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SUPPLY BILL 2001 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 3 May. 

MR MARSHALL (Dawesville) [7.01 pm]:  The government budget plays a vital role in ensuring that the 
people of Western Australia experience infrastructure and facilities that enable them to enjoy a better life.  In 
eight and a half years of representing the electorates of Murray and Dawesville, I have had the honour to see 
dreams and plans for a technical and further education college, a new Peel health campus, a performing arts 
centre and five schools come to fruition.  In four months, a dream that has been on the drawing board for 10 
years will be realised in my region.  I am referring to Mandurah’s new 500-pen ocean marina project.  Locals led 
by Owen Tuckey recognised the need for such a facility in 1990.  In 1995, the then State Government appointed 
a steering group, known as the Mandurah ocean marina task force, to oversee the implementation of this project.  
The task force comprised representatives from LandCorp, the Peel Development Commission, the City of 
Mandurah, the Department of Transport, the Ministry for Planning and the Department of Land Administration, 
and local politicians, including the former member for Mandurah, the member for Murray-Wellington and, of 
course, the member for Dawesville.   

The final task force report was submitted to the Deputy Premier and the Minister for Lands on 1 June 1999.  In 
July 1999, LandCorp agreed to take equity participation in the project with Treasury agreeing to fund a capital 
shortfall of $9.3 million over five years.  I mention these dates to indicate that such major projects are not hit-
and-miss affairs.  We have the dream, the formation of committees, planning and, suddenly, the facility exists.  It 
is a wonderful feeling.  That is planning in progress.   

Cabinet approved construction of the marina on 4 October 1999.  The then Premier, Richard Court, launched the 
project in Mandurah on 7 November 1999.  Things were starting to move.  Two years later, in late October or 
early November, the new member for Mandurah will have the opportunity to be part of the opening of the first 
stage of this huge project initiated by the previous Government.  When completed, the marina will have cost 
about $220 million, yet the government investment has been only $50 million.  That is one of the masterstrokes 
of understanding finance when in government.  Stage 1 is costed at $20 million and includes civil engineering 
and landscape works, new premises for the offshore fishing club, the Mandurah Yacht Club and the sea rescue 
group, and approximately 200 floating-marina pens and hardstand jetties for the commercial fishing fleet.  The 
marina is being constructed at Dolphin Pool and, although a few residents and neighbours were initially opposed 
to the development, everyone can now see that the community will benefit greatly as a result of this project.  
This will be an international-standard marina for public, private and commercial vessels.  When completed, it 
will have 500 pens.  Originally it was thought that the first stage should have 100 pens.  However, such was the 
demand that the 200 pens built on floating jetties - which were purchased in France thus saving the Government 
over $2 million - and the 35 pens for commercial crayfish and fishing boat operators have been preleased.  That 
is a marvellous way of doing business.   

The marina will service the community by providing public fuelling and sullage facilities.  The extensive 
waterways in the Mandurah area mean it has one of the biggest registered commercial and recreational fishing 
flotillas in Western Australia.  In the old days, boat owners had to go to a garage to get petrol for their boats.  In 
the process of filling their boats, they probably spilt fuel into the waterways, thus causing environmental 
damage.  The new marina at Dawesville has come into operation six months before the Dolphin Pool marina, 
and, although it is smaller, it will also provide sullage and public fuelling facilities.  We will have these facilities 
at both exits from the waterways - at the ocean exit and at the Dawesville Channel exit.  That is fantastic for all 
boat owners in the area.   

Several members interjected.  

Mr MARSHALL:  I think I heard the member for Mandurah say he does not have a boat.  He will lose votes if 
that is true.  

Boat maintenance has always been an important issue in the area.  In the past, crayboats, fishing boats, cruisers 
and 35-foot-plus vessels have had to be sailed to Fremantle for maintenance.  That will no longer be necessary.   

The sea rescue group has operated from a wonderful facility, but the new marina will provide it with the most 
up-to-date technology to help save people’s lives.  Last year the sea rescue group performed 91 rescues and 
returned 318 people safely home.  We should not denigrate or take for granted what those volunteers do for us 
all.   

The public launching ramp and the vehicle parking area close to the ocean will be a bonanza.  The area has 
everything - herring, whiting, tailor, crayfish and so on - so small boat owners will have a wonderful time.  
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Given that, this boat ramp will probably not be big enough.  The facility will also have jetties for government 
departments such as Fisheries WA and the Department of Transport, bringing everything into a hub for ease of 
access.   

The offshore fishing club, which is at the point of Dolphin Pool, is one of the best fishing clubs in Western 
Australia.  The Mandurah Yacht Club is located a few kilometres away.  The two organisations are coming 
together under one roof.  The new clubhouse will be a $2 million glass structure with views of the ocean, the 
estuary and the marina that will be second to none.  It will be a great facility for conventions; people will come 
to Mandurah just to use the venue.  It will be a magnificent clubhouse; it will be a stunner.  There will be areas 
for houseboats and boat hire.  The commercial fishing fleet will provide add-on value as there will be a fish 
offloading wharf where people can buy snapper, jewfish, crayfish and the like, as they can in Kalbarri.  Fish will 
be straight from the water, into people’s bags and into the pan.  It will be something special.  Special things 
always happen at Mandurah.  There will be a boat lift and a stacking area - a feature of all modern marinas.  
With so many visitors bringing boats into Mandurah there is a need for a boat lifting and stacking facility and for 
owners to know that their boats are safe. 

Besides all this, land is available for restaurants, tourist developments, residential buildings - 35 low-cost chalets 
- and the development on the beach of a four or five-star hotel.  A number of consortiums are already looking at 
developing a four or five-star hotel.  Just imagine that!  Apart from the Peel deviation, a five-star hotel is needed 
to capture all the one-day tourists in Mandurah who do not have a need to stay.  The hotel would be on the beach 
and have magnificent, uninterrupted ocean views. 

Land to be supplied will be on a 40-year lease and the company to which the land is granted must build its own 
premises, but the lease will be graduated to allow the company to get on its feet.  In the early days of the marina, 
when things are quiet, there will be a low-level lease that will gradually be increased to the level of a normal 
lease after five or six years.  As it will be a 40-year lease, people will be able to invest in the marina with great 
confidence.  I believe it will be a very fair agreement. 

Landscaping of the marina will be an additional feature.  There will be a footbridge linking the north and south 
precincts.  The marina will become the showcase of Mandurah and Western Australia for tourists.  Last year, 
220 000 people visited the performing arts centre and I believe that the same number, if not more, will visit the 
new marina.  It will provide employment for up to 300 people, increased tourism opportunities and enhancement 
of Mandurah’s reputation as the water playground of the west. 

Skippers with guests will soon be cruising down from the Royal Perth Yacht Club or the Royal Freshwater Bay 
Yacht Club to see a play, opera, ballet or variety show at the performing arts centre or to dine out at the wide 
range of restaurants.  I remind members that 25 restaurants have been opened in Mandurah in the past three 
years.  Skippers will be able to visit knowing that their boats will be moored safely.  The marina will become an 
alternative for boaties who would normally visit Rottnest.  The marina will be managed by the City of 
Mandurah, which has just appointed ex-Hillarys Boat Harbour manager, Jim Scott, to the role of operations 
manager.  I have met him a few times; he knows what he is doing.  He has already made some subtle changes.  I 
have the utmost confidence that he will do a great job for the area.  From the outset, this project has been 
overseen for LandCorp and the task force by a private consultant, Chris Carmen.  Chris has been a marvellously 
tolerant facilitator with enormous energy and knowledge and a talent for such a project.  I want to acknowledge 
his efforts in Hansard and I look forward to toasting those efforts at the opening in October. 

That was the good news.  The bad news that concerns me is that the southern progress association has not 
received its coast care grant of $14 000.  The group has written three or four letters to the minister and cannot get 
a reply.  The funds are needed by 30 June.  Time is ticking by.  It is a concern that some of the moneys promised 
have not been paid by this Government.  As opposition spokesman on sport and recreation I received a letter 
from Rob Langer, the Chief Executive Officer of the Western Australian Speedway Commission - which was 
formed for the safety of speedway in Western Australia - advising that his commission has had to scale down its 
operations due to its marginal financial position.  It appears that funding that was guaranteed to continue has not 
come through.  The commission is very concerned.  It is an important organisation.  Like other organisations in 
Western Australia, it is waiting for its money.  That is the negative part of my speech. 

I will speak on an issue that is close to my heart; that is, organ donation.  It is a complex and emotional issue.  
An intense promotional campaign is needed to discuss organ donation more openly.  The DonateWest program 
promotion has seen Western Australia’s rate of organ and tissue donation rise to 11.7 donors per million 
compared with the national average of 10.2 donors per million.  From lagging behind the rest of Australia, 
Western Australia is now second only to South Australia in levels of organ donation.  Tissue and organ 
donations have doubled while the Western Australian donor list has increased by 15 per cent.  More people still 
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need to register.  We must talk about organ donation with our families and explain that it may be an issue they 
are asked to consider.   

I am emotionally involved with this issue.  I have always attended urology lectures whenever I can.  About six 
months ago I attended a urology department where birthday celebrations were being held.  A husband who had 
donated a kidney to his wife was celebrating the fifth or eighth anniversary of the donation.  There was also a 
brother who had donated a kidney to his sister.  These people were alive and enjoying life.  I found it very 
moving to be there and to witness what can be done when people have the courage and intensity of life to want 
to share it with someone else. 

Members will recall about four years ago that I was the instigator for members to donate blood.  A Red Cross 
caravan was parked outside and parliamentarians, dining staff, garden staff and others donated blood.  More 
blood was donated from Parliament House staff than had been given on many country trips.  The Red Cross was 
proud of us all.  I remind the new Minister for Health that we do not want glory, but I do want members of 
Parliament to donate more blood in the future.  At the same time, members should put their names on a register 
indicating that they will donate an organ or tissue.  I challenge members to think about it.  Some members think 
about the issue but do nothing, and others think that it will not help them.  There are many negatives that 
members put in place to prevent them from coming forward.  Donating organs is like donating blood.  I ask 
members to put up their hands if they have donated blood.  I see only a small proportion have - three out of 40.  
Now I see a few more hands.  Someone on the other side put up two hands.  I am glad that member has donated 
twice.   

In closing I remind the House of the pleasure of giving, especially if it helps someone to enjoy a better life.  I 
hope that the new budget will allocate money to assist organ donation promotion.  In debate on the budget 
estimates two years ago I challenged the health budget and asked where was the money for organ donation.  The 
member who responded on behalf of the minister told me that nothing had been allocated.  We applied pressure.  
If one looks at the statistics one can see that the situation has been turned around in the past 18 months.  Despite 
that, we have not scratched the surface in Western Australia.  We have not implemented the educational 
programs needed.  If members go into the community they will realise that people do not know that they have to 
indicate organ donation on their drivers licences nor do they know how to go about it.  I appeal to members to go 
out like disciples and tell the community that organ donation will save lives and tissue donations will help people 
to enjoy better lives.  I challenge members to go out there and make their mark in that department.  

MR OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [7.20 pm]:  My remarks will address issues in my electorate.  I note that 
the minister said in the second reading speech that the Government intends to meet its election promises and 
savings initiatives.  He also said that the budget will be brought down in August rather than May and that, with 
the extra time, the Government will make sure it gets it right.  I want the Government to get it right, for a number 
of reasons.  The previous Government made a number of commitments that need to be carried out, particularly in 
my area of Warren-Blackwood, which is undergoing significant changes in industry restructure, particularly in 
the timber industry. 

I first focus my remarks on the proposed new Manjimup primary school, which was promised by the previous 
Minister for Education.  Discussion about a new primary school for Manjimup has been taking place for more 
than three years.  The local area education planning report recommended that a comprehensive analysis of the 
state of the buildings at Manjimup Primary School be undertaken and, on the basis of that analysis, that 
recommendations should be made for replacement of the school, capital works or major maintenance programs.  
The report also recommended further community consultation.  Public consultation is taking place.  The school 
is very old, and the expectation has been built up over several years that a major upgrade of the facilities will be 
undertaken.  A 1997 briefing paper provided to the former Minister for Education, the current Leader of the 
Opposition, stated that the Manjimup Primary School is in need of replacement.  The paper said that 
maintenance costs to ensure that the school complies with occupational health and safety requirements were high 
and that the implementation of the full-time five-year-old program in 1997 had exacerbated the overcrowding in 
the playground and placed additional stress on facilities.  The LAEP report stated that the school was in a poor 
state of repair.  At the time of the formal LAEP process in 1998, the district director, of education, Dr Shirley 
Grundy, believed that the school had already been included in the forward budget estimates of the Education 
Department for replacement in the next three to five years.  The community believed that the purpose of the 
LAEP process was to identify what they wanted for the school, which would be built. 

The majority of the students of Manjimup Primary School live on farms and in rural locations surrounding 
Manjimup.  They travel about 90 minutes by bus each way to get to school.  The school attracts a H-index of 
92.74, which indicates a high number of lower socioeconomic families, with the associated high rates of family 
difficulties, low income, unemployment, transience, family breakdowns, etc.  Enrolments are increasing and 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 12 June 2001] 

 p957a-973a 
Mr Arthur Marshall; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Jeremy Edwards; Mr Max Trenorden; Acting Speaker; Mr Ross 

Ainsworth; Mr Mike Board 

 [4] 

parental input in the school and other educational programs is strong.  Manjimup’s parents and citizens 
association is a tremendous organisation.  A large number of parents attended the school, and families have a 
strong affiliation with the school.  The area of the school site is 2.51 hectares, which is below the designated 4.5 
hectares allocated to a level 5 primary school.  The school oval is 7 119 square metres instead of the 
recommended 8 500 square metres, so there is huge overcrowding.  The oldest part of the building is the original 
Rose Street school, which dates back to 1911.  Several subsequent renovations mean the school has evolved into 
a linear-style arrangement.  The school looks nice from the outside, but even the former minister was dismayed 
about the interior.  The floorboards on the veranda are so thin that only the linoleum stops people falling through 
them.  It is a difficult situation, particularly from the point of view of public risk.  An educational support unit is 
housed at the old Nyamup building, which was taken over a long time ago.  The school has three transportable 
preprimary classrooms with inadequate playground space.  The kindergarten program is run off site.  It is 
managed by the Manjimup Primary School and services the whole town.  It is about 2.5 to three kilometres away 
from the actual school.  When the four-year-old program is expanded to four half-days a week, with a full cohort 
in 2002, there will be insufficient room at the Perup Road site.  Other buildings will need to be placed on that 
site, which will make the overcrowding worse.  There are three possible sites for the new primary school: the 
current site, which could be rebuilt with great disruption to the school community, the high school site and a site 
adjacent to the high school site.  The community is engaged in public consultation with the district education 
office.  The process has been thorough, with questionnaires published in the local newspaper and sent directly to 
students.  However, it is proposed that the new school open in 2004, by which time half the current school 
population will have moved on.  The district education office should ask the parents of students in the 
preprimary schools and kindergartens where they want the site.  I hope the minister reads this speech or that 
someone reports it to him.  It is essential that this school be replaced.  The previous Government made the 
commitment to do that and it is something the community expects.  The community is already under stress.  
There must be funds in next year’s budget for this school.  It must be funded in the next forward estimates.   

I have been reluctant to raise the timber issue over the past two to three months because I believe the 
Government should be given every opportunity to put in place processes to offset any major impact from the 
Labor Party policy.  The Premier was on his feet in question time today again berating the Opposition and 
lauding himself about stopping the logging of old-growth forests.  The issue is a little more complicated than 
that, and I took it on myself to discuss matters relating to the timber industry with the Minister for Forestry and 
Fisheries, Hon Kim Chance, the Minister for State Development and also the Minister for Peel and the South 
West.  I gave them suggestions about what should be done and how value-adding needs to be introduced into the 
district to provide some jobs.  In recent times, Sotico Pty Ltd, the company that has taken over Bunnings Pty Ltd, 
has pre-empted the situation and said that it will scale down its operations so that a greater volume is spread over 
a longer period.  That is to the company’s credit.  It will bring forward the reductions in the industry from 2003 
to this Christmas.  It is all well and good to talk about saving old-growth forest; however, there is still great 
conjecture about what constitutes an old-growth forest.  The day after the election, the Forest Products 
Commission put in place a decree that logging would cease in old-growth forests.  Workers stopped logging in 
the old-growth forest in Mattaband 10, which is about an hour’s drive from Pemberton.  It has big, old trees and 
will probably never be visited by people because it is so remote.  The workers were moved to an area at Collins 
block, which is five minutes due east of Pemberton, and began cutting regenerated forest.  At that time, the 
Leader of the Opposition was in the district with the shadow spokesman for forests, Hon Peter Foss, the Deputy 
Leader of the Opposition and me.  The timber workers cutting the forest told us that we must go to see what they 
were doing, so we went to their logging operation.  The workers were cutting down trees that were about 80 
years old.  The harvesting contractor argued that these are trees we should be leaving for another 20 or 30 years.  
This was a production forest, not a national park.   

The timber workers argued that they should be back in Mattaband to cut down the old trees.  As the local 
member and former forest products minister, I am faced with the dilemma that if I push the Government too hard 
to stop the logging of this new forest, we will finish up without a timber industry.  Already in my electorate, six 
contractors have applied for business exits.  The Government talks to me and to members of the local shire, as it 
should.   

Families in those communities are under stress.  Last week a young 35-year-old man with a four-month-old 
daughter and whose wife was pregnant came into my electorate office and told me that he would be out of work 
in three months time.  He was trying to buy his house and wanted to stay in the area that he loved.  Those 
situations create real problems.  Although the Government and the bureaucrats might be well and truly removed 
from the issues, members of Parliament have a responsibility to make sure those people are looked after.   

I do not doubt the mandate of the Government.  It went to the election with a policy to stop logging in old-
growth forests, and it has implemented that policy.  It has been interesting to talk to ministers.  The ministers I 
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have talked to who are now coming to grips with this issue have said that they did not realise how difficult the 
issue was.  They have said that the decision to stop logging of old-growth forests was made at a leadership and 
party level, and that they are now being given the job to fix it.  It is a good call.  It is a political statement and I 
will not wear it.  Members of Parliament who are part of the decision-making process should know what they are 
talking about before they damage people’s lives.   

Sixty-five jobs were lost in Pemberton.  The mill employed 100 people to cut 100 000 tonnes of timber a year.  I 
was there recently and wondered how all the machinery and activity could be stopped.  It is not as though the 
forests were being mined; it is a sustainable industry.  Scientists tell us that it can be sustained ad infinitum.  
National parks and reserves contain old-growth forest ecosystems.  This industry can be sustained forever and a 
day, and the industry should value-add its products to increase the number of jobs.  Those communities will be 
gutted.  Over the next couple of years I am not looking forward to seeing people in my electorate destroyed by 
government policy.   

I want the Government to remain close to this issue and to make sure that it is aware of the impact of its 
decisions.  I ask members to imagine their electorates if 30 per cent of the families were removed and the 
breadwinners were put out of work.  It is all well and good to say that 65 jobs will be lost in downtown Perth or 
Mandurah, because other jobs are available down the road.  Where is the big industry that will replace the timber 
industry in Manjimup?  The challenge for us is to bring industries to that district to replace the jobs that have 
been lost, so that people do not have to uproot their families and leave.  It is my challenge too, and I will assist 
the Government.   

People live in Pemberton, Northcliffe, Quinninup, Nannup, Bridgetown and Greenbushes because they love the 
forest - despite what many people in Perth might think; we all love the forest.  We are not in the business of 
raping the forest.  Much waste has occurred, and everybody knows that.  However, the wheel had already turned.  
The process of value adding was already happening and will continue in the future.  This Government has 
allocated half the volume of jarrah that the previous Government would have proposed under the post-2003 
volumes.  The former Government proposed that 286 000 cubic metres be logged.  The proposed current volume 
is 140 000.   

The Nannup project had almost been ticked off by the previous Government - it was only the caretaker 
government provisions that stopped it.  Based on the allocation of 286 000 cubic metres, the Nannup mill was to 
get 20 000 cubic metres.  The Government ticked off that issue after the election.  The people of Nannup are my 
constituents, and I do not deny them the opportunity to have a viable industry - and it will be.  If the volume is to 
be reduced to 50 per cent of the amount projected, perhaps it should have been less than 20 000 cubic metres.  
That statement will not win me any friends in Nannup.   

The rest of the industry has been cut in half.  In Pemberton and Greenbushes it has been cut by two-thirds.  I do 
not think that the people who make the decisions realise the impact of those decisions on those communities.  
The $123 million that has been set aside by the Government will not compensate those people or attract 
alternative industries.  It is all well and good to make fancy press statements - usually made by the wrong 
minister - about global figures.  The local community wants to know the details.  What will the families be 
entitled to?  What will their futures be in six months time?  The constituent I referred to earlier had worked for 
the company for about five years.  He will be owed about 16 weeks of pay.  His family will be in dire straits 
because no jobs will be available.   

The Barrabup state forest has been cut three times in 100 years.  A couple of weeks ago, Beth Schultz and Ken 
Colbung turned up at the forest on a Sunday morning and told the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management that the logging must be stopped on the basis that there might be an Aboriginal site in the Barrabup 
block.  I appointed Ken Colbung to the Fremantle Cemetery Board, and I respect him greatly.  However, if there 
is an Aboriginal site, it should be identified and cordoned off to ensure that logging does not occur.  The 
Aboriginal site supposedly had scar trees.  Aboriginals used to tear bark off a mature tree when they travelled 
through that part of the forest so that they could identify their trail when they next travelled in that area.  At least 
15 to 20 fires would have occurred over three logging periods in 100 years, and any large tree would have been 
cut over that time.  Therefore, it was unlikely that the site would have scar trees.  A person could put his arms 
around a 100-year-old jarrah tree.   

Over three fine days, 40 men and three contractors were stopped from carting to the mill the supply of logs that 
had already been cut and were on the ground, on the basis that there might be an Aboriginal site on that block.  
We have had the debate, and I can cop the public’s decision for voting in the Labor Party and its being given a 
mandate.  However, we do not need this kind of disruption; it only creates division.   
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One of the contractors on that site was also at Boorara.  Some conservationists had burning rags next to his D7 
bulldozer and he was charged with assault because he clocked one of those people.  Soon after that he had a 
heart attack and a quadruple bypass - he nearly died.  He also came to Parliament for the blockade.  Since then 
he has lost all his road contracts because of the decline in the industry and the projections about the way in which 
the industry would go.  Last week he applied for an exit from the industry.  He was also one of the contractors at 
Barrabup.  He will finish up with three-fifths of five-eighths, as they say in the industry; that is, very little.  By 
the time he pays his hire purchase and superannuation to his workers, after running a successful business with 15 
full-time employees, he will finish with very little.  It has caused great trauma for him and his wife.  When a 
grown man rings a local member of Parliament - I have known him my whole life and have never heard him cry 
before - and weeps on the telephone, it is not easy to handle.   

I implore the activists to consider the people who live in that area.  The former Government reduced the volume 
of timber to be harvested to what it thought was a sensible amount.  It also sought to introduce sensible 
production by shifting value-adding into the district.  This Government has taken it one giant step further, and it 
must consider these people.  

I now refer to the Pemberton sports club.  As I have already mentioned, the Pemberton community will go 
through major changes because of the reduction in the timber industry.  It is rumoured that only one shift will 
operate at the mill by December; therefore, significant numbers of people will be out of work.  The next project 
of vital importance to Pemberton is the sports centre the community has been planning for five to six years, 
which will house all the sports clubs under one roof.  They were successful to the extent that they attracted a 
State Government grant from the community sporting and recreation facilities fund, which was to be matched by 
a one-third contribution of $474 000 from both the shire and the community.  At the same time it was announced 
that the post-2003 volume of timber for Pemberton would be 30 000 cubic metres ad infinitum and there was 
also a promise of $5 million for value adding at the mill.  The Government also promised to buy the old workers 
club for $700 000 and turn it into a business centre for the development of fine woodcraft and fine wood 
furniture.  The $700 000 could go into this sports club project.  The State Government funded sports club and the 
licensed premises could be built with the $700 000 and a $300 000 loan by the sports club, making a total of 
$1 million.  That would bring the figures to $1 million for the licensed premises and $1.4 million under the 
sports club umbrella.  That was well and truly on track.  The club thought it could borrow $300 000 and it 
probably still can.  However, there is no way that the local community can still find $474 000 for its one-third 
contribution.  I have checked that $700 000 is allocated in the budget under either the South West Development 
Commission or the Ministry of Sport and Recreation.  There is no way that the Pemberton community can raise 
$474 000.  It is a community of only about 1 200 people, which includes the farmers.  There are about 900 
people in town.  It is a major project.  This $2.4 million project will generate a lot of activity and subcontracting.  
Bricks and mortar on the ground would lift the spirits of the local people.  I put it to the ministers responsible 
that something should be done to find that $300 000.  The local community is going through the local shire to 
seek funds from both the State and federal Governments.  I am glad that the Minister for Education is here. 

Mr Carpenter:  And Sport and Recreation. 

Mr OMODEI:  And the Minister for Sport and Recreation as well.  I was just getting to that.  I spoke earlier 
about Manjimup Primary School, which is keen for the minister to visit.  The minister could look at this site at 
the same time.  I think it is the tenth anniversary of the Pemberton District High School in November.  It would 
be great to have the minister visit then and talk to the community.  It would be a good opportunity for the 
Government to show some faith.  It has made a tough decision about the community down there.  If the 
Government does not come up with another $300 000 - the community can probably raise $174 000 - a project 
that has already been partly funded and for which approvals have been given will be in abeyance and will worry 
people down there.   

Mr Carpenter:  Under the new policy after the state budget, the State will contribute 50 per cent through the 
CSRFF, rather than 30 per cent. 

Mr OMODEI:  That is excellent.  I had that very argument with the previous minister for a number of years.  At 
the same time, country Western Australia does well out of the CSRFF.  The one-third, one-third, one-third 
formula is too difficult for small towns.  Had the Government not put money into the Bridgetown facility under 
the Warren-Blackwood action plan, the project would not have been viable; the local community would not have 
been able to raise the more than $1 million which was needed. 

Another important issue concerns an announcement by the previous Minister for the Environment in February 
2000 about the icon project, known as the sky jetty.  At that time the minister, Cheryl Edwardes, announced a 
major competition that would be managed by the Department of Contract and Management Services and would 
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go out to individuals, families, schools, technical and further education colleges, universities and any interested 
group.  The aim was to produce concepts to build an innovative, environmentally responsible and ecologically 
sustainable tourism development that would provide an enhanced visitor experience in the area similar to the 
icon known as the Valley of the Giants Treetop Walk.  On 31 May, the minister announced that the judging 
panel would include Pat Barblatt, a member of the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority of WA; 
Eddie Watling, a member of Tourism Council Australia; Phil Bombak, a member of the community consultative 
group from Pemberton; Henry Kudja, the regional manager of the Western Australian Tourism Commission; and 
Jim Sharp, Department of Conservation and Land Management’s director of parks.  Entries included suggestions 
for sculpture parks, laser light shows, bike trails, river trails, a virtual tree - a lift going up and down - railways, 
Aboriginal interpretive centres, theme parks, mazes, flying foxes, monorails, sky rails and so on.  Seventy-one 
concepts were received in the public competition and there were winners in several categories - individuals, 
families, high schools, TAFE, merit awards and so on - for which prizes were presented.  On 10 January, just 
before the election, it was announced that a winning project had been approved by the Department of Contract 
and Management Services.  The winning project was a sky jetty to be built off the Graphite and Davidson Roads, 
about 12 kilometres along Pine Creek Road.  The sky jetty would be developed at the steep hill, which goes 
down to the Donnelly River, and would start at ground level.  It would then go out through the trees and would 
end in a big teardrop with a 360-degree piece looking west.  The end of the sky jetty would be 40 metres off the 
ground and visitors could look 200 metres down into the Donnelly Valley.  A mesh walk would lead down the 
river on the floor of the valley.  The project was budgeted to cost $2 million.  However, it seems to have slipped 
somewhere.  There has been a lot of ducking and diving on the issue.  I do not care whether it is funded by the 
Commonwealth Government or the State Government - I do not care if the KGB funds it.  A thorough process, 
which had great involvement by the community right across the State, has been gone through.  The Labor Party’s 
tourism policy indicated that it would fund this project, which requires $2 million funding, plus another 
$1 million for a sealed road.  This will attract tourists that visit Margaret River and who drive along Mowen 
Road into Nannup and the Blackwood Valley.  They could travel along Davidson, Graphite and Pine Creek 
Roads and the tourist population could flood into Karri Valley, Manjimup, Bridgetown or Balingup.  It is 
fundamental for those towns that this project gets up.  The restructure of the timber industry will mean that the 
economy of that district will suffer dramatically in the next couple of years.  Alternative industries need to be 
established in that district.  Some of those could be value adding industries such as those dealing with flooring 
and furniture.  There will also be the tourism industry, with the expansion of tourist drives, the Bibbulmun 
Track, wine tourism and those sorts of things.   

I am not being overly critical of the Government because I need its help.  I am trying to be nice to the 
Government.  This project must be approved.  It is vital to the future of those districts, particularly Manjimup.  
Tourists would then drift down into Pemberton.  It is a $3 million project.  If the Government makes tough 
economic decisions - which I do not agree with because they are made for political purposes, not realistic 
economic purposes - there will be a major impact on that area.  The Government must look for alternative 
industries that will be multifaceted.  There might be other industries that I have not mentioned.  I understand that 
the Department of Commerce and Trade is aware of a number of industries that could be attracted into that area 
of Western Australia.  I encourage the Government.  I have told the member for Bassendean that I am more than 
happy to sit down with him and give him advice about how to get resource security for those mills and how to 
attract people.  I have good knowledge of the district and its people and I am prepared to help the Government.  
If the Government does not deliver on these issues in this budget I will be a pretty angry bloke.   

MR EDWARDS (Greenough) [7.50 pm]:  I shall speak on an issue of great importance to my electorate and to 
that of my colleague, the member for Geraldton.  The Geraldton southern transport corridor has had funds 
committed to it for a road option.  However, there is some question as to whether the rail option will also be 
funded.  It is important that the rail option be funded, as it is necessary to both the city of Geraldton and the 
surrounding hinterland.  The current figures on the public record show that the road option will cost $34 million, 
and the rail option $53 million, making a total of $87 million.  Since those figures were arrived at, however, I 
understand that the project total cost has risen to about $113 million.  Some questions remain as to whether the 
rail option will actually be funded.  I might have learned a little more on this issue over the weekend at the road 
train summit held in Geraldton, but I was not extended the courtesy of an invitation.  I gather the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure took four members of Parliament from her side of the House to that forum.  As a 
local member, I thought I would have been invited.  I take issue with that.  The influence the rail option will have 
on the future development of Geraldton should not be underestimated.  The removal of the railway from the 
foreshore, opening up that area for development, is likely to instil a measure of confidence and optimism in the 
Geraldton community. 
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At the moment, the Geraldton community and hinterland is probably experiencing the most significant downturn 
in its history.  People are hurting, and doing it very hard.  If this rail option were pursued, it would enable the 
central business district and the new marina complex to reach their full potential.  It would provide added 
potential for the construction of a new major hotel and associated projects.  Added to that is the proposed port 
enhancement.  At the moment the Geraldton Port Authority is looking at deepening the port by at least one 
metre, to enable larger ships to load.  Consequently the port will be more cost effective for grain producers and 
the mining industry in the eastern and north eastern goldfields.  That development would be greatly influenced 
by the southern transport corridor, and would give the city of Geraldton an opportunity to redefine its future 
development.  The corridor has in the main been well supported by the people of Geraldton and surrounding 
districts.  There are some knockers, and we will always have them.  However, the benefits of the project are 
numerous.  It will provide secure, efficient long-term access to the port of Geraldton.  It will allow for the 
removal of the current rail alignment along the city foreshore.  That alignment currently prevents much-needed 
development along the foreshore.  The corridor will serve as the access to the port of Geraldton for heavy 
transport from the eastern and north eastern goldfields, and the growing grain truck traffic using the port. 

Geraldton and the mid west have been the poor relations to other regions in the State over the last 10 to 15 years, 
and I say that without any compunction.  I level that comment, having lived there for some 30 years, at both 
sides of this House.  Towns and cities throughout Western Australia, particularly in the south of the State, have 
enjoyed massive capital injections, infrastructure and development approvals in the past 15 years.  Geraldton 
continues to suffer from the long delay in the construction of major projects.  In the past eight years there has 
been significant spending on infrastructure that preserves the everyday functioning of the community.  This 
includes such projects as new police stations, which the coalition Government put in place, and a new police and 
citizens youth club.  In the future a new hospital and other similar projects are proposed.  I recognise the 
previous Government as the originator of those projects.  The southern transport corridor will trigger new capital 
projects that will benefit the city of Geraldton and the mid west region for the future.  The Geraldton and mid 
west communities have expectations that both the road and rail options will be funded and built, and I call on the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure to implement the project forthwith.  

Ms MacTiernan:  If the member for Greenough can tell us where the previous Government put the money for 
this project, the present Government will gladly provide it.  

Mr EDWARDS:  That is a problem for the present Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  I suggest she start 
looking for the money.   

I now turn to heritage issues, which come under my shadow portfolio.  These issues should not be 
underestimated.  Over the years, heritage conservation has suffered from a lack of understanding.  It is very 
difficult to create the balance between a hospital that may need $5 million to keep operating and some buildings 
that are part of our heritage.  Such decisions must be made by Parliament.  Awareness of the need to conserve 
our State’s heritage has increased since the heady days of the 1960s and 1970s, when the prevailing attitude was 
that anything old was not worth keeping.  As a result of this attitude, we have lost a lot of character buildings 
throughout the State that were architectural reminders of our colonial beginnings.  I am glad to say that we have 
gained a greater awareness of the value of such buildings in the development of a community identity.  Today, 
we conserve heritage places because they enrich people’s lives by providing a sense of belonging to and 
communication with a place.  They provide tangible evidence of our past.  Heritage places reflect the cultural 
diversity of our community and, if managed and properly conserved, they are resources with an ongoing use, as 
my friend the member for Perth will be aware.  They are repositories of our past, and an inspiration for our 
future.  As such, they are irreplaceable.  This State took an important step in 1990, by establishing legislative 
protection for places with significant heritage value, through the Heritage of Western Australia Act.  That 
legislation is now under review, and no doubt will accelerate the advances made in the industry.  The wealth of 
knowledge and experience heritage professionals have gained over the past decade will be a stepping stone to 
further achievements in future decades in identifying, assessing and conserving the State’s heritage places.  

The agency which is empowered by the Heritage of Western Australia Act 1990 to implement that legislation is 
facing a challenge.  The Heritage Council of Western Australia has provided highly competent, and not always 
well-recognised, service to the State.  It has administered the heritage grants program since its inception as a 
coalition initiative some five years ago.  We need to recognise the role of the Heritage Council.  Through this 
grants program, owners of heritage places are given financial assistance for the preparation of conservation plans 
and for capital works.  According to the Heritage Council’s annual report for 2000, $7.2 million worth of 
applications for funding were made to the $1 million program in that year.  That indicates clearly the shortfall 
that exists.  There is a public demand for conservation assistance, and the pattern indicates that that demand is 
increasing substantially each year.  Those people who are unsuccessful in obtaining assistance have the potential 
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to feel disfranchised and disinclined to continue in their battle for assistance; in other words, they give up and do 
not bother to continue to apply.  The other day I met a gentleman who had experienced just such a problem.  He 
had come to the end of his tether and asked why he should keep bothering.  In many cases, it is the State’s 
responsibility to ensure that people are offered adequate incentives to conserve heritage places - which could be 
the places that give us our identity as a local community or a nation.   

A critical component of the legislation and a key part of the conservation process is identifying and assessing 
places of heritage significance.  The Heritage Council states in its 2000 annual report -  

The number of places referred for assessment has continued to grow beyond the Heritage Council’s 
capacity to deal with them, thereby creating a backlog of approximately 1000 places.  These include 
many places referred by local governments as a result of compiling their Municipal Inventories . . .   

The Heritage Council assessed 114 places in 1999-2000 - an achievement that went beyond its target.   

The 1995 Select Committee on Heritage Laws, chaired by my respected colleague Hon Phil Pendal, MLA, 
member for South Perth, made a number of significant recommendations to safeguard our State’s heritage.  
Recommendation 68 of that report was to identify and assess places of “state priority” and to inject the sum of 
$250 000 for this purpose.  Such an injection of funds would not solve the problem of the existing backlog but it 
would be a responsible measure to guard against the further unnecessary loss of key heritage places.  In essence, 
there is much to do and too few resources to do it with; I suspect we could say that for a lot of other things.  I 
therefore ask the Minister for the Environment and Heritage to provide additional funds to assist the Heritage 
Council to carry out its functions as the government agency responsible for implementing the State’s heritage 
legislation.  I also ask that an additional 20 per cent of funding be allocated to the heritage grants program to 
address the higher priority conservation projects.   

An additional issue that has not been addressed adequately is the conservation and management of John Curtin’s 
house in Cottesloe.  This should be dear to the heart of members on the other side of this House.  The 
Commonwealth and State coalition Governments purchased this house in 1999 for approximately $500 000.  It is 
a place of great cultural significance and requires urgent repair work to the roof and ongoing conservation and 
maintenance.  However, as far as I am aware, no funding has been allocated for this urgent work, nor has it been 
identified how the Government, on behalf of the community, will fund the necessary conservation work.  I seek 
an injection of funds to the tune of $85 000 to meet the immediate conservation needs of that place.  John 
Curtin’s house in Cottesloe is an exciting conservation project for this State, and its execution could be held up 
as exemplary.  We have the opportunity to work with the experts at Curtin University of Technology’s research 
institute of cultural heritage, the Heritage Council and the National Trust to bring to the nation’s attention the 
cultural heritage values of this place through best practice methods in heritage conservation and interpretation.  
We cannot do this without an initial injection of funds from Treasury, and I urge the Treasurer and the Premier to 
consider this an achievable and worthwhile project to support in this next financial year.  I say that in light of the 
fact that John Curtin came from the other side of the House, so I believe the Government has an added 
responsibility to make those funds available.   

MR TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [8.06 pm]:  The Supply Bill is a mechanical Bill that 
goes through this House, but it is an important Bill, and I will reflect on a couple of issues.  When I was first 
elected to this House, we used to have great debates about blocking supply, even though supply can only be 
blocked in the upper House, because if a Government has a majority in the lower House and carriage of the 
budget, this House can hardly block supply.  After what had happened to Prime Minister Whitlam, there were 
interesting and heated debates about blocking supply.  It is interesting how the climate has changed.  At that 
time, there was heated debate about changing the Constitution to ensure that supply could never be blocked.  
However, the composition of the upper House means that is no longer an issue.  Ten or 15 years ago, the Supply 
Bill would have been debated by most members of this House, but time has moved on.   

I want to give members a couple of messages today.  I would like to say to the Treasurer that he is not winning 
the debate in the public arena about black holes in budgets.  

Mr McRae:  I am sure he is.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  He is not.  The member has misinterpreted what that is about.  As I go around my electorate, 
people are throwing their hands in the air and saying we are all the same, we have all come out of the same 
bucket, and it is all a crock of lies, whether it comes from this side of the House or from that side of the House.  
They do not believe it.  They have every reason not to believe it: firstly, because it is not true; and secondly, 
because every Treasurer in the history of Western Australian and Australian elections for the past 10 years has 
given that speech.  That speech is written two months before an election, and it is run and re-run by every 
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Treasurer; and given a successful outcome for the Labor Party in the federal election, that speech will come out 
again. 

It will be slightly different, but it will be there.  The public of Australia will throw its hands in the air and ask 
what it is all about, and wonder why it votes these turkeys in when they cannot manage a chook raffle.   

Mr McRae interjected. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  It is interesting how members have 20-20 hindsight.  I wonder what the member for 
Riverton said to the press a month before the election about the ALP’s chances of winning the election. 

Mr McRae:  Me personally?  Very good.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  I was not referring to the member but to his party.  All the pollsters said it would be a split 
House.  The pollsters are now saying that the federal election is lineball.  That does not really matter.  Happily, 
as Leader of the National Party, I liked the federal budget because most of the surplus was reallocated to rural 
people.  Rural areas have got mobile phone coverage and some health coverage.  We are grateful for some of the 
items in the federal budget.  The Northam Town Council was allocated $179 000 for road funding.  Interestingly, 
the shire is not blowing the Federal Government’s trumpet.  Nevertheless, the shire has received that funding, for 
which I am grateful.  A number of other shires have also received federal funding.  

Mr Hyde:  Did you give this same speech when the Lawrence Government got voted out and the Court 
Government came in?   

Mr TRENORDEN:  I sat where the member for Perth is sitting, and I listened to the Treasurer’s speech.  I did 
not give that speech.  

Mrs Edwardes:  We were not gagged. 

Mr Hyde:  We are not gagged. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  No?  How many government backbenchers are speaking on the Supply Bill? 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Edwards):  Order!  Perhaps we could have little decorum in the House.  We seem 
to be having conversations among members, but I would like to see the debate directed to the Chair, if the 
member would not mind.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  The Treasurer can go to the media and talk about the expenditure black hole, but the public 
is not interested.  It is interested in one thing.  The Government has won the election; it is its turn to manage.  
How about getting on and managing?   

Mr Hyde:  We are.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  The Treasurer stands in this House day after day complaining that he does not know how to 
manage.  The Treasurer constantly says that he cannot do things because of this big black hole.  The Western 
Australian constituency does not care.  The Australian Labor Party has won the election; it is its job to manage.  
It is pointless coming in here and making statements that hard decisions must be made.  Whoopee!  That is what 
government is about; it is about making hard decisions.  It is pointless referring to decisions to be made in 
policing, and the issue that arose today, which I thought was airy-fairy, to say the least.  They are matters for the 
Government to deal with.  The ALP is the Government; it must deal with these issues.  The more ministers tell 
the public they cannot deal with the decision making, the more the public will think the whole lot of us are a mob 
of turkeys.   

This is an important matter.  One has only to listen to what people are saying.  Unfortunately for me, I drive for 
about 60 hours a week, and I listen to talkback radio and similar sorts of programs.  I know that there are 
talkback junkies, but I hear the same thing in my electorate and as I drive around the State.  This is the Supply 
Bill.  It will give the Government the revenue to manage.  If the Government has to make a few decisions, it 
should make them.  If they are the wrong decisions, we will tell the Government and the public of Western 
Australia about them.   

Mr Ripper:  And if they are right ones?   

Mr TRENORDEN:  The Treasurer already knows what I do in that instance.   

Mr Ripper:  I concede that point.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  I will continue to do that.  Members opposite asked whether I had made this speech before.  
The point is that the Government’s inaction hurts me and all the members on this side because it lowers the 
standards of this House.  When a Government is voted in to make decisions, it should get on with it and make a 
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few.  It is the Government’s job to make the decisions, and it is the job of the Opposition to keep the 
Government on the straight and narrow and to ensure that it keeps its promises.   

It is obvious to a lot of people that the Australian Labor Party was not ready for government and not in a position 
to make decisions.   

Mr Hyde:  Were you ready for opposition?    

Mr TRENORDEN:  I have to say that moving from the back bench where the member for Perth is sitting now to 
this side was not a long move.  The member for Perth should think about that for a while, because that is the 
reality if one is not a member of the Executive.   

Mr Hyde:  Eight years, I know.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  If the member is lucky, he will see four years.  

Mr Barnett:  At least you will have a say in four years; you will not be gagged!  What a vibrant backbench; they 
are not allowed to speak in the fourth week of Parliament.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  Yes, that is true.   

Several members interjected.  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!   

Mr TRENORDEN:  The impression that the public is getting - 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!  I call the House to order.  Please let the Leader of the National Party have his 
say.   

Mr TRENORDEN:  Mr Acting Speaker, I like answering interjections, but I will get on with my speech.   

Unfortunately for the Government, the impression it is giving to the public is that it is not prepared to make 
decisions or to govern.  I am giving the Government a direct warning and it can take it or leave it: the 
Government should get on with governing.  That is what the public of Western Australia wants the Government 
to do.   

In his second reading speech the Treasurer describes a number of the core issues, one of which is the State’s 
AAA credit rating.  That is an important issue, but I will not run through the whole debate on whether we will 
retain our AAA rating.  The State’s AAA credit rating is important because we do not want to pay more interest 
than we need to.  That is a clear issue, and the Treasurer had every right to put that into the speech.  Another core 
issue is to increase and maintain the State’s net worth.  As the Leader of the National Party, I want to ensure that 
is done equitably.   

I was perturbed to hear the Minister for Health say, when he was referring to teaching hospitals in a debate the 
other day, that country people will have to come to Perth for health services.  That is not acceptable.  If the 
Government wants to build assets in rural Western Australia, it must provide the services as well.  That is 
absolutely critical to maintain services, which will maintain the people who will maintain the industries.  
Regional and rural areas have a great interest in a number of industries and activities, including transport and 
services in general.   

Another core issue to which the Treasurer referred was the competitiveness of the State.  I agree that is a core 
issue that gets down to the real operation of government.  We must make sure that Western Australian industry 
and Western Australians have an opportunity for growth and prosperity that can be gained because we are 
competitive in an ever-demanding world.   

I wish to speak about issues in my electorate.  The Avon industrial park has been growing for 10 years.  Hon Ian 
Taylor was Minister Assisting the Minister for Economic Development in those days and the relevant 
department bought the land on which the park was developed.  After many protracted battles, we have succeeded 
in obtaining money from successive Governments and the first enterprise is now being constructed.  

LandCorp produced an estimate of the amount of power that would be required for the park.  I am not arguing 
about that, because I was part of that process.  However, one of the industries seeking to use the park needs the 
power capacity doubled, and that will cost $550 000.  Obviously, it must be done, because the development will 
establish a critical industry and create jobs in our part of the world.  We have pursued the correct processes and 
made the appropriate applications, so the relevant ministers know about it.  I am not saying that they are being 
tardy, but it is important that the next step be taken to ensure we have the power capacity to accommodate the 
two industries that wish to locate there.  They have their chequebooks out and money in hand.   
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Another application is about to be made for an interest subsidy to assist in the establishment of a beef abattoir at 
Northam.  That also will be vital, because it will immediately employ 300 people.  That is not to be sneezed at in 
any electorate; it is a considerable number of jobs.  There is no beef abattoir beyond Harvey at the moment, but 
there are many cattle.  An abattoir in Northam is essential for farmers involved in beef production.  The company 
proposing to build the abattoir will own the cattle and pay the producers for weight gain; that is, the farmers will 
not be required to buy the cattle.  Obviously, that will involve minimal capital outlay for the farmers, but it will 
provide an opportunity to make money.  We need to ensure that that project is progressed.  I am not suggesting 
that is not happening; I am sure the ministers involved are doing their jobs and that it will go ahead.   

We face many other fundamental issues in the Avon area.  A group proposing to establish an international 
university in the region wants to buy an old dormitory in Northam that is no longer needed for country students.  
The building will house an information technology facility.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  They want to buy Adamson House.  The dormitory is beside the high school and a block 
from the C.Y. O’Connor College of TAFE.  The new university proponents want to establish a multi-use facility, 
staffed by its academics but also available for use by high school and TAFE students.  Obviously that would be a 
tremendous boost for the region.  However, upgrading the facility will cost about $2 million, and naturally the 
proponents do not want to pay very much for the building.  I approve of that.  Our approach to returns for state 
assets has been misguided over the past 10 years.  On occasion, we should simply hand them over, and this is 
one such occasion.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  The beautiful old primary school building in York has been vacant for two years.  The 
previous speaker referred to heritage buildings, and many buildings fit into that category.  It would be a major 
advantage to our part of the wheatbelt if this building were made available.  The university proponents should be 
encouraged to go ahead with their proposal to bring in professional people and to provide the people of the 
central wheatbelt with a training facility that it does not currently have.  

Another important issue raised recently that will be hotly debated in my part of the world is the future of the 
Midland saleyards.  Farmers are only just discovering that the saleyards will close soon.  They believed that they 
would still be operating for years.  Anyone who has taken any interest in the Midland redevelopment knows that 
the saleyards will soon make way for two-storey office buildings.  People are in for a shock.  Many producers to 
the north and east of Midland sell their stock at the Midland saleyards - it is a busy place - so they must be 
replaced.  Where will they go and how will we pay for new facilities?  Obviously, the saleyards land and the 
60 hectares opposite will be sold and the money raised should be used to build new saleyards somewhere else.  
What is that land worth and what will happen to that money?  We will have an interesting debate about that 
issue.   

The two sites being considered are Muchea and Northam.  This issue is being hotly debated.  The problem is that 
those using Great Eastern Highway cannot get to Muchea - no roads lead to Muchea.  If the saleyards are built at 
Muchea, the town of Toodyay is in for a hiding.  All roads lead to Toodyay.  Anyone who is familiar with the 
area, knows that the roads leading - 

Several members interjected.  

Mr TRENORDEN:  The leader is also the member for west Toodyay.  I am shadowed by three other members 
and I am regularly reminded of that by the people of the town.  

The problem is that all roads lead into the town site; there is no way around Toodyay.  The previous Government 
put up a proposal and provided $16 million for the two-stage construction of a bypass road.  The Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure has put that project on hold.  

Mr Barnett:  What about the bridge?   

Mr TRENORDEN:  That contract was tendered out as part of the northern bypass project.  It funnels the traffic 
straight into the town site.  No matter where the saleyards are built, Toodyay is in the middle.  Regardless of 
whether it is built at Muchea or Northam, the traffic must go through Toodyay.  Unless the bypass is built, a 
huge number of trucks will be travelling through the town, which will result in a very unhappy community.  The 
minister’s 30 June meeting in Toodyay should be interesting.  The local council is conscious of the effect of such 
traffic flow on shire roads - roads for which ratepayers are responsible - and the resultant effect on council rates.  

Mr Barnett:  The member needs to call a meeting of the Toodyay parliament. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  There would be a quorum in this Chamber.   
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Julimar Road leads to Bullsbrook and Muchea and would be an obvious choice for trucks to use.  The prospect 
of that terrifies the Toodyay community and the Toodyay council.  It is an issue that will bubble away and cause 
some pain. 

It is time that the Avon Valley became a single tourist destination.  The Avon Valley is part of the midlands of 
Western Australia.  The region is that which was left over when all other regions were put together. 

Mr D’Orazio:  Take a lead from the member for Dawesville and put a marina there. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  Some 10 years ago I told Premier Brian Burke that we needed a port master in the town of 
Northam.  He was surprised when I said that; but he was not surprised when I told him that we needed one to 
drink port!  There have been applications for things like marinas in country towns; it is not something new. 

The Avon Valley is a growing destination for tourists.  It needs a higher level of professional presentation.  That 
is the next step for the Avon Valley.  It needs to be marketed more.  The region competes with the attractions of 
the coast and other inland areas.  People who leave Perth and head for Lancelin or Jurien Bay do not think about 
going to Merredin or the Avon Valley the next day.  Places like New Norcia have a lot to offer and they need to 
be marketed better.  The Avon Valley needs to be like other valleys. 

Mr D’Orazio:  Vineyards. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  We have them.  We have beautiful vineyards; but not as many as the Swan Valley.  The 
Swan Valley has been very well developed.  We watched its development with some interest.  We want to 
replicate it in the Avon Valley. 

Another event that is being heavily promoted this year is the Avon Descent.  It is one of the most watched events 
of the year, with more than 100 000 spectators.  It is arguably the best long-distance race of its type in the world.  
Two other races in the world compete with it - one in South Africa and one in Spain.  The Avon Descent is 
looking at an arrangement this year in which the winners of each category are given invitations to the other races 
in South Africa and Spain and vice versa.  About 10 years ago I was lucky enough to run into some South 
Africans during a Commonwealth Parliamentary Association trip.  For some years a number of them came en 
masse to the Avon Descent, but it is an expensive thing to do when people have to bring their boats and 
equipment from overseas.  The new arrangement will take the Avon Descent from being a local event to an 
international event.  A major television channel has picked up the rights and it will be viewed throughout 
Australia this year as a major sporting event in its own right. 

Mr Logan:  We look forward to seeing your involvement. 

Mr TRENORDEN:  I can claim insanity in a lot of areas, but it is not an event in which I want to take part.  I 
have always taken off my hat to Graham Edwards for participating.  I know it almost killed him, as I was there.  
It was a tremendous effort on his part to participate.  Many people are addicted to the Avon Descent. 

Mr Templeman:  How many people enter? 

Mr TRENORDEN:  About 760.  It is a great event and beautifully done from top to bottom.  As a race, it is 
second to none.  It needs to take the extra step in promotion and I am sure that will happen. 

I was delighted to see Glenys McDonald get mentioned in dispatches a few days ago.  Her involvement in 
veteran swimming is well known and that is the reason she received a citation.  It is fantastic to see such an 
enthusiastic, delightful person receive an award.  I warn members not to bring up the topic of HMAS Sydney as 
they will not get away for at least half an hour.  Glenys is passionate about all the things she does.  I admit that I 
have a great deal of passion and sympathy for the Sydney.  I have never quite understood why this country does 
not want to know where the Sydney lies and why the records about it have not been fully opened.  I know there 
are a lot of conspiracy theories and I do not want to run through them.  The sinking of the Sydney was a major 
event in Australian history; 645 men lost their lives.  It was a substantial loss of life.  It was very unusual for a 
raider to sink a cruiser.  I have never understood why the sinking has been allowed to remain a mystery.  People 
like Glenys will keep people on the mark and make sure that pressure is kept up.  I look forward to the opening 
of the memorial in November. 

MR AINSWORTH (Roe) [8.37 pm]:  Many members would have watched television over the weekend and 
seen an interview with Sir William Deane during his first visit to the north west of Western Australia, which was 
one of his last acts as Governor General.  It was a fascinating program as it dealt with a couple of Aboriginal 
communities in the north west and their history.  Mention was made of a tragedy at Mistake Creek, where a 
number of Aboriginal people were slaughtered in the early 1930s as they had purportedly stolen an animal from 
a station owner.  After the slaughter, the lost animal turned up.  It was a terrible tragedy for the Aboriginal 
people.  In both of the communities that Sir William Deane visited, it was stated that in order for the young 
people to lift themselves and to take a more fulfilling role in the modern world, they needed better education.  It 
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is something that has been heard in this place many times.  If one did not know any better, it would be easy to 
assume that problems in education were confined to remote communities like the ones in the television program 
and that Aboriginal people and others in the city and major country towns did not face the same educational 
difficulties.  I suppose that is true for some people; however, it is not true for many others.  The issue of 
Aboriginal education is a difficult question for which there is no ready answer.  My understanding is that some 
Aboriginal parents themselves faced many difficult situations, whether it was a lack of education, bad 
experiences at school or the rampant racism that has occurred at various times.  Those sorts of problems mean 
that the parental and community support to encourage the next generation of young people to attend school 
regularly and to be educated on an equal basis does not always exist.  My home town of Esperance has seen 
some major strides forward.  One school has a preprimary dedicated solely to Aboriginal students.  Other 
community members might think it racist to have a special school for one group of disadvantaged people.  I have 
watched with great interest the development of the preprimary school.  It has given a lot of confidence to the 
parents and other extended family members of those young kids who participate in a totally welcoming 
atmosphere.  It not only encourages the children to treat school as pleasurable rather than see it as something to 
be feared, but also gives great confidence and support to the parents and carers who back up those children.  I am 
sorry the Minister for Education is not here.  This problem is not exclusive to Aboriginal people, so I do not want 
to focus on that.  Other children have disadvantages in their personal circumstances, parental background or 
whatever.  Those children need additional support and measures, particularly at the junior primary end of their 
education.  Junior primary is like building a house.  If the foundations are built solidly and strongly, it is likely 
the house on top will also be good.  However, if the foundations are weak, the house will be a failure, no matter 
what people try to put on top.  Education can be viewed in the same way.  The previous minister started to move 
down the track of reducing class sizes.  Additional resources have been provided for some schools that are 
deemed to have a greater number of students at risk.  However, I believe that we need to do more to provide 
resources at the foundation years of a child’s education so that any child who is disadvantaged or needs extra 
support and encouragement is able to get his or her educational outcomes up to a level so as to proceed through 
primary school and move on to high school with confidence.  Extra support also needs to be provided to lift the 
retention rate of not only Aboriginal students but also all students in high schools.  This issue is particularly 
pertinent in country areas where, unfortunately, the retention rate is not so high.  The percentage of people who 
then go to university is nowhere near as high as it is in the metropolitan area.  Expenditure at the primary school 
end of education would pay great dividends in the future.  More money and resources at that end of the education 
system would ensure that very strong foundation about which I spoke. 

I attended a function with a group of schoolteachers a few days ago.  It was very interesting to talk to those 
people.  One gentleman who was there and whom I have known for some time is a long-term Labor supporter.  I 
respect him for that because at least he knows where his allegiances lie, and that is great.  He raised the point that 
he was disappointed at the loss of the director general of the Education Department, Peter Browne.  This man 
knows full well that Peter Browne’s political background is certainly not Labor.  We have already heard from 
both sides of this House that Peter was respected by a wide range of people for his even-handedness in his role as 
director general, especially at a time when there was a degree of turmoil within the education arena.  Peter has a 
long history in education of being everything from a classroom teacher to Director General, and is known for his 
diplomatic skills.  He was able to bring a great deal of stability to education in the last 12 or so months of the 
previous Government’s term.  The gentleman to whom I spoke, although a long-term Labor voter, expressed to 
me his great sorrow at the loss of what he saw as an appropriate and worthwhile director general.  I concur with 
his remarks. 

I continue on the subject of children at risk.  Members in this House prior to the last election would have heard 
me talk about one of my favourite subjects: the extension of the type of educational opportunity afforded to 
students at the Gnowangerup Agricultural School and my dream to have two or three similar schools established 
around the State.  My principal wish is for the first of the schools to be established outside of Gnowangerup to be 
located on the Salmon Gums Agricultural Research Station, which is in my electorate.  Gnowangerup is not an 
agricultural school in the normal sense of the word, even though it is encompassed in the agricultural school 
system within the Education Department.  Being a one-off, there is nowhere else to put it.  It is in a category all 
of its own.  It is situated on a farm and is based on an agricultural training program, and in all other respects it is 
like an ordinary agricultural school, so it is lumped in with the agricultural school system.  The school, which is 
attended by students at severe educational risk, has been in place for many years and was initially an Aboriginal 
school.  The make-up of the student body has changed over the years.  There are no restrictions on who can 
attend, except that anyone who goes there must want to go.  Nobody can be forced to go to the school.  The 
young boys who attend have a second chance at educational success, which, because of their circumstances, they 
did not have in mainstream education.  The cost per student is high because of the high staff-to-student ratio; 
however, the school produces fantastic outcomes.  When boarders go there for the first year, their body language 
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says it all: their heads are down and their shoulders are hunched.  They look as if they have no hope for the 
future.  No matter how little they succeeded in mainstream education, they are not stupid.  They know that 
without a tertiary entrance examination result or some other form of qualification, their chances of finding a 
worthwhile job in the near future are slim.  Eighteen months to two years later, those boys have their heads held 
high.  I have seen them receive awards on graduation day.  Over 90 per cent of the boys have a job to go to 
before they graduate.  It is something people need to see to appreciate how wonderful it is.  I held negotiations 
with the Leader of the Opposition in his former role as Minister for Education and my colleague the member for 
Stirling as the then Minister for Primary Industry.  Agreement was reached with the Education Department and 
Agriculture Western Australia to share the resource of the Salmon Gums Agricultural Research Station, which is 
under-utilised.  That agreement has been signed and is now in place.  The Education Department will take over 
the responsibility for the day-to-day costs of running the farm part of the research station and Agriculture 
Western Australia will retain the use of a couple of the buildings - a house and some workshops - and have 
access to some of the land for on-site trial work, which it conducts as well as other trial work in farms in the 
broader community.  It is a shared resource that takes away from Agriculture Western Australia many of the day-
to-day costs because, from a research point of view, maintaining fences, dams and buildings has nothing to do 
with agricultural research.  However, it has a lot to do with education when there are boys who need to learn 
some hands-on skills.  The repair and maintenance of buildings and farm infrastructure as well as the other 
intensive training on a seven-day-a-week basis that the young boys receive at Gnowangerup has provided many 
training and educational opportunities which will be available in the sort of facility we will have at Salmon 
Gums.  

I hope that the new minister takes up the offer to visit the Gnowangerup Agricultural School and see first hand 
how it works.  I also encourage him to look closely at three government reports over the past few years, two of 
which investigated agricultural education and the third of which was a report on youth affairs.  Those reports 
recommended that the Gnowangerup Agricultural School be replicated elsewhere.  Apart from the moves that we 
have made, as I have mentioned, that second school and others have not yet borne fruit.  It is important when 
considering the cost of establishing a school of that type to consider the potential cost of not doing so.  Federal 
implications are also involved, with unemployment benefits being paid to those young people who do not get 
jobs or who do not receive this type of training.  By their own admission, some of these young fellows would 
have ended up on the streets, taken drugs or perhaps ram-raided chemist shops in the metropolitan area to get 
drugs or money.  That type of antisocial behaviour by people who have no hope in their own futures would have 
cost the community an astronomical amount of money.  It would be a good investment to put government funds 
into the bottom end, which is like my previous argument about primary school education.  For want of a better 
term, prevention is better than cure.   

The success stories that this type of school produces are nothing short of phenomenal.  It would be a fairly strong 
person who would not be moved at the graduation day ceremony.  It was moving to talk to some of the parents 
and to listen to their stories about the heartache they experienced as their children did not succeed at mainstream 
education and got into trouble.  They cried when they saw what the young fellows had achieved; they were 
overwhelmed with emotion.  One would be hard-pressed not to be moved in the same way.  Before they entered 
the school, the young lads had no hope.  It was moving to see them leave the school not only with confidence, 
but also with awards for a range of things in which they had been involved.  They would never previously have 
thought of being involved in some of those activities.  They had achieved at a high level and, in most cases, they 
will get well-paid and secure jobs; that is a good investment.  
Changing the subject totally, as I mentioned in this House a few weeks ago, I was privileged to attend the state 
conference of port authorities in Esperance at Woody Island; it was a very good conference.  All of the ports 
around the coast, including small ports like Broome, reported on their activities.  It was a positive conference.  
Every port was growing quickly, and plans to expand and to develop were either afoot or were already in place - 
as is the case with Esperance.   
The port authorities raised their concerns about their own futures and what this Government might do with any 
reserve funds that the ports had put aside.  When Governments look for fresh money to put into programs, and a 
semi-government body has a substantial amount of money put to one side, it is easy for Governments to want to 
siphon that money elsewhere.  It is likely that Treasury would like to do that because that is the name of the 
game no matter which Government is in power.   
Local authorities are concerned that because port authorities, for example, pay local government rate equivalents 
to the State Government instead of to the local governments in which they are situated, they do not contribute 
directly to the income of the respective local authorities.  If that happens on a regular basis with a number of 
bodies, it diminishes the rate income for the shires.  It would be a retrograde step if we did not rectify that matter.   
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Pressure is put on local governments that supply services of which those bodies take advantage.  Although ports 
and the authorities that go with them are important to the local economy and provide a service to the community, 
they also have a responsibility to pay their rate equivalents not to the Government, but to the local authority in 
which they reside.  The State Government takes a dividend from the ports; therefore, the rate equivalent is only 
chickenfeed compared with the trading dividends that it expects these organisations to provide to Treasury.  That 
should be changed, and I hope this Government looks at that matter seriously.  
On the subject of things maritime, I also mention the marine research project in my electorate.  We are still 
waiting for an answer from the federal Government about part of the funding.  A three-year marine research 
project has been proposed by marine scientists from the University of Western Australia.  It is supported by the 
Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation and others.  It is also being supported in kind 
and with cash by a range of organisations that have committed substantial funds to back the research.  We are 
still waiting for an answer from the federal Fisheries Research and Development Corporation, which has yet to 
make its final decision.  Unfortunately, we missed out on funding 12 months ago because of a late application.  
However, I hope that we will get it this time around.   
I refer to the baseline research on the Recherche Archipelago off Esperance.  That archipelago is about 140 
kilometres in length and extends about 70 kilometres or 80 kilometres offshore.  It contains over 100 islands, 
plus reefs and shoals and is a magnificent piece of coastline.  It has a lot of potential for aquaculture and other 
marine activities.  However, until such time as the baseline research is conducted to know and understand better 
the special characteristics of that archipelago, it is inappropriate for any major aquaculture to take place, 
particularly offshore.  It is probably a good reason not to do other things until we know more about the area.  
Despite being a magnificent part of the coastline, it has been poorly researched.  A Fisheries WA proposal for a 
trial tuna farm a few years ago - which, apart from anything else, we rejected out of hand because of where it 
was sited - relied on some research that applied to Albany, which is several hundred kilometres away.  Some 
research was conducted as a result of a single wave buoy that had been put in the bay for a part of one year.  The 
extrapolations of the research were extremely thin, to put it mildly; it would not have stood up to scientific 
scrutiny.  Eventually the project was withdrawn by the previous minister.   

A Fisheries WA research vessel then conducted some preliminary work to examine some of the proposed 
alternative sites for the tuna farms.  It was proved conclusively that some of the data that had been available was 
incorrect because some of the maps showed seagrass where there was bare sand.  With the benefit of global 
positioning systems, underwater television and so forth, it is easy to accurately plot positions and determine what 
is there.  It is clear that the information that was available was unreliable and insufficient.  I am hopeful that the 
marine research project will go ahead because it will mean a lot for the town of Esperance.  It will also mean a 
lot for the environment.  Esperance is a special part of the environment and needs protection.  It also needs to be 
utilised for the benefit of Western Australia.  The possibilities for jobs and new industries both on land with 
things like abalone farming and in the bay itself are great.  However, they must be done properly so that the 
pristine environment, which is one of the area’s major assets, is not ruined.  In that vein, some Esperance 
community members have established an organisation known as the Esperance marine institute, which will be 
set up at Bandy Creek fishing boat harbour.  They are proposing a three-pronged approach, the first of which is 
to provide marine research facilities.  The second aspect is to provide training in a range of marine activities, 
from basic things such as people getting a skipper’s ticket, right through to preliminary training in aquaculture or 
other marine studies in conjunction with the community college, Curtin University of Technology and others.  
This initially will involve first-year studies, but that is only a start and there are plans to go further in the future.  
The third aspect is to provide breeding stock for commercial release to both land and sea-based aquaculture.  
Even though this is still in the formative stages - there are no buildings on the ground at this point - people are 
lining up to put in orders for products and have expressed interest in using the facilities for marine research.  
This is an exciting opportunity for not only Esperance, but also the whole of Western Australia.  This is a 
fantastic and valuable asset which I suspect will bring millions of dollars in many forms to the State and the 
region, provided it is done right.  The progression of the whole process must be right.  The marine research must 
be done first to determine what is there, before the go-ahead can be given to other activities in various parts of 
the archipelago.   
I have travelled both around and outside my electorate in recent weeks and have spoken to a range of people 
about the programs that were in place under the previous Government.  In one way I was surprised, and yet in 
another I was not, about one issue that was of great importance to some shire council representatives at a 
Country Shire Councils Association ward meeting I attended in Kalgoorlie a couple of weeks ago.  Those 
council members told me that of all the programs in the comprehensive repertoire of my colleague the former 
Minister for Primary Industry, the one they did not want lost with the change of government was the range of 
rural leadership courses.  Extremely valuable benefits had come from those leadership courses, not just for the 
agricultural sector, but also for communities right across the board.   
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Mr Cowan:  Progress Rural. 
Mr AINSWORTH:  Progress Rural WA is the name of the program, as the member for Merredin reminds me.  
That program did an lot, not only for people involved in agriculture, but also for people in country areas 
generally.  It gave leadership training to a range of people, both the young and not so young.  For example, it 
gave rural women more confidence to undertake fresh activities, to get involved in business and in running 
organisations, and to do things they might not otherwise have thought of doing.  It has created some valuable 
networks as well.  I echo the sentiments of those shire representatives and urge the current Government to 
seriously consider retaining that extremely valuable leadership program structure in country areas.   

The last thing I wanted to touch on pertains almost exclusively to my electorate.   A large part of the area 
covered by this problem is in my electorate.  Farms that have been involved in bad seasons and have struggled 
for various reasons over the past three years have been included within the boundary known as “exceptional 
circumstances”.   
Mr Cowan:  They are fortunate. 
Mr AINSWORTH:  They are fortunate that they are in those boundaries.  There are also some people both 
within and outside my electorate who were not included in that initial boundary.  I am disturbed that the second 
application from Western Australia, which was almost an ambit claim that included a lot of other farming areas, 
was rejected.  Some farming areas were included in this claim that would not otherwise have fitted under the 
strict exceptional-circumstances guidelines.  The strictness of the guidelines is a problem, but we live with the 
guidelines imposed on us.  I am told that the State Government was advised some time in March that the second 
application was too broad.  Unfortunately, the application was not subsequently modified and the inevitable 
happened - it was rejected.  This rejection occurred at or about the time people started putting in their crops.  It is 
totally unacceptable that those farmers did not know whether they were going to get some assistance before that.  
Another approach is being made to tighten the boundary and to put forward a third application, which I hope will 
be successful.  I have discussed this matter with the federal minister and he has indicated that he is keen to 
support the application.  However, if he received a recommendation that it was not acceptable, as happened with 
the previous application, he would have to overturn the advice given to him by people he has put in place to 
provide him with information, or have a repeat of the previous situation.  I do not think that will happen.  I 
believe that the application is now being put together within the guidelines and has a high chance of success.  It 
will be successful and I hope this occurs sooner rather than later, because the people who need the assistance are 
desperate. 

MR BOARD (Murdoch) [9.07 pm]:  I take the opportunity during this wide-ranging debate to expand on some 
health issues that I raised in private members’ time some two weeks ago.  This provides the ideal opportunity to 
expand on some of the issues that face the Government, and indeed the community of Western Australia, in 
developing a better and more integrated health service.  I mentioned at the time that the Government had a 
unique opportunity because of the election cycle.  It has a four-year term in front of it.  The community expects 
change, given that health was a major issue leading into the election and that a number of changes had been 
implemented by the previous Government, some successful and some not yet accepted by the Western 
Australian community or practitioners.  I said at the time that this Government now has an opportunity for some 
real change to address some of the major issues facing the delivery of health, the spending of health dollars and 
how to achieve the best result for those health dollars.   

I want to address the wider issue of health services in the State.  The minister was quick to abolish the 
Metropolitan Health Service Board.  Changes to the board’s practice would have been made had the coalition 
Government been returned.  The Government abolished that board and put together the Health System 
Administrative Review Committee, known as the Daube committee, with which I have had the opportunity of 
meeting and putting forward the Opposition’s view.  This, however, does not mean that the Government can 
walk away from the large amount of work that took place in delivering the Health 2020 policy, particularly with 
the community input over a number of years.  The Metropolitan Health Service Board may not have been 
politically palatable to some clinicians and the Australian Medical Association, and led to community feeling 
that there is too much administration in health.  However, much of what the board was attempting to do, and the 
direction and the need for change in the delivery of health services, remains unchanged.  I wish to impress upon 
the minister the importance of the opportunity he has now to bring about significant improvements to integrated 
services in our community.  The temptation will be there for some window dressing, and a number of 
bureaucrats and people practising in the health system are not looking forward to substantial change.  About 25 
per cent of the state budget goes into health, which is a very large proportion.  Western Australia spends more on 
health per head of population than any other State.  The opportunity exists now to get more return on the 
investment in health.  That will need some strong decision making by the Government and the minister, and it 
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will mean that some people will need to leave their comfort zones.  The minister has the ideal opportunity to do 
that - the expectation of the community for improvement, a four-year term, and the support of the Opposition on 
a number of major changes.  The right political climate exists now for significant change in the health system.  I 
hope the minister does not ignore that opportunity. 

In this State, the community is insisting that many of the services now concentrated in our major teaching 
hospitals should be delivered closer to homes in a more integrated service.  Much of what is happening in our 
major teaching hospitals can be better delivered closer to the regions using smaller clinics, the private sector, and 
an increase in day surgery.  It is a tragedy that, with the services that are available in this State, we have one of 
the lowest rates of day surgery in the western world.  Forty per cent of operations in Western Australia are done 
by day surgery, when the world average is 60 per cent.  The reasons for that are complicated, sometimes 
involving a lack of resources, particularly in regional areas and outlying suburban areas.  There is also a 
reluctance to use the private sector to subcontract day surgery and a lack of mobility on the part of surgeons and 
clinicians, who get into habits about where they will practise and are not as flexible as the community requires.  
The minister has to take the opportunity of the Daube report and its recommendations to make significant 
changes in the health system, in terms of integrated services and regional boards involving the community and 
clinicians.  All these things are very important, but there is a need to make some real changes where health is 
delivered on the ground, and not just in the administration.  The Government is in a way proposing more 
administration, yet it went to the community saying that the Metropolitan Health Service Board was too much 
administration and needed to be removed entirely.  The Opposition accepts that the quantum leap from all 
hospitals having a board to a major single board may have been too great for some clinicians.  Given that the 
Opposition accepts a geographical breakdown of three or four regions in the metropolitan health services area, it 
is time to make some changes that affect the delivery of health dollars, and enables our community to receive 
services closer to home.  That is the real issue facing the minister as he accepts the report from the Daube 
committee. 

One of the other issues is what happens outside the metropolitan area.  There has been debate for some years 
now about country and regional hospital boards, and how to get cooperation between country hospitals.  When 
all the resources the community may desire cannot be made available in every country town, through greater 
cooperation clinicians and specialists in neighbouring towns could be shared between those town.  I do not 
support abolishing country health boards.  Their members are voluntary, and are working effectively for better 
health services in their community, and there has been too much drain out of the country.  The previous 
Government put a great deal of time and effort, maybe to its detriment, into some metropolitan areas; it also put 
a great deal of effort into providing roads, infrastructure, schools and greater resources into country regions.  I 
would like to see that continue, and I do not think there is any advantage to be gained from abolishing country 
health boards.  Promoting cooperation between those country hospitals is a challenge.  Situations involving a 
great overloading of costs due to duplication should be avoided - resources should be shared, and competition 
between neighbouring towns is undesirable.  The minister faces the task of providing effective health services on 
the ground, and when these service are not available they should receive additional resources. 

Integrated clinical services are projected in the 2020 plan, which is a model towards which many parts of the 
world are moving, and which Western Australia should embrace, particularly for our elderly community.  The 
model that exists at present, and the location of our major hospitals, is a 1970s model designed for a much 
smaller city in which teaching hospitals were fighting for a majority of the health budget.  Some 50 per cent of 
the health budget is still spent on the four major teaching hospitals in this State.  The reality is that our city, and 
the types of services it requires - the integrated services, the allied services and the integration between aged care 
and our hospital system - have outstripped that model.  We need to take a leap, not to the year 2000, but to the 
year 2020, and project where our community will be and the types of technological change that will take place.  
We need to consider the advances in clinical and day services and provide the infrastructure and the training 
through the health budget to meet the demands. 
I have said on a number of occasions that that will require tough decision making by the minister.  He has an 
ideal opportunity with the support of the community not only because of the nature of the debate during the 
election, but also because it is a model that the Opposition would have moved towards, one which his own 
department would favour, and one in which he needs to move the clinicians and people involved in the delivery 
of health.  To do that he needs the support of the community, which could help to drive those changes. 
I have raised during question time on a number of occasions the issue of nurses in Western Australia.  Since 
picking up this shadow portfolio, I have talked to nurses in a number of country areas and throughout the 
metropolitan areas of Western Australia, as well as other States.  I have discussed the real issues affecting nurses 
in the long term and how we can make significant changes to nursing practice and their long-term career status.  
There has been a lot of hype, particularly during the election, about nurses and their failing to deliver in the 
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hospitals and so forth.  However, the reality is that our nurses are exceptionally well-trained - as we know - and 
they are dedicated people.  There are issues relating to their employment but the greatest issue of all is the 
incredible shortage of nurses.  This is an issue not just for Western Australia but also for every State of Australia 
and indeed the world, as nurses have moved to university training.  This has occurred during the same 20-year 
period in which there has been a huge change in the number of careers available to women.  In fact, women now 
occupy virtually every profession open to our society, including the trades.  The competition for women entering 
some of the traditional professions is very strong.  Therefore, we have a situation in which more training is 
required with a smaller marketplace for those going into nursing.  For some reason, we seem to have lost the 
need to satisfy the desire of a large number of people in our community, both male and female but traditionally 
female, to spend a lot of time next to patients.  They do not necessarily want a long-term profession or a career 
structure in nursing, to do course after course or to enter the technology side and its delivery; yet they want to be 
part of the hospital or the caring system.  I am talking about enrolled nurses. 
What is missing in our pyramid of hospital care are the enrolled nurses.  We have created higher qualifications 
for registered nurses.  It now takes some three and a half years to complete a nursing degree, and we find that 
some of the nurses who have obtained a degree do not want to spend time next to the bed.  They get a bit of 
shock-horror about the delivery of traditional nursing care and say, “This is not for me,” and they leave the 
profession.  It is a challenge for registered nurses, who need to spend more time during their training in the 
hospital system.  We must look at the recruitment of enrolled nurses. 
One of the solutions for the shortage of nurses in this State is to go back to the technical and further education 
system or a midstream area and to have two levels of nurses: those who are enrolled, have done two years 
training and who want to spend more time at the side of patients doing tasks that have traditionally been done by 
nurses in that area of care; and the registered nurses, who become the specialists in the delivery of nursing, like 
the clinicians, the surgeons and others who deliver services at the higher level.  They are the nurses who are 
challenged further in the delivery of the nursing profession. 
To solve any of these problems we need to step in at the enrolled nursing level.  It would be a cost-effective 
solution that would suit thousands of people in the community who are looking for that kind of work and who 
would be able to cope with that level of training.  It would solve many of the issues that currently exist within the 
hospital system.  In so doing, it may be that we could project our registered nurses to a different level again and 
improve their career structure even further.  Hence, we might re-establish the pyramid in the delivery of services 
in our hospitals for which the patients are looking.  It is the patients - the people in the beds - who need that 
assistance.  Often, bed carers, cleaners, and other people who have received some kind of training, have been 
required to perform tasks beyond their skill level because of the lack of registered nurses and the lack of time 
that they have to perform those tasks.  If one goes into an acute-care hospital today and asks many of the patients 
which nurse looked after them the most, they will say, “The one in the pink uniform,” and it happens to be the 
bed carer rather than the registered nurse because the nurse did not have the time to spend at the patient’s side. 
I want to raise many other health issues during this debate.  The minister has an ideal opportunity that he should 
seize.  This is a time for significant change and if he takes that opportunity, he can look forward to some support 
from the Opposition. 
Debate adjourned, on motion by Dr Woollard. 

House adjourned at 9.28 pm 
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