan; Deputy President 

 [15] 

I understand that some assistance, other than just Graeme Scott, will be provided to the parliamentary inspector, 
but I also understand that will not be until September.  Having previously been a public servant, I understand that 
the wheels of government can turn quite slowly.  We need to try to accelerate it somewhat to make it easier for 
not only the parliamentary inspector but also Parliament to believe, understand and accept that the work through 
the CCC act is undertaken and completed in a timely, efficient and effective manner.  At this point I am not sure 
that that is the case.  I am not reflecting on individuals; however, the demands that are being placed on them are 
greater than anyone initially expected.  That being the case, it is incumbent upon Parliament, through the 
government, to provide the resources that the inspector would require.   
I have just about completed the issues I wanted to raise on this occasion; however, I would like to repeat some of 
the things I have said previously about the committee system.  It works particularly well, but it needs to be 
bipartisan.  I am fully aware that select committees can be very political, but that is where the politics should 
remain.  Standing committees should not be political.  Judgements should be made on the issues and consensus 
found so that we can move forward knowing full well that if we have created a precedent, it is something we can 
all be comfortable with.  I have been involved with committees for 10 years, and the great majority I have been 
involved with, and the members I have been involved with from all sides of politics, have been particularly good.  
They have all worked well, and the outcomes from the committees have been extremely good.  Both the 
Parliament and the people of Western Australia can be comfortable with the work those committees do and the 
outcomes they provide.  I feel passionate about the committee system and periodically I will speak as I do now, 
but if ever I believe that something is going wrong with any of the committees of which I am part, I have every 
intention of bringing that to the attention of the house.  It is a very important part of the parliamentary process.  It 
is an important aspect of work for members, particularly those on the back bench, to become involved in.  They 
can learn a great deal from it, and members of this chamber can feel comfortable, when a report is tabled, that 
the due diligence had been undertaken to the extent that they can be comfortable with the recommendations 
provided in that report.  
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bruce Donaldson.  
 


