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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 1) 2002 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 2) 2002 

Second Reading - Cognate Debate 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 
MR EDWARDS (Greenough) [7.00 pm]:  I was earlier talking about road funding and fuel prices, particularly 
the prices that country people still must pay.  I will move on to a couple of other issues that have not been 
included in the budget.  Funding for Indian Ocean Drive was much debated earlier in the financial year.  No 
money has been made available for Indian Ocean Drive in this year’s budget, which is unfortunate as much 
development would spin off that.  The planned coastal road will run from Lancelin to Dongara.  Sadly, we will 
see no financial benefit from that this year.  That situation should be compared with the $200 million blow-out in 
the budget for the southern rail corridor to Mandurah.  Country people look askance at that and wonder where 
the Government has its priorities.   

Infill sewerage is part of my portfolio responsibility.  The infill sewerage program has again suffered a funding 
cut.  It is an excellent program that was initiated by the previous Government.  I think I am right in saying that it 
committed $800 million over 10 years.  Much of that project has been put in place.  However, the Government 
has significantly cut back on that program in both this and the last budget.  The allocation in this year’s budget is 
about $31 million.  That cut impacts on not only the contractors who have bought machinery and infrastructure 
to do the work, but also some of those smaller country towns that have had sewerage problems for some time.  
With a rising water table, the situation in some towns is becoming fairly drastic.  Something should be done 
reasonably quickly.  A media release outlines the situation in one small country town as follows - 

A rural community has been left with a pool of raw sewage on the outskirts of town, which has 
disgusted residents and become a major breeding ground for mosquitoes.   

The reason for that is the drastic cuts to the infill sewerage program.  The situation has not changed.  The media 
release was written last year, and the town still has that problem.   

Mr McRae:  Where was that? 

Mr EDWARDS:  The member will have the opportunity to speak.  I do not have much time.  I have only 25 
minutes left, and a fair amount to say.  If I have some time at the end of my speech, I will answer questions.   

Such a situation would not be tolerated within the city, and country people also should not have to tolerate it.  
The Government needs to look very hard at the infill sewerage program.  I understand that although it is still 
operating, some parts of it have been cut.  Country people are suffering as a result of those cuts.  They will also 
affect some city people who were expecting the program to go ahead in the future, but now find that it will not 
happen.  It has also affected the contractors.  I know of one company that has had to lay off 10 workers.  Those 
are direct job losses, but the effect is felt down the line.  It also impacts on the pipe and concrete suppliers who 
might have to put off staff because of the reduced number of sales of pipes and concrete.   

It is interesting that money is being spent on odour control at the Subiaco and Beenyup waste water treatment 
plants.  I commend the Government for that as it is an issue.  Some of the past planning decisions about the 
buffer zones around those plants were not particularly well thought out.  Residential housing is now impinging 
on those waste water plants, so the Government must now take action and put in odour control.  I cannot find an 
allowance for that in the budget - it might be there.  This side of the House has raised with the Government the 
dispute between the University of Western Australia and the Water Corporation over the Underwood Avenue, 
Subiaco site.  Unless the Government takes a leading role in resolving that issue, the dispute could turn into a 
legal argument with the potential to cost Western Australian taxpayers millions of dollars.  I do not think any 
further action has been taken since we spoke about this during private members’ business a month or two ago.  I 
would be interested to know how that is going.  It could cost the State a substantial amount of money.   

In passing, I will make some comments on the forest issue, from not a budget point of view but a moral point of 
view.  First, I will return to what I said at the beginning of my speech, when I took issue with how we conduct 
ourselves in this Parliament and some of the things that we say before being elected to this place.  We adjourned 
this debate at four o’clock to hold private members’ business, and the House engaged in a heated debate on a 
couple of issues.  Some of the repartee across the Chamber was partaken in exactly the manner I had been 
talking about, including name-calling.  I am concerned that we cannot have a little more respect for each other.  
That is an aside.   
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It is easy for us, particularly government members, to sit here and make decisions about the forests that affect 
people in those areas, but do not address their hurt and pain.  I have a deal of sympathy for the member for 
Warren-Blackwood.  He is very passionate about the plight of his people.  The Government needs to listen to 
him.  I lend my support to what he is trying to achieve.  I do not think the Government is moving quickly enough 
in addressing the forests issue.  I urge the Government, and the minister in particular, to take quicker and better 
action than they are currently taking.  I do not think the issue is being addressed fast enough.  The people in 
those areas are suffering.  As people with a social conscience, we should take more notice of that.   

Another issue that I believe will become an economic issue is the new industrial relations laws.  I will give an 
example of that.  I said during the debate on the Labour Relations Reform Bill that I believe the Government is 
throwing the baby out with the bath water.  The industrial relations laws that were put in place under the 
previous Government need some finesse and slight changes.  

However, to chuck them all out, start again and go back 20 years is ridiculous and stupid.  Last week, when I 
was talking to some people who run a restaurant, I was told that they employ 70 people and pay $1.2 million in 
wages each year.  If they have to go to double time and time and a half on weekends, $150 000 will be added to 
their wage bill.  There is no way that these people can find $150 000; they do not make the type of money that 
will allow them to cover such a cost.  Having been a small business owner, I understand the difficulty of their 
situation.  Again, many members on the other side of the House have never been in small business and would not 
have the first idea about paying a wage bill.  The restaurant owners will either have to rationalise or cut back 
staff hours.  This issue will come back to haunt the Government.  Be that as it may.   

I turn now to the heritage portfolio, which is part of my shadow portfolio responsibilities.  Prior to the election, 
the Government was fairly vocal about what it would do in this area, and stated that it would do something 
different from the previous Government.  The Labor Party claimed that it would maintain and nurture heritage in 
all its forms, whether such heritage be in the form of a building, land or the like.  An important issue in this area 
that the Government has not addressed is the Fremantle Prison, which is a significant building.  The Fremantle 
Prison is only one of three early colonial prisons that remains in almost original and pristine condition.  The 
other two are at Port Arthur, in Tasmania, and on Norfolk Island.  Members who have had an opportunity to visit 
Fremantle Prison would know that it houses original pieces of art and machinery.  In the gallows room the art on 
the wall is now covered in plastic.  There are also the old water tanks that provided the prison’s water.  I know it 
costs a lot of money to maintain these places.  However, it has been suggested that the Fremantle Prison be 
added to the World Heritage list.  That has not yet happened.  The Government has not been true to its word, and 
has not supported heritage to the extent that it should.  Fremantle Prison is under threat from the environment, 
deterioration and the like, and there is nothing in the budget to address this issue.  It is probably only one of 
many buildings in this situation, but it is a prime example.  Fremantle Prison is significant not only in the role it 
played in the State’s beginnings but also in the role its plays in the tourism economy.  In that sense, it has 
become a business asset.  The Government has failed in its electoral commitment to heritage.   

There are other areas that also need addressing.  For example, the land surrounding the Hillview Hospital is 
currently under review, and new planning permits may be issued to build on that land.  That is an area of concern 
for which there is no provision in the budget.  The Sunset Hospital site is also a current issue for which there is 
no provision in the budget.  The Government is playing around with the issue of the Heathcote lower land.  A 
concept plan put forward by a private citizen was sent to me, and I have supported it on behalf of the Liberal 
Party.  The Minister for Housing and Works, Hon Tom Stephens, has stated that the situation is now at a 
standstill.  I would have thought that it was in the minister’s interest to ensure that the matter is not at a standstill.  
He has also talked about flogging off the land around the City of Melville so that the council can reclaim its 
money, and has stated that an issue does not exist.  However, this is an issue with which the Government must 
deal.  The Government has not lived up to its promise of addressing the heritage portfolio.   

A little closer to home in my electorate, two or three issues spring to mind.  As stated by the member for Wagin, 
there are concerns about the health service boards.  These boards are operated by local people and they deal with 
local people and local issues.  The Government must be very careful when it travels down the path of 
restructuring or rationalising the health service boards.  The health service boards in Northampton, Mullewa, 
Morawa and Dongara are well managed.  Although there are differing views about the boards, in the main, local 
people want them to remain in local hands.  They do not want them to be centralised, because that means 
decisions will be made outside their sphere.   

Another issue currently hurting small business people - particularly those in my electorate, and in Kalbarri, 
which is a tourist town - is the public liability issue, an issue that becomes bigger every day.  Over the past two 
months, the Government has had an opportunity to address this issue; however, it has failed.  Recently, we were 
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told that it would meet with the federal Government to discuss it.  However, we have not heard anything since.  
Small businesses and sporting clubs are being directly affected by this issue.  Equestrian clubs have a real 
problem.  Indeed, the Pony Club Association of Western Australia Inc - which has been around for a long time 
and has 69 clubs - is currently under threat.  It has had two claims only in the past 30 years, but it is now required 
to come up with an enormous amount of money, the likes of which will put it out of action.  This is an issue that 
must be addressed.  The Government is not doing enough.   

I appreciate the ongoing funds that are being put into Morawa Hospital. Money is also continuing to be 
channelled into the Mullewa/Wongundy farmlands pipeline, which was a good initiative of the previous 
Government.  If the Government had some sense, it would initiate similar projects in other country areas.  It 
would win some friends in rural Western Australia.  

The National Trust of Australia has been given $100 000 for the conservation and interpretation of works at the 
Greenough Hamlet.  It is dear to my heart.  From the word go I was involved in helping to form a partnership 
between the National Trust and the Shire of Greenough when I was President of the Shire of Greenough.  I am 
very pleased that $100 000 has been allocated to that conservation interpretation centre.  It will ultimately benefit 
the people of that region and the Geraldton area.  Apart from those funding issues, I do not believe this budget 
addresses the needs of country Western Australia as well as it could.  As someone said earlier, it is a city-centric 
and fairly steady-as-we-go budget, which will not particularly benefit the State.  I look forward to seeing the 
State’s financial position in 12 months.  

MR BOARD (Murdoch) [7.21 pm]:  I take this opportunity to speak on the appropriation Bill for 2002-03, and 
particularly on health services, for which I am the shadow minister.  If time permits, I will refer to youth issues 
and, as shadow spokesperson in the lower House for the arts, I will touch on arts issues.  I take this opportunity 
to record in Hansard my apologies to my electorate because I will probably not have the opportunity during this 
second reading debate to talk about the state electorate of Murdoch.  That is a great shame.  It is important that 
shadow spokespersons raise issues to hold the Government accountable, particularly on major portfolios, such as 
the direction and size of budget allocations, and programs and policies.  However, that can deny shadow 
spokespersons the opportunity to spend time, as elected members of their constituencies, talking about important 
issues that are close to home.  Many of my constituents consider those issues to be the most important issues to 
them. 

If the minister is listening anywhere in the Parliament, I invite him back to the Chamber.  I will summarise issues 
that have arisen in health care during the past 12 months.  As occurs in most years, last year was a controversial 
year for the health system, as illustrated by the number of times it attracted headlines on the front page of the 
newspaper, and sparked lively debates in this Parliament.  However, in most respects, particularly from the 
Opposition’s view, it has been a disappointing year.  The Government started out soon after the state election 
with a commitment to provide the considerable funding that the Government maintains was allocated in the 2001 
budget.  The Government proposed programs and policies in line with its commitment to rein in health 
expenditure.  It promised that as a result of the Health Administrative Review Committee recommendations, 
many reforms would be implemented.  The aim was to develop in Western Australia health services far different 
from those that had operated in the previous couple of years.  According to the then Labor Opposition, at that 
time spending was out of control and community health expectations were not being met.  As I stand here now, it 
cannot be said that those expectations have been met since then.  Not even in his wildest dreams would the 
minister say those expectations have been met.   

During the past year the Government has referred to what it saw as the legacy of the coalition Government.  The 
Government has made many announcements about further reviews, the establishment of committees and the 
additional time needed to complete programs.  However, nothing positive has happened to turn around any of the 
major parameters on how we judge the performance of the Department of Health and how health services are 
delivered.  

I recall in June last year suggesting that the budget should have been brought down earlier that year.  When the 
budget came down in September last year, three months into the new financial cycle, I suggested to the relatively 
new Minister for Health that in the light of the 2.2 per cent consumer price index the three per cent increase in 
that budget was a real increase of only 0.8 per cent.  The Opposition predicted that within a very short period, 
probably by Christmas, the minister and the Department of Health would be in an embarrassing situation, with 
tertiary hospitals overburdened and the demand for their services growing at a rate of six to seven per cent and 
even nine per cent a year in some areas.  I suggested that the cash injection into recurrent expenditure to meet 
those services was nowhere near adequate.  What happened?  The minister said that would not be the case.  He 
said that as a result of some of the reforms, particularly the newly published HARC report, the Government 
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could rein in and take control of health expenditure.  He said that his Government could manage the health 
budget better than the previous Government.  The Australian Labor Party ran with that in the election campaign.  
I remember reading in press statement after press statement that the coalition Government could not manage the 
growth in health expenditure, that it had injected up to $70 million twice a year to meet the demand on 
overburdened tertiary hospitals, and the demand was increasing. 

By mid December, within three months of the state budget coming down, the Government injected another 
$70 million into the four tertiary hospital budgets.  Cabinet knew when it brought down the budget in September 
last year that it was illegitimate.  The Government knew in September that the demand for those services, 
particularly in the Perth metropolitan area, was running at a much higher rate than the Government was prepared 
to fund in September; yet the minister was prepared to say that he had the situation under control and that the 
Opposition was wrong.  I have press cuttings from October last year that illustrate that in headlines such as 
“Opposition tips hospital cash strife during the Christmas period”.  Article after article indicated not only our 
predictions but also predictions that were coming through from the medical profession, that they would not be 
able to meet the demand, particularly over the holiday period.  It is interesting to see the Treasurer in the House, 
because I am sure he was embarrassed to find that within three months of the last state election he was having to 
pour in another $70 million to the health budget.  That did not surprise us; it was predictable.  We knew that was 
the case, but the Government was not prepared to fund up-front what the health budget needed.  This 
Government indicated that it wanted to rein in that expenditure - a very honourable task and one that I would 
commend - but to rein it in, it needed some direction on how it would meet that demand and the services.  The 
Government did neither of those things.  It did not meet the demand and it has not come up with any new ways 
of meeting the services, and therefore the demand for services in the tertiary hospitals continues. 

That brings me to the current health budget.  According to the minister and the Treasurer, the budget includes a 
4.3 per cent increase for health.  I challenge the Treasurer to indicate where that 4.3 per cent is provided.  The 
projected increase in the 2003 budget is $48 million, a two per cent nominal increase and a minus one per cent 
real increase.  I can understand the figure if the Treasurer and the Minister for Health are talking about last year’s 
budget and are telling us that they are injecting a further 4.3 per cent into this year’s budget.  However, the 
reality is that they have already indicated that that was less than what was required to run the health service.  We 
really should be comparing the projected 2002-03 budget with the real cost figure that is put out at the end of 
June 2002.  If we do that, the real increase is $48 million - a two per cent increase - minus a one per cent real 
increase.  We will be in exactly the same situation as we were in at this time last year, when we made the same 
predictions about not being able to meet the current demand. 

The reality is that the Treasurer and the Minister for Health know that they are not currently funding the growth 
in demand for health services, particularly in our tertiary hospitals.  While I take no joy in that growth running at 
between six and seven per cent - this Government is applying less than half of that - until such time as the 
Treasurer has implemented ways of delivering services with some movements from tertiary hospitals to 
secondary hospitals, through some of the issues that were raised in the 20-20 report, which the Treasurer bagged 
following some of the issues that were raised through the Metropolitan Health Services Board - not a popular 
appointment, I agree, but it was used to make some of the tough decisions on how we might deal with some of 
these issues - none of those issues will be met.  Many promises have been made about what needs to be done, but 
I again predict that one of two things will happen: the Treasurer will cut or deny services or he will have to find 
more cash in the next six months to inject into the health system.  The first issue should have been dealt with 
before now. 

Mr Ripper:  I have already said in budget discussions that we are embarking on a reform program to get value for 
the money that we put into health.  We have put in significant additional funds.  Any reform program is liable to 
encounter some public difficulties.  If we are trying to achieve efficiencies, sometimes we must make decisions 
that will arouse opposition.  What attitude will the member take if and when there is public criticism of an aspect 
of the reform program?  Will the member say there is a need for reform or will he exploit every little issue that 
comes up? 

Mr BOARD:  I am on the public record as saying that I support reform.  I have said that I support reform at 
every forum at which I have spoken.  However, the Treasurer has to be able to bring the community with him, 
particularly the clinical professions.  I agree it is difficult to achieve, but it is achievable, and processes can be 
put in place.  Some of those have been introduced as a result of the HARC report and the 20-20 report.  We all 
agree on a number of the changes that need to be made.  I criticise this Government and the minister because 
these changes have been too slow in happening.  This is the Treasurer’s second budget.  Many of the reforms 
could have been achieved before now; the appointments could have been made before now.  The Treasurer has 
introduced the budget without putting in place the state management committee for health that was supposedly to 
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have included the chief executive officers of all the tertiary hospitals - they have not even been appointed.  More 
than half of the state health budget is delivered through the tertiary hospitals and the people on that state 
management committee do not even know whether they will still be there in six months.  That should have been 
accelerated.  Many of the issues that would have enabled this Government to make some of the more permanent 
decisions have been very slow in happening.  They should have happened long before now, which is one of the 
reasons that I am criticising the Government.   

I want to look at the issues one by one.  We are in opposition.  The Treasurer knows all about being in opposition 
and all about exploiting political advantage.  We want to be a constructive Opposition; we want to take new 
issues forward. 

Mr McRae:  You are the first member from that side to stand up and put a positive spin on the Opposition’s view 
of this budget. 

Ms McHale:  I was going to say that you are a good role model, but that has probably gone over most members’ 
heads. 

Mr BOARD:  There is movement in the compost heap; something is obviously festering over there. 

Mr McRae:  If I were on the video, I would have voted for you. 

Mr BOARD:  That is fine.  The minister has been slow in making some of the major decisions and he will find 
himself under extraordinary financial pressure with this budget.  The Treasurer claimed a 4.3 per cent increase to 
the health budget; the reality is that it is a minus one per cent increase.  There was a two per cent increase in real 
expenditure in the 2002 budget and his projections indicate that there will be a $48 million increase in the 2003 
budget over what was spent in 2002.  That is a two per cent increase in the level at which expenditure is running 
now, and on his own CPI predictions that is a minus one per cent increase.  The costings of the demands for 
improved health services is running at between six and seven per cent, and there is the problem.   

Time will not permit me tonight, but I could talk about the real cost drivers in health.  The cost of separations in 
the tertiary hospitals has gone up 12 per cent in the past 12 months.  They are the cost drivers.  That cost-
separation figure is now more than 15 per cent higher than in any other State in Australia.  The Treasurer has 
criticised the public sector.  He should have a look at Peel and Joondalup hospitals.  The cost of separations in 
those hospitals is running at 50 per cent of what it is in the public hospitals.  Why are they achieving those 
efficiencies?  The Government must find out.  The cost of separations is driving the problems in the health 
sector, and it is not being addressed.  That is the basis of my criticism of the minister and the Government.  The 
Government makes many promises and demands.  If I had been the minister, I would have dealt with some of the 
cost drivers before now.  There would be fewer committees and more decisions and action.  

Over the past six months, the Government has had to inject $70 million and resort to desperate measures in the 
health sector.  The $20 million that was earmarked for technical equipment was moved from the forward 
estimates into the current budget.  That happened because the Government had a terrible Christmas.  The bad 
publicity about the health sector prompted the Premier to announce that the Government intended to use 
$20 million in the forward estimates to buy up-front technology and equipment for hospitals.  That was a knee-
jerk reaction designed to put a positive spin on what had been a bad Christmas-New Year period for the 
Government’s profile in the health sector.   

It was even more worrying to see money moved from the Central Wait List Bureau back to tertiary hospitals to 
cope with demand.  The bureau was set up to deal with category one, two and three cases - but particularly 
category one and two cases - to ensure they were dealt with promptly and efficiently.  If necessary, the bureau 
had the funds to buy surgery services from neighbouring or secondary hospitals.  That money was moved from 
the bureau’s budget and, as a result, waiting times have blown out.  The Government tells us that there are fewer 
people on the waiting list.  However, it does not tell us that they have moved to the private sector.  The reality is 
that patients - particularly those in categories two and three - are waiting 20 per cent longer for elective surgery 
in Western Australia.  It is not a good look.   

The King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women inquiry report has been delivered to the Government.  What is 
the result of that inquiry?  What changes have occurred on the ground?  What issues have been resolved as a 
result of that extraordinarily expensive exercise?  The Court Government established the inquiry, extended its 
life twice and provided the necessary funding.  This Government has an obligation to ensure that the issues 
raised are resolved.  That has not happened.  Parts of the report have been withheld and no significant changes 
have been made to improve community confidence in the hospital.  That is the major issue.  Government 
members can talk as much as they want about the medical profession, doctors’ reputations and the clinical staff, 
but the most important issue is community confidence.  More must be done to address that issue.  I am critical of 
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the minister for not having resolved that before now and not encouraging community confidence in the hospital’s 
current practices.  Many unresolved issues must be addressed.  Some pain will be inflicted, but it must be done.   

The Public Accounts Committee has undertaken inquiries into visiting medical specialist services and doctors’ 
trust accounts.  I am critical of the committee because its hearings politicised its work and focused on the fight 
between the Australian Medical Association and the Department of Health rather than on the important issues.  
The committee’s approach suggested a payback exercise on the minister’s behalf.  Pain was inflicted on 
specialists and medical professionals because of the stand they took in the pay dispute.  The AMA ran an 
extensive public campaign against the Labor Party, particularly during the federal election.  The chairman of the 
Public Accounts Committee used those inquiries as a payback.  I accept that the terms of reference were 
appropriate and that issues raised need to be resolved.  The Opposition is not against conducting public 
investigations of appropriate issues.  However, the methods used and the announcements made suggest that the 
committee was conducting a trial by media.  That process demeaned the role of the Public Accounts Committee.  
It behaved like a political body rather than an investigative accounts committee.  

The Health Administrative Review Committee produced a much-heralded report.  The committee was chaired by 
the now Director General of the Department of Health, Mike Daube.  I made submissions to that inquiry 
personally and on behalf of the Opposition.  The committee’s report is valuable, and I am very disappointed 
about the Government’s lack of progress with and financial commitment to its recommendations.   

Scandals erupted about the positron emission tomography project and the provision of magnetic resonance 
imaging equipment.  Those scandals have embarrassed the Government.  The MRI debacle was precipitated by 
the Minister for Health.  He issued a press release in an attempt to talk up the difference between the approach 
taken by the State and Commonwealth Governments to the provision of an MRI machine at Princess Margaret 
Hospital for Children.  He thought he would score political points by demonstrating that the State was trying to 
help the young people of Western Australia, but that the Commonwealth Government was heartless and was not 
prepared to provide a licence.  That has backfired on the minister.  The former State Government allocated 
$2 million for the purchase of the MRI machine.  However, this Government did not act on its rhetoric and 
proceed with that purchase.  The minister wanted to play politics with the Commonwealth Government about a 
licence when the machine could have been helping young people.  The licence issue could have been dealt with 
later.  The problem relates to the services provided to outpatients, not in-patient services.  The outpatient demand 
for MRI services represents less than 50 per cent of Princess Margaret Hospital’s total MRI service, and costs 
between $500 000 and $600 000.  In the overall health budget, it is not a big issue.  The minister should have 
dealt with the problem on day one; he should not have politicised the process and delayed the purchase of the 
MRI machine.   

This has been a year of acrimony.  Huge problems have emerged in the relationship between medical 
professionals and the State Government.  We have witnessed a stoush about pay and a public brawl about who 
should control the health agenda in Western Australia.  That has not been to the benefit of this State.  The 
situation has not been well received by the public, nor has it reflected well on the Government.  Our hospital 
staff and the community generally have not been impressed by what has been written and said during this debate, 
particularly about doctors’ salaries and conditions.  However, I understand that there has been a resolution.  The 
minister has indicated that there has been a pay increase of the order of three per cent.  However, that has not 
been made public.  I am critical of the minister because he has not been prepared to indicate exactly what that 
pay increase was.  We understand that it was as high as 20 per cent for some of the specialists in the Department 
of Health, who received a fairly large bonus to compensate them for the salary that they sacrificed as a result of 
the commonwealth tax decisions.  However, the minister was neither prepared nor had the courage to tell us 
exactly what that pay increase was.  I wonder whether the Treasurer would be prepared to do that tonight.  Is the 
Treasurer in a position to indicate to the House exactly what the extent of the salary increase was for the doctors 
in the public health system, particularly the specialists?  That has not been made public. 

Mr Ripper:  I am not in a position to give you the details of that, but I am sure that the Minister for Health will be 
happy to give you an answer in the estimates committee hearings. 

Mr BOARD:  I predict that I will get the same answer in the estimates committee hearings as I just got from the 
Treasurer.  A lot of people have gone to ground on this issue.  Although the Government says that the increase 
was in line with the Government’s general wages policy of three per cent, we know, the Treasurer knows and the 
Australian Medical Association knows that the increase was as high as 20 per cent for many of the specialists.  
There have been some huge increases to compensate for the salary sacrificing that has taken place.  I understand 
the issue, but the Government should have had the courage to tell the Western Australian community exactly 
what needed to be done to keep people within the public health system.  It would have been of benefit to the 
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Government to go public in that regard.  I will pursue that issue.  It is not an issue of which the Government 
should be ashamed.  It should think about telling the community what needs to be resolved to make sure that the 
public health system works well.  I do not understand the secrecy in that regard. 

Mr Ripper:  On that issue, my understanding is that no enterprise bargaining agreement negotiations are due in 
the health portfolio in this coming financial year.  That gives us more comfort on the question of the budget 
sticking, which is the issue you were debating earlier.  On the question of the doctors’ salary increase, I note that 
Bernard Pearn-Rowe was positive about the budget.  That was an interesting outcome. 

Mr BOARD:  I do not think it was an interesting outcome; it was predictable. 

Mr Day:  In essence, the Government gave them everything they wanted. 

Mr BOARD:  Yes.  I remind the Treasurer that the Government will be subject to another salary increase for 
doctors prior to the next state election.  If the Treasurer thinks he has had pain now, he should wait until that one.  
I make that prediction to the Treasurer. 

Mr Ripper:  I am not unaware of the daunting prospect. 

Mr BOARD:  I will deal with the nurses issue.  The Opposition entirely understands this issue with which the 
current Government has been grappling.  The Government made a lot of predictions about and commitments to 
nurses.  In the last state budget, it made a lot of predictions about how much money would go into the nurses 
package.  However, we found that the majority of that money was not in the salary package but was used for the 
recruitment of new nurses, which would never be realised.  There was a lot of froth and bubble about that 
package.  It is one thing for the Government to say that it has so much money for the recruitment of new nurses, 
but, if it cannot recruit them, it knows that it will not expend that money.  The jury is out on what the 
Government will achieve in this regard.  We know that the Government is struggling to bring nurses back into 
the public health system.  I am critical of the minister and the Government for not being more proactive, 
particularly in working with agency nurses.  The reality is that this issue is about conditions and shifts.  If the 
Government wants to get nurses back into the public health system, it must deal with the ability of nurses to 
choose their shifts.  If the Government does that, more nurses will want to move into the public health system, 
and stay there, than is currently the case.  The Government is naive if it thinks that it will deal with this issue 
with its current campaigns.  Although I admire those campaigns and they are headed in the right direction, the 
reality is that this issue is about dealing with shifts and the choice of shifts in the public health system.  I 
welcome the Minister for Health to the Chamber and thank him for joining us. 

Mr Ripper:  Can I take it that you are arguing for a more vigorous effort to recruit nurses? 

Mr BOARD:  I agree.  The Government has done that, and I commend it for doing so.  That needed to be done.  
The Liberal Party would have done that, and the Government is doing it.  However, the resolution of the issue 
will not be in just trying to recruit nurses.  We know that they take a long time to train.  This issue is also about 
those nurses in the private system who will not work in the public system because of not only the money but also 
the shift situation and the choice of shifts.  The minister knows that that is the biggest issue in trying to recruit 
nurses to the public health system.  It is more about conditions and the choice of conditions than about money.  If 
the Government focuses on that issue, it will get a better resolution to the problem than it has currently. 

Mr Ripper:  How would you tackle the question whereby some nurses appear to prefer to work through the 
agency system than through direct employment? 

Mr Bradshaw interjected. 

Mr BOARD:  The nurses are with the agencies because of the conditions and the choice of shifts.  The money is 
certainly an attraction as well, but it is not the only issue, and the minister knows that.  If we can introduce 
flexibility in the working shifts in our public hospitals, there will be a much greater recruitment and retention of 
nurses. 

Mr Kucera:  It is a long-term process to do that.  It has taken the Victorians 18 months to go through that 
process.  We are working along that line to create those relief pools within hospitals that emulate agencies.  In 
answer to the interjection of the member for Murray-Wellington, I point out that I had to discuss many issues 
with the competition commissioner.  Issues of competition come into this, and national competition policy is 
clear. 

Mr Bradshaw:  Victoria told us just recently that it is not dealing with the agencies any more. 

Mr BOARD:  I do not have a lot of time, members. 
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Mr Kucera:  The member missed my point.  To do that, we must go through a whole process to make sure that 
we are not breaching national competition policy.  People must have freedom of choice, because issues of cost 
are involved. 

Mr Bradshaw:  They have freedom of choice.  They go to the agency or they do not get a job. 

Mr Kucera:  It is not quite that simple. 

Mr BOARD:  We will deal with some of these issues during the estimates committee hearings. 

Mr Kucera:  Everybody seems to have simple answers.  There is no such thing as simplistic answers on these 
kinds of issues. 

Mr BOARD:  I remind the minister that I have dealt with the issues in last year’s budget and in the current 
budget.  I have dealt with the Central Wait List Bureau.  I have noted that the Government has moved forward 
some of the technology money.  I have dealt with the King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women inquiry, the 
public accounts, and the visiting medical specialists and trust accounts issue.  I have dealt with the Health 
Administrative Review Committee, the positron emission tomography scanner issue, the magnetic resonance 
imaging machine issue and doctors’ pay, and I am just moving off the nurses’ issue.  If the minister wants to 
check what I have said on those issues, he will find my comments in Hansard.   

I move on to the waiting list issue.  I was disappointed that prior to Christmas last year the minister chose to 
move some money out of the Central Wait List Bureau to try to assist the tertiary hospitals.  As the Opposition 
predicted, $70 million was put into that cash blow-out.  I was disappointed because I believe that moving 
forward the category 2 and 3 people and giving them the opportunity to have operations in a hospital that may 
not have been their hospital of choice was a success story.  It was effective and efficient.  The operation of the 
Central Wait List Bureau, and the flexibility to move people from tertiary hospitals to secondary hospitals, is the 
very issue that the Minister for Health needs to deal with.  The minister has said that the number of people on the 
waiting list has gone down.  However, the figures that are published on the web site show that the waiting time 
for categories 2 and 3 has gone up by 20 per cent in the past six months.  There may be fewer people on the 
waiting list, but those people are waiting 20 per cent longer, which indicates to us and must indicate to the 
minister that there are not enough resources to enable those people to have their surgery at the right time. 

Mr Kucera:  I suggest you may be pleasantly surprised when you see the figures. 

Mr BOARD:  The last time I looked, which was two or three weeks ago, there was a 20 per cent increase in the 
waiting time.   

Mr Kucera:  It depends on whether you look at the figures week by week, month by month or year by year.  

Mr BOARD:  Those are published figures. 

Mr Kucera:  Your leader said something yesterday about lies, damned lies and statistics.    

Mr BOARD:  We can go only on the statistics that are given to us on the web site.  I assure the minister that 
when the Labor Party was in opposition, it used those figures extremely effectively.  We have not started to use 
the figures in that sense.  I have used them to say that the waiting time is increasing.   

I am disappointed that hospitals are on bypass as often as they are.  The minister and I have discussed the fact 
that bypasses are used as a management tool and as a way in which hospitals can effectively share their 
resources.  Hospital bypasses are supposed to be the exception rather than the rule.  They are supposed to happen 
on the odd occasion so that hospitals can help each other out.  They are not supposed to be a daily event.  The 
reality - and the minister knows it - is that hospital bypasses are a clear indication of the increasing pressure that 
our emergency departments are coming under and the increasing demand for those emergency beds to be 
occupied at the next level rather than have a movement through.   

Mr Kucera:  What really concerns me is that with the enormous increase in the cost of prescriptions that is 
proposed by the federal Government, things will get worse, as people coming into hospital will be much sicker 
because they will not be buying drugs that should be subsidised most appropriately by the federal Government.   

Mr BOARD:  The reality is that one of the biggest problems is that many emergency patients are not going to 
their general practitioners, which should be their first port of call.  The emphasis is not on seeing another health 
professional.  Therefore, emergency departments have become the first port of call for many ailments that are not 
emergencies.  That is a real cost driver.  During the estimates committees, I will go through a range of cost 
drivers that the minister needs to be significantly concerned about.  I am sure the minister is aware of them, but 
we need to explore them.   
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One of the issues that we are incredibly concerned about is health care in rural areas.  In the last state budget, the 
minister indicated his commitment to rural health.  He has said that again in this budget.  However, all the 
indications, all the information that is coming to us and all the statements that are being made by health boards 
and health professionals are going the other way.  The minister cannot deny the fact that the people of Western 
Australia are condemning this Government for its lack of commitment to rural health care.  The minister may not 
agree with that, but that is the reality presented to us every day of the week. 

Mr Kucera:  From whom?   

Mr BOARD:  I can show the minister headline after headline.  I can tell him about health board after health 
board. 

Mr Kucera:  Perhaps the reason the health boards are complaining is that they do not want the changes that the 
former Government started and we will continue. 

Mr BOARD:  It comes down to the level of service. 

Mr Kucera:  Exactly.  That is precisely why we want to make changes.   

Mr BOARD:  The minister may be saying that he will make changes, but people are not seeing the delivery of 
services.  

I have not had the opportunity to talk about youth and the arts, but I will finish my speech where I started.  In 
September of last year, I said that the minister’s proposed three per cent increase in the health budget was in 
reality a 0.8 per cent increase, and I predicted that within three months the minister would have to make a cash 
injection into tertiary hospitals in particular.  That prediction was spot on.  In December, the minister injected 
$70 million into tertiary hospitals.  Today the minister is saying he has had a massive increase in the health 
budget.  I have looked at this budget in every way I can look at it.  On the basis of the total appropriations, what 
the Government will expend until the end of June this year and what it is predicting to expend next year, there 
has been a $48 million increase in the health budget.   

Mr Kucera:  That is not correct, as I explained to you yesterday.   

Mr BOARD:  It is.  The minister is talking about the budget that he brought down last year, not what he is 
expending.   

Mr Kucera:  No, I am not.  Go to the pages in Hansard to which I referred yesterday. 

Mr BOARD:  I have read those pages.  We need to go on the total appropriations, which show an increase of 
$48 million.  We can explore that during the estimates committees.  The minister cannot fudge it.  We need to 
look at the total appropriations.  That is a two per cent increase, which in real terms is minus one per cent.  Even 
if the minister were right about his four per cent, there is still a seven per cent growth in health.  The minister 
knows he still does not have any of the appropriate mechanisms in place to deal with that growth.  The minister 
does not have those mechanisms in the tertiary hospitals.  He has made promises of reform, and he has 
committees in place.  However, the minister will have a worse year this year than he had last year, because he 
will have to accelerate some of that rhetoric and put in place some way of delivering the services and dealing 
with the demands that are being placed on our tertiary hospitals.  When that happens, the minister will get our 
support. 

MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington) [8.06 pm]:  In making a few comments on the budget, it is with regret 
that I have to pick on the Minister for Health as well, because over the past year and a half the minister has 
continually stood in this House and said how good he is and how he will fix the health system -  

Mr Kucera:  I have not. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Yes, he has.  Just over a year ago, the minister said to me in an interjection across this 
Chamber, “Watch this space.  I am going to fix the health system.”  

Mr Kucera:  I am very aware of my shortcomings.  I have never said that.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  The minister said he would fix the health problems in Western Australia.  The big problem is 
that the Minister for Health has been sitting on his hands.  In Hansard of Tuesday, 31 July 2001, I asked the 
following question on notice about the Murray District Hospital, or Pinjarra hospital, as it is commonly referred 
to -  

(1) Further to the answer to question on notice No. 9 of Wednesday 2 May 2001 how much money 
was allocated in the 1999/2000 and 2000/2001 budgets for planning purposes for the Murray 
Districts (Pinjarra) Hospital?  
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The minister’s answer was -  

(1) Total funding allocation was $250 000 for “documentation” with budget allocations of 
$150 000 and $50 000 in the 1999/2000 and 2000/2001 years respectively, of which only 
$19 650 has been spent to date.   

The trouble with Pinjarra hospital is that a few years ago, under the coalition Government, it went through a 
downgrading because of the improvements everybody seemed to want for places such as Mandurah and 
Bunbury.  
Mr Kucera:  From my understanding, the intention of your Government was to close Pinjarra hospital. 
Mr BRADSHAW:  That is not correct. 
Mr Kucera:  That was the advice I was given by the general practitioners there.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  That is not correct.  The people of Pinjarra and the surrounding districts, such as Dwellingup, 
North Dandalup and Waroona, have felt a bit of pressure, and they feel that things have gone in the wrong 
direction.  I agree with them.  To top it off, a few years ago the doctors in Pinjarra decided they would not 
provide an after-hours emergency service.   

Mr Kucera:  But they have one 15 minutes away.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  Just hold on, I am speaking.  I spoke to the people at the two different surgeries and they 
indicated that the younger doctors were not prepared to provide those after-hours services.  It is all right for the 
Minister for Health to say that the hospital is only 15 minutes away, and it is; however, when people lose a 
service, they do not like it.  

Mr Kucera:  There is a brand new campus. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I am saying that people do not like to lose a service they previously had.  It was a sad day 
when the doctors said they would not provide an after-hours emergency service.  In June 2001, the minister said 
that the determination of appropriate facility requirements could not commence until health service planning for 
the Peel region was finalised.  This year I have asked questions about this issue, which I do not have in front of 
me right now, that have not been answered.  

Mr Kucera:  What do you expect to be done to the Murray District Hospital?  

Mr BRADSHAW:  I would like what was promised to us by the former Minister for Health, Kevin Prince.  He 
said that we would get either a renovated hospital or a new hospital.  

Mr Kucera:  I would love the member to find that in Hansard and show me what he said because I am getting 
mixed messages from the general practitioners down there.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  The minister should find out about the committee that was put together that consisted of the 
shire, community representatives and, I think, Dr Peter Wallace.  The committee met to work out whether a new 
hospital should be built or the existing hospital should be renovated.  The committee resolved that a new hospital 
should be built.  It was estimated that a new hospital would cost $6 million to build and that to renovate the 
existing hospital would cost $5 million. 

Mr Kucera:  Are you honestly saying that your Government built a brand new hospital less than 15 minutes away 
and was going to build yet another new hospital on the site of the existing one?  

Mr BRADSHAW:  Yes.  I sat down with the member for Darling Range and the former Minister for Health, 
Kevin Prince, who said that a new facility would be built at Pinjarra.  

Mr Kucera:  That is very different from - 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I am indicating what was being said in the community.  

Mr Kucera:  You have gone from a hospital to a facility.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  I am saying it was a new, 30-bed hospital.  

Mr Kucera:  I will take note of what the member said, but that is a surprise to me.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  The committee minutes will verify what I am saying.  

I am concerned that in the 1999-2000 budget, $250 000 was promised for an investigation into what should be 
done with the Murray District Hospital at Pinjarra.  To date, $19 650 has been spent.  The minister keeps saying 
that we must have an appropriate facility and funding cannot commence until the health service planning for the 
Peel region is finalised.  However, virtually a year later still nothing has happened.  It is a pity that the minister 
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has not got out there and done something, or at least shown some positive intentions to the community, which is 
suffering.  

Mr Kucera:  There is a magnificent facility at Peel.   
Mr BRADSHAW:  Is the minister talking about Mandurah or Pinjarra? 
Mr Kucera:  I am talking about the Peel Health Campus; it is magnificent.  The former Government is to be 
congratulated on the way it was designed and put together.  It does great things.  
Mr BRADSHAW:  It probably does; however, it does not satisfy the people.  As the minister knows, a few 
months ago when that kid died, it raised its ugly head again. 

Mr Kucera:  I agree, but I think that if the member looks at the circumstances - no doubt that will be part of the 
inquiry that is being done - 
Mr BRADSHAW:  I have said nothing about it.   
Mr Kucera:  Neither have I. 

Mr BRADSHAW:   That is the first time I have said anything in public about it.  It was a sad event.   

To some extent, I agree with the minister that there is a great facility 15 minutes down the road.  However, when 
someone is injured who lives across the road from a hospital, he does not want to have to travel 15 kilometres 
down the road to be treated.   

I have the minister’s answer to my other question on notice.  The minister said that health service planning is 
ongoing and that no final report is expected to be produced.  However, in June last year, the minister said that the 
facility requirements could not commence until health service planning for the Peel region was finalised.  Surely 
there must be a final report to say whether this or that must be done.  The minister has misled the House in his 
answer to this question.  The minister said -  

Following the recommendations of the Health Administrative Review Committee, health service 
planning for the Peel Region has now been incorporated into the broader health service planning 
process for the South Metropolitan Area.   

I happen to have the Health Administrator Review Committee report, commonly known as the HARC report.  
Page 37 of that report states -  

Peel Health Campus contract (Note:  Murray District Hospital in Pinjarra comes within Country 
Services. 

Whereas in his answer to my question today, the minister said -  

Following the recommendations of the Health Administrative Review Committee, health service 
planning for the Peel Region has now been incorporated into the broader health service planning 
process for the South Metropolitan Area.  

Mr Kucera:  You will find that since then the director general who runs health has decided to include that portion 
of the process.  I think the Peel Health Campus has been linked to the Rockingham-Kwinana District Hospital 
and Murray-Wellington in the south west.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  The minister says that that is what the report states; however, it does not.  It says it is a 
country hospital.  

Mr Kucera:  It was at the time the report came out.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  The minister cannot say one thing in his answer to my question and then say another thing 
now, because that is not true. 

Mr Kucera:  That is not quite correct.  It says in the HARC report that, at the time of the report, Peel Health 
Campus was part of the south west area. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  The minister is quoting the bloody report here.  

Mr Kucera:  There is no need to swear. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I get frustrated with the stupid answers I get back from the minister.  

Mr Kucera:  Discuss it with me during the estimates process.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  The HARC report, which came out in June last year, under paragraph 7, “non-metropolitan 
(country) health services”, recommends -  
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Recognising the complex nature of non-metropolitan (country) health services and the disparate 
arrangements currently in place:   

i) A review be carried out over a six month period to develop the optimal approach to the 
administration and coordination of non-metropolitan Boards and services. 

Has that happened?  A year later nothing has happened.  Everyone is sitting on their hands.  The Government 
does not give a continental about the country.  It is only worried about Mandurah, Bunbury and Geraldton, which 
is getting a new hospital. 

Mr Day:  That was a decision of the previous Government, incidentally. 

Mr Ripper:  That has taken the wind out of his sails.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  No it has not.  Nobody in the Government could care less about the poor country people.  
This report is 12 months old and recommends that certain things should happen, but nothing has happened.  

Mr Kucera:  A full review is under way. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  The minister is saying that this review - 

Mr Kucera:  A review is under way that will be headed by a senior officer from the Department of Health.  We 
have met with many of the people in the country areas.  A full forum with the WA Local Government 
Association will be held to discuss this issue.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  Today I was told that the review has just been advertised.  

Mr Kucera:  It is all under way.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  It is not under way if the Government has only just advertised for people to participate in the 
review.  It has been 12 months and we still have the same situation.  That is not good enough, because we in the 
country want to know what is happening.  The only good thing that has come out of some of the changes is the 
final report of the Bunbury Health Task Force.  I have not read it all yet so I cannot be fully - 

Mr Ripper:  Who chaired that?  

Mr BRADSHAW:  No-one from the south west, apart from Bunbury people, was on the task force.  

Mr Kucera:  I think you should read the report first.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  I have read most of it.  I have read the recommendations.  The Government is moving in the 
right direction with the health service.  It is better than the silly system of lumping hospitals together.  They tried 
to put the Donnybrook, Collie, Harvey and Yarloop hospitals together.  I would never have agreed with that.  
Those places have a link with Bunbury Regional Hospital, but not with each other.  Another system was in place 
before that.  The system of tying those hospitals to Bunbury Regional Hospital has something going for it.  The 
Bunbury hospital can carry out the major procedures and send the patients back to the smaller hospitals for 
recuperation.  It could also send specialists to do work in country hospitals such as Harvey Hospital.  I believe 
this is a step in the right direction, and I hope that it comes to fruition.   

My concern is that the Bunbury hospital is running over budget.  The Government says that it wants to do these 
things; however, I do not know how they will be done if there is no money to do them.  The Government might 
want to pull back on the amount the Bunbury Regional Hospital, or South West Health Campus, is getting.  I am 
concerned that if the money is not there, it will not flow on to the peripheral hospitals. 

Mr Kucera:  The peripheral hospitals will still draw their budgets.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  They will have their budgets, but they are stretching those budgets to the maximum. 

Mr Kucera:  We will not be pulling money from them to support the hub hospitals.  That was never the intention. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  The trouble is that the peripheral hospitals like Harvey Hospital and Collie Hospital are 
stretching their budgets to the maximum.  I am not sure how the Government will be able to afford to place more 
staff in them.  A report in the local paper on Tuesday said that Harvey Hospital has removed the cap on the 
number of available beds.  It will be interesting to see how that works.  Harvey Hospital was on by-pass at one 
stage.  It had a cap of 18 beds even though it is a 32-bed hospital.  People were shunted off to Bunbury or 
somewhere else, even if they did not need to go to those centres.  The ambulance driver would radio the hospital 
and say that he was carrying a patient who had had a heart attack or been in a car accident, and he would be told 
not to go to Harvey because it had no available beds.   

Mr Kucera:  That may also have had something to do with the nature of the injury. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 22 May 2002] 

 p11010b-11051a 
Mr Jeremy Edwards; Mr Mike Board; Mr John Bradshaw; Acting Speaker; Mr John Day; Mr Matt Birney; Mr 

Mark McGowan; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Deputy Speaker; Mr Tony McRae; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Rob 
Johnson; Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Ms Sue Walker 

 [13] 

Mr BRADSHAW:  No; there were no beds.  Once 18 beds had been filled, the ambulances had to go somewhere 
else.  It is the same as the situation in Perth.  That was happening in Harvey purely because of the 18-bed cap.  
The report in the paper said the cap has been removed, which will be a good thing if it works.  We will have to 
wait and see.   
I would like an accident and emergency service at the Pinjarra Murray District Hospital.  It is one thing to say 
that people are only 15 minutes away from the main hospital in Mandurah; however, people coming from 
Boddington, Dwellingup, North Dandalup or Waroona must travel 15 minutes plus whatever the time it takes to 
get from that town to Pinjarra.  From that angle, the travel time is greater.  The Peel Health Campus might be 
half an hour or, for people in Boddington, an hour away.  It would be better to provide a service much closer to 
those people.  I recently went over east with the Public Accounts Committee.  We were told by one health 
authority that some of the doctors in one of the country towns there did not want to provide an after-hours 
service.  The health authority told those doctors that they would not have admitting rights unless they were 
prepared to operate an after-hours service.  I would like that introduced in the Pinjarra area.  I have written to the 
minister asking him to consider that, but I have not yet had a response.  However, from what he has been saying 
tonight, I do not think Pinjarra will get that benefit.  The minister said that there is a magnificent facility down 
the road in Mandurah.  I know what his response to my suggestion will be even before he has written to me.  He 
does not care about the Pinjarra people or the Pinjarra hospital.  It is a shame that we have gone down that route - 
Mr McNee interjected. 
Mr BRADSHAW:  They are worried only about propping up the marginal seats in Mandurah and Bunbury.  The 
Government must also now worry about Geraldton and Albany. 
Mr Dean:  I am safe. 
Mr BRADSHAW:  That is what they all say.  Regardless of the pork-barrelling in that seat, the members still 
keep changing.  He should ask Phil Smith, Ian Osborne or John Sibson, although I do not think there was as 
much pork-barrelling when John Sibson was the member.  It is only since the 1980s that the parties have been 
pork-barrelling in Bunbury. 

Mr Dean:  It deserves it.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  It is about time that this Government - and other Governments - showed more interest in 
other areas.  Places like Pinjarra, Waroona, Harvey and Collie are not thriving as well as they should be.  For 
some silly reason, people want to live by the ocean.  The population is not increasing as much as we would like.  
Certain things must be done to make those towns more attractive for people to live in.  It is about time that the 
development commissions, which have supposedly been established to promote the regional areas, did more in 
those areas instead of remaining in places like Mandurah and Bunbury.  It is interesting that the lease on the 
office of the Peel Development Commission is up.  The member for Dawesville said earlier that there were 
rumours that the Government is considering shutting down the Peel Development Commission.  The fact that the 
Government has not renewed the lease is not a good sign.  I suggest to the Minister for Local Government and 
Regional Development that it is about time some of those development commissions got out of the regional 
centres and into the smaller towns.  For example, the Peel Development Commission should be located in either 
Pinjarra or Waroona so that it can get a feel for those areas instead of continuing to remain isolated.  Mandurah 
is a different world from Pinjarra, Waroona, North Dandalup and places like that.  The Government keeps 
talking about decentralisation, but it is centralising the regions.  The government agencies are shrinking and 
being located entirely in the regional centres.  The Government has not considered locating them in country 
towns.  That is the way life goes.  It is about time that the Government started to put some of those agencies back 
in the country towns and tried to give those towns a boost.  

Mr Watson:  Do you think that both political parties neglect the country?  

Mr BRADSHAW:  Yes.  I have said continually that Governments of both persuasions have tended to 
concentrate on the marginal seats of Bunbury and Mandurah.  Geraldton and Albany are now marginal seats.  A 
lot of effort will go into those seats.  However, the places where the real people live, the country towns - 

Mr Whitely:  Eighty-three per cent of the population lives in the city.  Are they not real people? 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I guess they are real people. 

Mr D’Orazio:  The ones who vote for you are the real people. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  They are probably better than some of the others!  The trouble is that only 36 per cent of my 
electorate voted for me last time.  

Mr McGowan:  Your seat is a marginal seat. 
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Mr BRADSHAW:  I know.  It is about time the Government started concentrating on it and put more resources 
into it.  That is a very good point.  The member is right: my seat is now marginal.  The Government should be 
concentrating on putting services into it so that it can win it at the next election.  The Government has a very 
good chance of winning it.  I got only 52 per cent of the two-party preferred vote at the last election. 

Mr McGowan:  You should write out a list. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I will.  The Government can come and take all the honour and glory for it.  I would be very 
happy, because it is about time the Government concentrated on country towns like Pinjarra, Dwellingup, North 
Dandalup and Waroona.   

Mr McGowan:  Richard Court ignored it. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  That is not really the case.  Money was spent on facilities such as recreation centres and 
swimming pools.  

I refer now to road funding.  Expenditure on roads in my electorate was going great guns until this Government 
took office.  The South Western Highway was an absolute disgrace when the Court Government took office.  A 
magnificent road has been built from beyond north Dandalup in my electorate to Waroona.  This Government 
took office at that stage so it is bad luck for people driving on the rest of the South Western Highway.  A couple 
of million dollars has been spent improving about four kilometres of road at Wokalup.  However, the condition 
of the rest of the highway in my electorate is a disgrace.  It is too narrow for the very high number of vehicles, 
including the many trucks that travel on it each day.  There are no passing lanes south of Waroona and the road 
is narrow and breaking up.  It is time that consideration was given to completing that stretch of highway.  I am 
pleased to see the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure here so that she can understand the situation.  

Mr McGowan:  I will tell her exactly what you said. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I will repeat it.  It is about time the rest of the South Western Highway was improved.  It is a 
dangerous black spot because it is narrow and some of the bitumen has lifted. 

Mr Whitely:  To which parts are you referring?  

Mr BRADSHAW:  I am referring to the condition of the road south of Waroona to Harvey.  It is not good.  
About four kilometres of road have been improved south of Wokalup. 

Mr Whitely:  I will have a look at it. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  A couple of years ago the road from Waroona to Pinjarra was improved.  It is now a 
magnificent stretch of wide road with several passing lanes.  The road north of that was improved a year or two 
earlier.  Those works have now come to a halt.  I heard the Minister Assisting the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure brag about how much money has been spent on roads.  I do not know how much it is.   

Ms Sue Walker interjected. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  It has not been spent on roads in my electorate. 

The previous Government was considering building the Peel deviation within the next five years, although it was 
not in the budget estimates or on the 10-year plan.  The previous Government was keen to build it fairly quickly.  
A high number of vehicles use Old Coast Road and South Western Highway these days.  The Peel deviation 
would by-pass Mandurah and take a lot of pressure away from the other roads, particularly during holidays.  The 
population growth in Mandurah and south of Mandurah has been phenomenal over recent years, which is 
causing those routes to be chocker block with traffic.  Trucks need to be diverted from those areas.  It now looks 
as though the Peel deviation will be a 20-year plan.  I acknowledge that it is expensive and will cost around 
$320 million.  It unfortunately will be on the backburner for some time, which means Old Coast Road and South 
Western Highway will suffer more congestion. 

The other day the issue of private school funding arose as it has on previous occasions.  I do not think the 
Minister for Education will be too sympathetic towards my support of private schools.  He appears to hate them; 
nonetheless, private schools are underfunded.  I know people choose to send their children to private schools.  
However, the parents of children who attend private schools pay taxes as do other people.  The other day I 
received a copy of a letter from the Parents and Friends’ Federation of Western Australia to the Minister for 
Education.  It refers to the amount of money spent on private schools.  A year or two ago politics were played in 
relation to the amount of money the federal Government had allocated to private schools.  I was confused about 
the issue until I made some inquiries to find out how the funding was allocated.  I did not realise there are two 
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streams of funding, which is a stupid idea.  There should be one stream of funding to ensure that it is distributed 
equitably.  I do not know how the federal funding is distributed.  However, the letter reads - 

As we have emphasised on earlier occasions, the average level of taxpayer funding allocated to students 
in the non-government sector in the 2001/2 Budget was $1503 per pupil, i.e., less than 21% of the 
$7217 per pupil allocated to government school students in the Education Budget alone (which we also 
know does not include all items of expenditure on government schools/students). 

Mr Whitely:  What about the money spent by this Government on transporting kids to private schools of their 
choice?  

Mr BRADSHAW:  That is an interesting question.  When the review of school bus services was undertaken 
recently, I recommended that the Government stop paying for students to attend private schools in the country.  
Carmen Lawrence’s policy destroyed the opportunity for students to sit the tertiary entrance examination at 
Harvey High School. 

Mr Whitely:  You have called for more support of private schools.  Is that not an example of the Government 
supporting private schools?  

Mr BRADSHAW:  It is, but it is chicken feed compared to what is paid in the big picture. 

Mr Whitely:  If you had your way would you cut that?  

Mr BRADSHAW:  I would, although people should have the choice of sending their children to a private school.  
However, the bus service was discriminatory inasmuch as people who lived in Harvey and wanted to attend the 
Bunbury High School had to pay a bus fare.  Students who attended the private school in Bunbury got a free ride.  
Is that fair?  

Mr Whitely:  No.  The service is provided to only one Catholic school in the area.  I was interested to hear what 
you had to say.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  I submitted a paper to the review of the school bus service in Western Australia that 
recommended the free bus service to private schools should be discontinued.  The opportunity for students to sit 
TEE subjects in the high school in my electorate has been destroyed because a couple of bus loads of children 
travel to Bunbury every day. 

Mr O’Gorman:  Now you want the Government to contribute more to non-government schools. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  It is a different issue.  

Mr O’Gorman:  I send my children to private schools and I am happy to pay the extra money. I am a Catholic 
and they go to a Catholic school.  

Mr BRADSHAW:  Do you think it is fair that your children’s education is funded to the tune of $1 503 per child, 
but the child that attends a public school has his education funded by $7 217?  

Mr O’Gorman:  It is perfectly fair because I have an opportunity to send my child to the local public school, but I 
choose not to. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I do not agree with the member for Joondalup.  

Mr O’Gorman:  It is fair.  I have chosen to pay the extra money for 10 or 15 years. 

Mr Day:  You also get a substantial component of taxpayer funding. 

Mr Whitely:  You have dollar-for-dollar funding.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  The federation is seeking an increase in funding per child to 25 per cent of the amount paid 
to public schools.  

Mr O’Gorman:  When it reaches 25 per cent the federation will ask for 30 per cent. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  It probably will.  

Mr O’Gorman:  The amount Catholic schools receive now is perfectly acceptable.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  No it is not.  The letter I quoted seeking more funding represents parents of children in 
Catholic schools.  

Mr O’Gorman:  I have written to the federation saying the same thing as I’m saying now.   

Mr BRADSHAW:  I do not agree. 
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Mr O’Gorman:  I might not be flavour of the month with the federation but that is my belief.  The Government 
provides schools and I have the option to send my children to one of them.  If I choose to send them to a private 
school, I pay the extra. 

Mr Johnson interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McRae):  If I had known the member for Hillarys was going to interject across the 
Chamber I would not have allowed him to make that movement. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  It is time private schools received some extra funding.  However, I acknowledge the member 
for Joondalup’s comment that if the funding is increased to 25 per cent per of the amount that government 
schools receive, the federation will next seek 30 per cent.  I do not see why they should be discriminated against.  
Why should the funding not be the same on a dollar-for-dollar basis?  I attended public schools, except for two 
years at a Catholic school, even though I am not a Catholic.  I do not have an axe to grind.  It is unfair that 
people who pay the same taxes as everybody else do not get a fair go when educating their children.   

People from different businesses are very concerned about the industrial relations legislation that the 
Government is putting through this Parliament.  The passage of that Bill will mean a lot of young people will be 
worse off.  For example, a fellow from a hot bread shop, who employs university students or younger students at 
the weekend, told me that he pays a reasonable amount, although it is always debatable what a reasonable 
amount is.  It suits those students to work on a Saturday or Sunday because for the rest of the week they are at 
university or studying, or whatever, and he says his costs will rise dramatically as a result of this industrial 
relations legislation.  I ran into another fellow who runs a restaurant and he reckons he will be putting people off 
because of the increased costs in running that restaurant.  Some restaurant owners are very successful, and a lot 
probably make a reasonable living, but if more costs are imposed on them, they will put off staff and increase 
prices or go down the gurgler.  If prices in a restaurant are increased, people do not want to go there.  There is a 
resistance to price rises in restaurants. 

Mr Hyde:  I have a lot of restaurants in my area.  Statewide, only two per cent of restaurants are using workplace 
agreements now.  The other 98 per cent are supposed to be on award rates and wages.  So there should be no 
difference under our new scheme. 

Mr Johnson:  I have spoken to some restaurant owners in my electorate and they are looking at putting a 10 per 
cent surcharge on their bills at weekends to cover the extra costs that will be incurred following the passage of 
the industrial relations legislation. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Yes, it will add a cost.  I have only spoken to one restaurateur, but he must have some 
arrangements that the member for Perth’s restaurants do not have. 

Mr Hyde:  It is called paying the correct wages. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  It suits some people to work weekends and nights because of flexibility and all sorts of 
things. 

Mr Hyde:  People who already pay above the award wages came to me with those same fears, but I explained to 
them what this actually means with the averaging, and that they may be looking at only 30c or 40c extra an hour 
all up. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  All I can say is that this guy is panicking about it.  The fellow in the hot bread shop is saying 
it will add $20 000 or $30 000 a year to his wages. 

Mr Johnson:  One of my restaurant owners reckons it will cost him $150 000 a year extra to pay for the impost of 
the labour relations legislation. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  It will probably send a few of those businesses down the gurgler. 

The other concern I have is in relation to the southern railway; the Perth-Mandurah railway. 

Mr McGowan:  Another one attacking it! 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I am not attacking it; I am attacking the stupid way this Government wants to do it. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Do you want the Kenwick deviation? 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I do.  What the Government is doing is like propping up Mandurah and Bunbury and now 
Geraldton and Albany.  This Government is catering for the Mandurah people, and is saying it will save them 12 
minutes to travel from Mandurah to Perth.  Do not worry about those other poor people out at Southern River or 
Kenwick. 
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Mr Whitely:  Did you ask the people in Kenwick? 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Yes, they were asked.  A survey was done. 

Mr Whitely:  They did not want it to go through Kenwick.  It would be a disaster, for the reasons I have 
explained to your shadow spokesperson.  It would be an absolute disaster for the people of Kenwick and 
Beckenham, because you did not put in adequate provision for road and rail separations.  And there are rail boom 
gates controlling very busy roads like William Street, Beckenham, which has 28 000 car movements a day.  It 
would be a joke. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Under the Government’s proposal, there will be the separation of the railway stations 
anyway, which means people will spend 12 minutes walking from one station to the other. 

Mr Hyde:  It is 80 metres from platform 1 to platform 7 in William Street; it is not a 12-minute walk. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  Has the member ever tried to do it with a heap of kids or luggage? 

Mr Hyde:  People will be able to walk from Northbridge straight into any of the platforms.  This will be a 
wonderful improvement. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I thought the idea of having a railway was to get people into the carriages.  A bigger 
catchment area would be provided by taking the line through Southern River electorate.  When the old freeway is 
ripped up, not too many - 

Ms MacTiernan:  Why did Richard Court commission two secret reports into the freeway option in 1996? 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I have no idea.  Why did he? 

Ms MacTiernan:  I have tabled the BSD Consultants report.  We know that he did it.  We have not manufactured 
this.  He did it because he realised that this Kenwick deviation was a lemon and did not make sense.  He wanted 
it to go down the freeway and he knew that that made sense.  Members were misinformed about the cost.  The 
then Premier was told it would have to be put in a box on the outside of the freeway. 

Mr BRADSHAW:  I do not agree with what the Government is doing.  It should be going through the Southern 
River area to give those people the opportunity to catch a train.  To my knowledge, it is a low socioeconomic 
area and those people will probably be the ones to want public transport the most.  It is a blue collar area and the 
Government is denying the people there a decent transport system.   

One of the matters I will finish with is the water supply issue.  The Water Corporation visited the south west 
recently, asking south west irrigators to forgo some of their water for next summer.  At the public meeting at 
which the Water Corporation tried to put over the idea that that would be good for the irrigators and they would 
be paid lots of money for the rights for that water for a couple of years, the south west irrigators replied with a 
resounding no; they did not accept that scenario.  If reserves had not been built up last summer through under-
utilisation of that water, there would have been virtually no irrigation.  The long-term prediction for this winter is 
that this will be a low rainfall year as well.  The dams are now virtually empty.  Last year they were given 56 per 
cent of their water allocation, because that was all the water there was, and if they give up some more and it does 
not rain, they will be lucky to get 10 per cent of their allocation.  Those farms contain a lot of capital 
infrastructure and carry cattle.  The farmers must produce the goods to make a living.  If they do not have the 
water, they will be out of business.  Do we want green grass in Perth or do we want food?  The Government has 
to make up its mind whether it wants food production or lawns and gardens in Perth.  It is a very important issue. 

For the life of me, I cannot see why the Government does not sink more deep bores at Yarragadee.  For some 
reason the Water and Rivers Commission or the Department of Environmental Protection is worried that taking 
water from that aquifer will be detrimental to the environment.  It is about a kilometre underground, so it should 
not have any effect.  I am not an expert, but the aquifer contains a huge amount of water.  I have been told that it 
holds more water than Sydney Harbour.  It will last for many years, even if we do draw from it.   

South west irrigators must be allowed to keep their water.  If we get as little rain as we did last year, there will 
not be much in those dams.  They will not get to 50 per cent, even if they keep all their water.  Construction of 
the Harvey Dam is almost complete.  It will start to fill and the Stirling Dam water will be piped to Perth next 
year.  If the rainfall this year is as low as it was last year, sprinkler bans will remain in force.  There will be very 
little water, unless it is taken from beneath the ground.   

MR DAY (Darling Range) [8.52 pm]:  I am pleased to have the opportunity to make some comments in reply to 
the second reading speech.  I will make a positive reference to the capital works component of the health budget.  
I am pleased that there is what I would describe as a meaningful allocation for the redevelopment of the 
Kalamunda District Community Hospital.  I remind members that the redevelopment of the hospital has been 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 22 May 2002] 

 p11010b-11051a 
Mr Jeremy Edwards; Mr Mike Board; Mr John Bradshaw; Acting Speaker; Mr John Day; Mr Matt Birney; Mr 

Mark McGowan; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Deputy Speaker; Mr Tony McRae; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Rob 
Johnson; Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Ms Sue Walker 

 [18] 

sought for at least six or seven years.  It is a $5.5 million project and funding was included in the previous 
Government’s last budget in May 2000.  The redevelopment will provide substantial new facilities; in particular, 
two new operating theatres, a day-procedure unit, two new delivery and recovery units, a new central sterile 
supply department, a front entrance and improvements to fire services, communication systems and the sewerage 
system.  The planning and design work was completed shortly before the election in February 2000.  The project 
was delayed because tenders could not be called during the election campaign.  Unfortunately, the project was 
put on hold after the new Government took office.  It indulged in a certain amount of prevarication, but I am 
pleased to note that the Minister for Health and the Government appear to have heard the message from my 
constituents in Darling Range and now understand the need for the redevelopment.  It is not a large project in the 
overall health budget, but it is very important for the future of the hospital and the provision of health services in 
that area.  

The allocation for the hospital redevelopment is not easy to find in the budget papers.  The specific reference to 
it has disappeared from the capital works list in the budget papers.  An allocation of $9.408 million has been 
made for east metropolitan health service developments.  The Government has sold itself short by including 
generic amounts for the east, north and south metropolitan areas.  Residents do not relate to health service areas, 
but they do relate to their local hospital, whether it be Kalamunda District Community Hospital, Swan District 
Hospital, Bentley Hospital or Royal Perth Hospital.  It is a pity there is no specific reference to individual 
hospital developments within the east metropolitan area.   

I wrote to the Minister for Health seeking specific information about the development, and I received a response 
yesterday.  The minister has confirmed that $2.226 million has been allocated as part of the total project cost of 
$5.5 million.  I now look forward to the project’s commencement, hopefully with a minimum of delay.  The 
minister stated that the redevelopment will be progressed in the context of overall service planning and 
associated clinical reforms within the east metropolitan health service area.  That is a “Yes minister” statement.  
I hope it is not a cause for any significant further delay in the redevelopment.  I am prepared to give the 
Government the benefit of the doubt.  I welcome the fact that the funding has been provided and that the minister 
appears to have heard the call from my constituents.  I hope that the project will go ahead as soon as possible.  
I am sorry the Minister for Health is not in the Chamber to hear my positive comments.   
Mr Hyde:  We will tell him.   
Mr DAY:  I thank the member for Perth.   
I now wish to raise another health issue, which from a broader perspective is more serious.  I acknowledge the 
fact that my colleague the member for Murdoch is the opposition spokesperson on health, and in no way do I 
seek to make the running in that area.  However, one issue is very close to my heart and I took a great interest in 
it when I was Minister for Health.  I refer to the provision of obstetric and gynaecological services at King 
Edward Memorial Hospital for Women.  Members are aware of the serious concerns raised about preventable 
adverse events that it was alleged occurred over some years at the hospital.  Those concerns were aired in early 
2000 and, following extensive serious consideration, a major inquiry was established under the Hospitals and 
Health Services Act and the Public Sector Management Act into the provision of obstetric and gynaecological 
services at the hospital between 1990 and 2000.  The final report was presented to the Government in November 
last year and most of it was made public by the minister in December.  The sections of the report that have been 
made public indicate that a very thorough process has been undertaken by the three members of the inquiry: Mr 
Neil Douglas, the chairman; obstetrician Professor Jeffrey Robinson; and Associate Professor Kathleen Fahy, a 
specialist in the provision of midwifery services.  They have undertaken a very thorough process and produced a 
comprehensive and detailed report.  The staff of the inquiry should also be acknowledged for the part they have 
played.  Producing the report in the time available must have involved a huge amount of work.   
I raise this report because I have a substantial degree of concern that some very important sections of it have not 
been made public.  I refer in particular to pages 239 to 439, and pages 446 to 487.  All we are advised in the 
report is that those pages have been removed for legal reasons.  I am not aware of any substantial explanation 
that has been given, in addition to that, for those components of the report not being made public.  It should be 
made clear that the particular sections provide some non-identifying but nevertheless detailed and explanatory 
information about some of the things that went wrong at the hospital over the 10-year period that was examined. 

Concerns have been expressed to me that by not making public and, in particular, not making available this 
detailed information about some of the cases - something like 96 clinical cases, in fact - to clinical staff of the 
hospital, the best results of this thorough inquiry process are not being achieved for women and infants who will 
be provided with care at the hospital in the future.  It has also been suggested to me that these issues are matters 
of significance to not only Western Australia but also nationally.  Around Australia, there has been a great deal 
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of interest in this inquiry and the report that has been produced.  By not making available this more detailed 
information about some of the clinical cases, the Government has not only let down the people of Western 
Australia but is also to some extent letting down the people of Australia and other places around the world, 
where clinicians are very interested in detailed information about where things went wrong so that they can use 
that information to benefit their patients in the future and hopefully prevent the occurrence of adverse events.  It 
is necessary that people be able to see the detailed clinical information in a non-identifying manner.  They should 
have access to that more detailed information so that they can understand and learn from the mistakes that have 
been made. 

It must be realised that, fundamentally, this issue is about the provision of health care - obstetric and 
gynaecological services - to mothers and babies in Western Australia.  That is the bottom line in this issue.  That 
is why the inquiry was set up in the first place and why the maximum benefit must be derived from what I agree 
was an expensive but also extensive process.  It is regrettable, at least in my view, that nothing like an adequate 
explanation has been provided by the Government or the Minister for Health for this information not being made 
public.  This matter must be pursued.  At the very least, a convincing explanation must be given.  In reality, the 
information that has not been provided to the public or, more importantly, to clinical staff at King Edward 
Memorial Hospital for Women must be made available.  This is an important issue, and one on which the 
Government has been silent.  There were understandable calls from the Labor Party when it was in Opposition in 
early 2000 for this inquiry to be established.  I did not need any convincing of that, given the serious information 
that was put before me as Minister for Health.  The Labor Party at that time called for the matters to be inquired 
into in a serious and comprehensive manner.  In Opposition, the Labor Party made a lot of calls about openness 
and accountability.  Unfortunately, now that it is in government, there has not been full openness and 
accountability on this serious issue.  Therefore, I am keen to get a response from the Minister for Health on this 
matter. 

One of my shadow portfolio responsibilities is education.  As always, there are significant matters concerning 
the education portfolio in Western Australia.  I note that in the budget there is an increase in real terms for 
education.  That is welcome.  We acknowledge that there has been an increase in real terms of about 2.3 per cent 
over and above the rate of inflation.  That is a positive development for education in Western Australia.  It 
approaches the increases under the coalition Government, in particular during the last five years it was in power, 
when the increases were around eight per cent each year.  The increase this year is not as great as that, but it is 
moving towards the good record that the coalition Government left behind.  It is in contrast with the reduction of 
0.56 per cent in real terms that was in the budget presented by the Labor Government last year.  There was a 
reduction in real funding for education last year.  To some extent the Government is catching up this time. 

It is a little unfortunate to note, though, that there is a reduction of $10 million in the capital works budget for 
educational facilities.  It is also disappointing to note that of the $3.8 million that was removed from the 
education budget in the Government’s midyear economic review at the end of 2001, only $2.9 million has been 
reinstated.  The only conclusion that we can draw from that is that there will be a negative impact on the very 
important school maintenance program in schools across Western Australia in the next financial year. 

The increased funding for education is to a large extent to provide for initiatives that I am pleased to say were 
started in the term of the previous Government, in particular the provision of laptop computers for teachers.  
Secondly, the increased funding will go towards the extensive information technology project, which was 
initially proposed by the previous Government and which will involve an extensive broadbanding system across 
Western Australia.  It is quite a complex project in technical terms, but an important one so that schools across 
Western Australia can get rapid access to electronically transmitted information.  Thirdly, the increased funding 
will provide for a reduction in class sizes in years 1 to 3. Commencing in 2003, the number of students will be 
reduced from the current average of 28 to an average of 24.  About a week or so before the budget was 
presented, the Government announced that change as if it were a new decision.  In reality, it arose as part of the 
industrial agreement with the State School Teachers Union.  I believe that was initially agreed in about 1999.  
Therefore, it had to happen anyway.  It is not surprising that the Government would seek to extract the maximum 
possible publicity for that change, which will be funded as from next year.  However, in reality, it was a decision 
made in the time of the former Government. 

Points of Order 

Mr BIRNEY:  I draw your attention to the state of the House, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Dean). 

Mr McGOWAN:  The member for Kalgoorlie was out of his seat when he raised a point of order.  I urge you, Mr 
Acting Speaker, to remind members that if they raise such unnecessary and foolish points of order, they should 
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do so from their own seat.  Furthermore, if a member raises a point of order about the state of the House, as a 
matter of etiquette, he should not do so while one of his party members is speaking. 

Mr BIRNEY:  Now that I have resumed my seat, I draw your attention to the state of the House, Mr Acting 
Speaker. 

Debate Resumed 

[Quorum formed.]  

Mr DAY:  I have been referring to the reduction in class sizes to 24 students for years 1 to 3 that will occur from 
next year.  I also place on record the fact that in 1999, during the term of the former coalition Government, there 
was a reduction in class sizes to 28 students.  That program was put in place by the former Government, and we 
welcome the fact that this Government is continuing with it.  

It is now widely recognised within the education sector that the early childhood years of kindergarten and 
preprimary, and years 1 to 3, are extremely important for the social and emotional development of young 
children, and also for establishing a good base for the development of literacy and numeracy skills.  It is also 
widely recognised that children who miss out or are left behind during those years are much more likely to 
struggle as they go through their later years of education, and as a consequence they are more likely to become 
alienated from the education system and from their peers in school.  They are, therefore, more likely to be 
involved in antisocial behaviour in certain cases, and in the more extreme cases are more likely to become 
involved in criminal activity when they are older.  That is a sad situation, which it is now recognised can be 
prevented, to some extent at least, by putting in place sound groundwork in the early years of childhood 
development both prior to entry to school and in the early years of school.  The building blocks program, which 
was put in place by the former coalition Government and, as far as I know, is being continued by the current 
Government, but under a different name, is a very good program.  It is a shame that a new Government cannot 
use the name that a former Government used for a very good program.  The work that is being done to provide 
early intervention, particularly for children at risk from birth to when they enter the education system, is very 
welcome and I could speak about it at some length.  However, I will not do that now because there are many 
other issues that I want to cover.   

As a result of the recognition of the importance of the early childhood years, class sizes have been reduced.  Also 
the entry age for year 1, when the compulsory period of education commences, has been delayed by an average 
of six months; the preprimary program has been expanded statewide so that preprimary education is being 
offered five days a week across Western Australia as from 2002; and the kindergarten program, which used to be 
known as the four-year-old program, has been expanded statewide to four half days a week.  I am pleased to say 
that those changes were all put in place by the former coalition Government.   

In that context I find concerning and surprising the decision by the Government to effectively downgrade the 
importance of early childhood education at a senior level within the Department of Education.  I note from a 
response to a question from Hon Barbara Scott in the Legislative Council on 8 May this year that the early 
childhood directorate in the Department of Education has been disbanded and the curriculum resources of the 
Department of Education have been restructured into various phases of schooling; namely, early childhood, early 
adolescence, middle years and post compulsory years.  Although there is still a certain degree of recognition 
within the curriculum section of the department of the importance of early childhood education, it is 
disappointing that there will not be a specific directorate of early childhood education within the Department of 
Education.  Obviously many important areas of education need to be given a high level of attention within the 
department.  One of those areas is early childhood education. The changes that have been put in place and that 
will have the effect of lowering the profile of early childhood education at a senior level within the department 
are regrettable.  It is also regrettable that it appears the expertise of the director of early childhood education, 
Valerie Burns, will almost certainly be lost.   

Another important issue within the education portfolio is school fees and charges, as they are normally referred 
to, although there is debate about the appropriate terminology.  I am referring to parent contributions to assist in 
the provision of resources and materials for children in government schools.  The Labor Party went to the 
election with a policy of voluntary school fees, as it described it.  It is now widely recognised that it was a 
populist and opportunistic promise that was made in a pre-election environment and was not carefully thought 
through.  The implications of that promise are now becoming very apparent to the Government and the wider 
community.  As a result of the policy, there has been a reduction in fee collections across the government school 
system, particularly at secondary schools, in some cases by up to 40 per cent.  I have put a question on notice to 
the Minister for Education about the reduction in the collection of fees and charges that has occurred this year, 
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and that will give us a lot more information about the impact of that policy.  The reduction in the funds available 
to schools has had a negative impact on the availability of resources; for example, the materials used in science 
subjects or to teach photography.  Schools that have not wanted to reduce the resources available have had to top 
up the funds that they need for those resources by taking funds from other parts of their budget; for example, 
from funds for staff professional development.  It would be unfortunate if, as a result of this Government’s 
policy, activities such as staff professional development will suffer this year and in future years.  The expectation 
is that the Government will top up funding to schools to replace the funds that otherwise would have been 
collected, and this is an issue that we will pursue in more detail at a later time.  It would be very unsatisfactory 
for schools and for the education of children in Western Australia if they will suffer purely as a result of this 
short-sighted policy on which the Government went to the election and which it has maintained since it has been 
in government.   

Another issue in the education portfolio is teacher registration.  Legislation will need to be introduced to deal 
with the important issue of teacher registration in Western Australia, and I understand that the minister is 
overseeing the development of that legislation.  The initial decision was, of course, made by the previous 
Government.  Therefore, it is one that we entirely support.  The sooner the legislation is drafted and introduced 
so that we can see its details, the better it will be.  The overall intention of the registration process is to ensure 
that minimum standards among the teaching profession are met, that a high level of professionalism within the 
teaching profession and appropriate ethical standards are met, and that a high standard of teaching in Western 
Australia is maintained.  Generally, that is the case, although there will be some variation.  The introduction of 
this legislation does not suggest that there is a lack of professionalism in the teaching profession.  Teachers want 
to have a system whereby that degree of professionalism can be not only assured, but also seen to be encouraged 
and maintained in Western Australia.  The other main intention of the registration process is to ensure the 
ongoing professional development of teachers.  As I said, the Opposition supports the intent of the legislation 
and is very keen to see the detail of it.   

A related issue to the ongoing education of teachers is the future of the Centre for Excellence in Teaching in 
Western Australia.  The centre was established in 2000 during the time of the former Government and has been 
very successful.  It ensures that the teaching profession in Western Australia will continue to be provided with 
professional educational programs.  It was also established in part to increase the status of the teaching 
profession in the public eye in Western Australia.  I am pleased to say that the centre also provides a valuable 
mentor program for new graduate teachers in Western Australia.  From my observations, the centre and its 
activities have been successful.  I am pleased to have been provided with a briefing by the directors of the centre.  
I understand that it is regarded very highly among the teaching profession in Western Australia.  It is important 
that when the college of teaching is established - I understand that the CET will be incorporated into the college - 
that the CET’s role and its successes are not lost.  The minister will need to consider the matter in some detail.  
The Opposition will certainly scrutinise it.   

The member for Murray-Wellington mentioned funding for non-government schools.  I accept that that is a 
somewhat contentious issue and will be the subject of debate for a very long time, probably forever, not only in 
Western Australia but also across Australia.  Some people who are very passionate advocates of the government 
school system regard any funding provided to non-government schools as being at the expense of government 
schools.  However, it must be recognised that nearly 30 per cent of students in Western Australia attend non-
government schools.  That is a very significant proportion and has the effect of reducing the cost of providing 
education to the taxpayers by a substantial amount.  The reality is that all students who attend non-government 
schools, whatever school it may be, are costing taxpayers less than if they were attending a government school.  
That is despite the various levels of funding that are provided for students in different non-government schools 
according to their needs.  The Opposition believes the Government must  ensure  the provision of a strong and 
well-funded government school education system.  Our track record in government shows that we took that 
matter very seriously.  On the other hand, we believe that schools in the non-government sector must also be 
adequately provided for.  Of course, the Government should not provide all their funding.  There must be an 
appropriate balance of assistance.  It is not a matter of providing resources for the non-government school 
system at the expense of government schools; it is a matter of ensuring that both systems are provided for, 
bearing in mind that the primary responsibility of Government is to provide government schools.   

I am somewhat disappointed that earlier this year the Minister for Education made some rather divisive 
comments about this issue.  I believe he criticised parents who choose to send their children to non-government 
schools.  His comments also had the effect of talking down the standards of government schools.  That raised the 
ire of the State School Teachers Union.  The minister is shaking his head; however, his remarks had that effect, 
although that may not have been his intention.  I know he is a passionate supporter of government schools.  His 
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remarks were ill-chosen and gave the impression that the standards of government schools were not as high as 
they should be.  A great deal has been achieved in the government education system over the years, not only 
over the last eight years of the coalition Government, but also over the past 100 years or so.  During the Liberal 
Government’s final five years in office it increased education funding on average by eight per cent per annum 
and built 47 new schools.  That indicates the commitment of the former Government and the Liberal Party to 
ensuring that we provided the best possible standard of facilities and teaching in our government school system.  

Another issue I will raise concerning non-government schools is low-interest loans.  The low-interest loan 
scheme is very important to the non-government school system, particularly for newer and less well-funded non-
government schools.  The State Government operates the system but it is under-resourced.  The demand for low-
interest loans substantially exceeds the available funding.  I understand that about $25 million is available for the 
provision of low-interest loans each year.  Of that amount, $15 million is allocated to the Catholic school system 
so that it can be provided with new facilities and replace much-needed older facilities.  That is very welcome.  
However, as the member for Murray-Wellington mentioned earlier, there is a view within the Parents and 
Friends Federation of Western Australia that an increase in funding must be made available not only within the 
low-interest loan scheme, but also on a per capita recurrent basis.   

Of the $25 million in total available for the loan scheme, $10 million is available for other non-government 
schools in Western Australia.  In the last funding round, the applications for that funding totalled $58 million.  
Clearly, more funds must be made available to assist schools that are trying to develop and provide the best 
possible facilities.  They simply seek some assistance through the low-interest loan system.  It is not a matter of 
providing capital grants but of lending money on favourable terms so that new facilities can be developed and all 
students in Western Australia have equitable access to a good education.  I ask the Government to take on board 
the need for an increase in the pool of funds available through the low-interest loan scheme.  It is important to 
realise that the funds are repaid.  They are returned to the system and can then be re-lent.  The pool of funds 
available must be increased.   

I conclude by making some brief comments relating to the energy portfolio, which I also have responsibility for 
in opposition.  The big issue of that portfolio is the Electricity Reform Task Force, which the Government has 
established and which is due to provide its final report in August this year.   

The Government went to the election with a policy.  It seems to have maintained a single-minded determination 
to break up Western Power.  We will be very interested to see whether the Government can demonstrate to the 
public of Western Australia that there will be some overall public benefit from the proposed disaggregation of 
Western Power into three corporations.  The Opposition does not deny that there are real issues about the access 
of private sector providers to the system.  It is important that we have real competition in the generation of 
electricity in Western Australia.  We agree that, if possible, the cost of electricity in Western Australia should be 
reduced.  It is also important to recognise that there has been a substantial reduction in that cost in real terms 
over the past nine years.  That is a result of there having been no increase in the cost of electricity for businesses 
and one increase in the cost of electricity for residential consumers during the entire time the coalition 
Government was in office.  That needs to be recognised.  The Government also needs to show how there will be 
a real reduction in the cost of electricity as a result of its policy.   

There are issues about access to the system.  Private sector providers should be able to generate and distribute 
electricity to their customers on a fair and equitable basis.  It may well be that further debate needs to take place 
and consideration be given to how that access can best be provided and what regime would ensure adequate 
access to the distribution system.  It is most important that we have an adequately resourced and effectively 
established electricity industry regulator in Western Australia.  I believe that if the coalition Government had 
been returned, it would now be very close to putting in place legislation for an effective regulator.  The policy of 
the former Government and the former Minister for Energy, who is now the Leader of the Opposition, was to 
enact legislation to extend the powers of the gas access regulator to the electricity market.  In that way, the 
private sector would not be able to make assertions that Western Power completely dominated the system.  
Under a coalition Government, a regulator with extensive powers over the entire energy industry, including 
Western Power, would have been put in place.  Such a scheme would have not only provided fair and equitable 
access to the system but also shown that to be the case.  It is probably one of the most important issues.  The 
Government needs to get on with that and introduce legislation as soon as possible. 

Mr Ripper:  Have you examined the policy paper dealing with the question of the economic regulation authority?  
Do you have any comment on that? 

Mr DAY:  We support the establishment of a regulator for the electricity industry.  An economic regulator is one 
option.  I think the policy paper suggests that the regulator’s responsibilities would also apply to the water and 
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rail industries.  We would need to consider whether that would extend his responsibilities too far.  I do not have a 
particular view on that.  I am not sure whether the Leader of the Opposition has a view at the moment.  The 
important thing is that we have legislation in place so that a regulator can play an effective role in the electricity 
industry. 

Mr Barnett:  It would be fine if the regulator had a clearly defined regulation role.  The danger is that some 
regulators have become policy makers.  The Australian Competition and Consumer Commission is an example 
of that.  Allan Fels is a policy maker.  

Mr Ripper:  The interesting issue is that of industry licensing, and whether that should be handled by the 
regulator or remain with the minister. 

Mr DAY:  They are all issues that need to be debated and considered in some detail by not only the Government, 
but also the Parliament.  The sooner we have legislation in that respect, the better.   

Another issue in the energy portfolio is the underground power program.  This Chamber has in the past 12 
months debated the value of the underground power program and the benefits that have resulted from its 
establishment by the former Government and the Minister for Energy.  An extensive network of underground 
power is being provided through the retrospective installation of underground power in established areas, which 
is resulting in lower maintenance costs for Western Power, more reliable supply and better aesthetic amenity for 
residents.  It is disappointing that the Government appears to have put a brake on the program.  The available 
funding has been deferred and the Government is seeking to string out the program.  It is pleasing that it is still 
occurring, but the fact that it has been slowed down is very disappointing for not only those people who live in 
areas that would otherwise have benefited from the provision of underground power, but also the providers of 
the underground power installation program.  The system that was established by the former Government 
identified preferred providers and agreed rates.  Members of the industry who borrowed large amounts of money 
to acquire the equipment to install underground power services knew that they would be able to get a return on 
and service their substantial borrowings over at least a five-year period.  The current situation is very concerning.  
I am not sure whether it was the decision of the Government or Western Power to not only slow down the 
program but also put it out to tender.  One company is facing severe financial difficulty as a result of this change 
in process.  This company did the right thing and borrowed a large amount of money to acquire equipment, in 
the clear expectation that work would be available for at least a five-year period.  I understand that a verbal 
commitment was given in the time of the former Government, and that should be honoured by this Government.  
The very clear understanding was that work would be in place and available for a 10-year period.  In the face of 
the changes, the work should be available for at least a five-year period.  I ask the Minister for Energy to take 
this serious issue on board, and help ensure that people who have in good faith invested or borrowed large 
amounts of money will not go under.  That is the prospect one contractor is facing.  The owners are under very 
severe strain. 

Mr Barnett:  They look like losing their family homes. 

Mr DAY:  The directors of one company may lose their family homes and everything they own as a result of this 
change in policy.  I am sure that it is within the power of the Government to take action to ensure that that work 
can be carried through until round 3 of the program is put out to tender.  I ask the minister to deal with that issue. 

MS HODSON-THOMAS (Carine) [9.38 pm]:  I would like to make some general comments on my shadow 
portfolio responsibilities and some specific comments about my electorate.  I will first start with the south west 
metropolitan railway.   

Ms MacTiernan:  Why does that not surprise me?   

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  Why does it not surprise me that the minister has interjected on me? 

Mr Barnett:  You have been going for only 20 seconds.   

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I know members in this place have said that I have spoken about this particular 
subject ad nauseam.  I will probably continue to do so for a long time to come because it is a particularly 
important project for the State.  When the coalition Government was in office, it determined that the Kenwick 
route was the right option.  The planning was in place to deliver a railway to Mandurah by 2005.  Unfortunately, 
we now have a project that will not get to Mandurah until 2007, as the minister has announced since the handing 
down of the budget.  The 12 minutes the Government will save in travel time will cause a two-year delay in the 
rail link’s completion.  It is important that people understand that. 
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Ms MacTiernan:  This is based on an assumption your Government would have got it there in 2005.  Given its 
track record that is highly unlikely.  Your Government decided to run the track through Kenwick in 1994.  What 
did you do for the next seven years?  Absolutely nothing. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  That is the minister’s view.  

Ms MacTiernan:  Your Government made a decision in 1994.  What did it do? 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister should relax; she will get her opportunity.  She should just calm down 
and let me have my say.  I promise that I will not get stuck into her policy.  I will raise a few issues about some 
of the statements she has made and some of the media statements she has released, particularly the media 
statements that refer to the railcar tender.  On 8 December 2001, the minister issued a press release headed “Rail 
car tender decision signals project is on track”.  The Leader of the Opposition enlarged on this in his speech 
yesterday or today.  I lose track of time in this place; we seem to spend a lot of time here.  Following her media 
release, the minister made a statement in this place on 11 December about the railcar tender.  The media release 
stated that the contract would include the design, manufacture and supply of 31 by three railcar sets.  It also 
stated that the maintenance of the new railcars for 15 years and the design and construction of two new railcar 
maintenance facilities would be within the contract.  This contract was in the order of $300 million.  That is very 
interesting, especially given the fact that on 12 May 2002 the minister issued another media statement headed 
“Railcar contract seals railcar commitment”.  The statement indicates that the contract has been signed off with 
EDI-Rail Bombardier Transportation Pty Ltd joint venture.  The minister said that the contract was for 31 by 
three railcars totalling 93 railcars and that maintenance in a railcar depot at Gnowangerup would be the largest 
single contract for the entire rail project.  She states that the contract included the maintenance, the railcars and 
the two depot stations.  The December media release to which I referred said the same thing.  One media release 
claimed the cost would be $300 million and one claimed that it would be $437 million.  In essence, that is were I 
have - 
Ms MacTiernan:  I have explained this.  
Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister has done that a few times. 
Ms MacTiernan:  We should talk about this because you have raised it many times.  Are you aware of the cost of 
the capital component of the railcar contract in your Government’s master plan?  

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  This is my speech.  I am trying to highlight some issues.  All the minister needed to 
do was to apologise to the Parliament by saying that the Government got the first figure wrong.  She said in 
December that that contract to build the railcars including a 15-year maintenance contract and two depots would 
cost $300 million. 

Ms MacTiernan:  In the budget, you costed it at $398 million for the capital component of that project.  We took 
$79 million of that out of our budget.  However, I concede that we got it wrong.  We should have taken 
$108 million off that figure.  We negotiated the contract for $108 million cheaper than was budgeted in your 
master plan. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I am saying that there is a great disparity between the minister’s media statement of 
December and her statement of May of $137 million. 

Ms MacTiernan:  I accept that it may have been misleading.  What is the fundamental issue? 

Mr Barnett interjected. 

Ms MacTiernan:  I will show you Richard Court’s media statement in which the public servant who prepared the 
background briefing had the same problem in putting the two together.  The fundamental issue is that in the 
budget for this project we have saved $108 million. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Andrews):  The member for Carine has the floor. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I am happy to take some of the minister’s interjections.  I was highlighting that the 
minister misled us.  In one breath she said the contract was worth $300 million and in the next breath she said it 
was worth $437 million.  Somewhere, something has gone wrong. 

Mr Ripper:  Are you complaining about the press release or about the substance of the issue?  I have listened to 
this debate on an off.  You seem to be complaining that a press release may not have been an accurate 
description of events.  Is there anything wrong with the substance?  

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  A ministerial statement - 
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Mr Barnett:  When your Premier pledges this project will be done for $1.2 billion and that is the basis of it and it 
is proved to be wrong, that is a serious issue. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I know I have the floor, but I am happy to take some interjections.  This is a very 
important infrastructure project for the State.  As I have said in this place before, the debate is about getting it 
right.  If the minister made a mistake in December then she should have said in this place, “Yes, the ministerial 
statement that I made in this place in December” - not just her press statement or her media statement - “was 
misleading; I apologise.  We got it wrong.  Now I am telling members what is the case.”  That is all that was 
required.  That does not happen in this place very often. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Are you saying that the rail line to Mandurah will cost more than you had budgeted for? 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  No; that is not what I am saying.  I am saying that the minister said in December it 
would cost $300 million and in May she said it would cost $437 million.  She should look at the ministerial 
statement. 

Ms MacTiernan:  The point made by the Treasurer is the key element.  Your leader is claiming that this amounts 
to a cost blow-out.  Do you accept that we have paid $108 million less for railcars than you had budgeted for?  

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I will finish a few of my comments and then I will take further interjections. 

Ms MacTiernan:  The Leader of the Opposition refuses to allow us access to his Government’s decision sheets 
so that we can demonstrate that. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I do not know whether that is the case.  A great stunt was pulled in this place today 
that was highly unnecessary. 

Ms MacTiernan:  He doesn’t want the truth to come out. 

Mr Barnett:  I gave you access to records and you misused them. 

Ms MacTiernan:  You never gave us access to records.  You would not allow us to see the figures on the 
Kalgoorlie golf course. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member for Carine has the floor. 

Several members interjected. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  What have I started?  We know to date that the minister made a unilateral decision on 
17 July 2001 to change the route of the southern rail line.  First and foremost, I support the delivery of a railway 
to Mandurah.  However, I do not believe the minister has got it right, as I have said in this place and will 
probably continue to say so.  It is important that we get the building of that railway right.  On 17 July, the 
minister made a commitment that she would keep the costs within budget.  I acknowledge that escalation plays a 
part in increased costs.  The minister has come into this place and advised that the project has increased from 
$1.217 billion to $1.403 billion. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Do you accept that that is due to CPI? 

Mr Barnett:  It’s 100 per cent inflation if it is. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I appreciate the minister’s interjections. 

Ms MacTiernan:  What would your CPI figure be?  Your leader said three per cent.  We have come in with 2.5 
per cent. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I accept CPI increases.  I accept a range of things.   

Ms MacTiernan:  How much would that be? 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister should allow me to make a few comments.  I have already been on my 
feet for 19 minutes and I do not think I have made too many points. 

Ms MacTiernan:  We do not disagree with that. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I thank the minister for her generous statement.  As I was saying, the minister stated 
in July last year that the project would cost $1.217 billion, that figure is now $1.403 billion, and the completion 
of the line to Mandurah will be delayed by a year.  I am sure that is very disappointing for the member for 
Mandurah. 

Ms MacTiernan:  I agree it is disappointing, but we have to deal with budgetary constraints. 
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Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I would like to try to make some points.  I am being distracted and I am struggling to 
keep my line of thought.  As I said, the cost has risen to $1.403 billion.  We still have not seen the supplementary 
master plan, which I understand will be released next month.  The minister has reconvened the Perth city rail 
advisory group and there will be a determination as to what route will be taken into the central business district.  
I suspect, because I am cynical about these things, that the minister is still planning to pursue the William Street 
option.  My investigations indicate that that is the case. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Is the member suggesting that I have managed to suborn this committee? 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  No, I am not suggesting that.  I am suggesting that the minister believes that her 
preferred William Street option is the right option.  I will acknowledge that she has engaged in public 
consultation about the entry into the city.  The Perth city rail advisory group has received 3 000-plus 
submissions, and it will produce recommendations.  I got the impression from the debate in this place the other 
day, from the member for Perth and from my research of the web site and the stakeholders’ meeting that the 
viability of the William Street option and whether it would meet the criteria set by the Perth city railway 
advisory group had been addressed.  I am now firmly convinced that the minister’s committee will recommend 
the William Street route.  

Will the minister come into this place in a few weeks - once the matter has been to Cabinet and she has 
convinced her colleagues to part with the extra $1.403 billion - and say that it is inclusive of the direct route or 
an enhanced route? 

Ms MacTiernan:  The direct route.  We are not using the Kenwick deviation. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I am talking about the minister’s preferred route into the city.  The minister’s cost 
component of $1.403 billion includes the $120 million to bring the rail from the Narrows into William Street. 

Ms MacTiernan:  It is a $1.4 billion project. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I understand that, but it has many little components. 

Ms MacTiernan:  It is made up of lots of little things and there will be swings and roundabouts.  We have saved 
$20 million-plus on the railcars. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I understand all those things, but I also understand that during the estimates 
committee hearings I will not be able to ask any questions about this because it comes under the Western 
Australia Government Railways Commission. 

Ms MacTiernan:  And who made the decision to take that off the budget?  Let me think.  Was it our 
Government? 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  The Procedure and Privileges Committee made a determination that a number of 
those authorities should be available to be questioned during the estimates committee hearings, but unfortunately 
I will not be able to obtain that detail.  I suppose I will drive the minister crazy with questions over the coming 
months. 

Ms MacTiernan:  The member is entitled to ask questions.  I accept that this is a very large project and I expect it 
to receive a great deal of attention from the Opposition.  I do not have any difficulty with that.  Do not be like 
your leader and tell us untruths. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I do not go about telling untruths.  I do my level best to get it right when I come into 
this place. 

Ms MacTiernan:  I agree with the member. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I spend all my time labouring over these costings and details.  I have asked the 
minister a simple question.  I am engaging the minister in some discussion.  Does the $1.403 billion include the 
minister’s $120 million for the direct route into the city? 

Ms MacTiernan:  The project is still within the $1.4 billion.  When we have completed the master plan, the entire 
componentry of that master plan will become apparent.  

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  The figure of $188 525 is allocated in this year’s budget, of which I understand 
$55 000 is for railcars and $133 525 is for infrastructure.  What is that infrastructure?  The minister will not be 
able to tell me during estimates. 
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Ms MacTiernan:  I have explained to the member that I have let the contracts.  Unfortunately, although the 
member may have been labouring very hard, she has not actually read the budget papers -  

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I know that the Clarkson line is in there. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Why did you put in your press release the claim that it was not, and therefore there was another 
$100 million blow-out? 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I thought it may have had its own line item. 

Ms MacTiernan:  The whole Perth project was listed, and works will be done on the northern suburbs extension.  
We will be laying the railway tracks. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  Is that $133 525 mainly for the northern suburbs line? 

Ms MacTiernan:  That will include the laying of the per-way for the northern suburbs line. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  And what else? 

Ms MacTiernan:  If you put it on notice I will give you an answer. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  The minister knows that it takes a long time for me to get a response when I put a 
question on notice. 

Ms MacTiernan:  I can tell the member the major items.  The major item is the laying of the per-way for the 
northern suburbs extension.  There would also be some work on the Thornlie spur. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I appreciate the minister’s comments by way of interjection.  I will move on to a 
couple of other issues while I have the opportunity.  The first issue relates to bus services.  The minister is very 
committed to public transport, but I am very disappointed in the $1 million cut to bus services in the budget. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Where is that in the budget? 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I found that as a result of a little paper that was provided to me from the minister’s 
department.  It says that the rate of expansion of the bus network will be scaled back next year.  This decision is 
expected to bring savings of $1 million per annum. 

Ms MacTiernan:  We are not expanding it as quickly. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I understand what the minister is saying, but that is cutting it back by $1 million.  We 
are playing semantics here.  I would like to raise a couple of issues on that matter.  Why is my office being 
inundated with a number of concerns that bus commuters have in relation to their bus services?  They are all 
being cut back. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Are you saying that services in your area are being cut back? 
Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I am saying not only in my area, but also in the areas of the members for Nedlands, 
Perth and Thornlie. 
Ms MacTiernan:  Member for Southern River, is that your experience?  
Mr Andrews:  We actually have weekend and evening services and people know what a bus looks like. 
Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I am pleased that the member for Southern River has a very efficient bus service in 
his electorate.  That is the optimum; we would all like to see efficient bus services in our community.   

I have been inundated of late with messages of concern about cuts to bus services and the methods used to 
achieve those cuts.  There has been little consultation.  When there has been consultation, it has been secret.  
Perhaps that is not the right approach.  That is how people feel about it - it has not been open.  They have found 
out because they have turned up to catch a bus, only to discover that it is not running.  Suddenly, the bus service 
they rely on is not available.  I am concerned about those issues.  The Government is investing heavily in rail 
projects.  As I said, I support the extension of the railway line to Mandurah.  However, the Government should 
not cut back services for commuters who rely on buses.   
I believe the East Perth bus service is the responsibility of the Minister Assisting the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure.  Concerns have been raised with me about the CAT service that travels through East Perth.  That 
service travels up Royal Street and into Trafalgar Street.  Residents have told me that buses pass their homes 
every two and a half minutes, five days a week.  The noise levels are chronic and these people are concerned that 
the road cannot accommodate that traffic flow.  They believe the service should be re-routed to Plain Street.  
They are also concerned that they have not been consulted.  I understand Transperth is conducting a public 
survey to determine a better outcome.  I have spoken with these residents and asked what they believe would be 
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the best outcome.  Their objective in the first instance was to have the service re-routed to Plain Street.  I pointed 
out that there must be compromise, because some people in Trafalgar Street appreciate the fact that the service 
runs through that area.  Although they accept that, they have said that they believe a service could be provided 
through that part of East Perth, but travelling down Plain Street.  It would be an advantage for residents to have a 
service travelling along that street.  Residents on the eastern and western sides of Plain Street would have access 
to that service.  

I recently asked the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure a question about lights at rail crossings.  I have 
spoken to her outside this place and she has taken some of my comments on board.  I understand the difficulties 
she faces   

The Jensen, Smith and Broad families have raised concerns about crossing lights.  Having lost children in an 
unfortunate accident, they are campaigning to ensure that such accidents do not happen again.  Any person in 
their situation would do the same.  The families lost their children in a railway crossing accident on 8 July 2000.  
The level crossing is at Yarramony Road towards Jennacubbine.  The young people died as a result of multiple 
injuries.  The coroner’s report states that no drugs or alcohol were involved.   

The coroner’s findings were very interesting, particularly his recommendation that immediate action be taken to 
identify which form of external auxiliary lighting device could be fitted relatively high up on locomotives to 
provide an effective warning to motor vehicle drivers without causing problems for locomotive drivers.  That 
form of lighting should be fitted as soon as practicable to all locomotives. He went on to state - 

Such lighting should be in addition to, and not as an alternative for, ditch lighting.  It would clearly be 
preferable if some form of flashing light could be used, which could be switched on as locomotives 
approach railway crossings at the same time when the siren is sounded, as flashing lights are becoming 
the accepted indicator of a significant hazard on the roads.   

That is very important.  The young people concerned were probably on their way to a family outing, a party or 
some other event.  They might have been engaged in conversation.  The coroner’s report states that speed was 
not a factor.  They probably saw that the road was clear, but did not see the oncoming locomotive.  As a result, 
they were killed.  That is very sad.   

It has been recommended that rumble strips and lights be fitted to locomotives to prevent these tragedies.  I have 
urged the minister, and she has agreed, to take on board those comments.  I know she has met with these families 
and at every opportunity has assured them that she is committed to preventing these accidents. 

The spinal injuries prevention program is seeking funding from the road trauma trust fund to develop and 
implement another of its initiatives.  The aim is ultimately to increase accessibility to programs for teachers and 
students in years 10, 11 and 12.  Last year I attended the launch of a documentary-style video entitled “Where 
are your choices taking you?”.  It was produced by the spinal injuries prevention program and highlighted the 
experiences of several young people who had suffered road trauma and spinal cord injury.  It illustrated better 
choices that can be made by young drivers of or passengers in motor vehicles.  It was deeply moving and showed 
the courage and determination of young people who are learning to accept the far-reaching effects of their spinal 
injuries.   

The SIPP should be encouraged to spread its message to the wider community.  Any program that endeavours to 
highlight the impact of serious road accident injuries should be supported.  I understand that support has been 
offered by the paraplegic benefit fund and the Department of Health.  The SIPP is seen as a key element of 
school road safety education.  The program works in conjunction with other road safety education contributors; 
for example, the Royal Automobile Club, RoadWise, the Western Australian school road safety project, 
community-based police officers and the road safety section of the Western Australia Police Service.  The people 
involved with SIPP have also contributed to the children and road safety initiative and to the pre-driver youth 
drive working party.  I note that there is not an allocation in this year’s budget, but I am not sure that an 
allocation was applied for.  I urge the minister responsible for road safety to take that on board to ensure that 
funding is considered.  I look forward to seeing that funding in next year’s budget. 

I will deal with disability services.  I recently met with a constituent of mine, Mr Richard Diemajer, about 
funding for the disability services sector.  Mr Diemajer is very keen to raise public awareness of the crisis in 
funding for accommodation support.  He is set on a task of talking with as many members of Parliament as 
possible.  I know that he has spoken with a number of members on this side of the House.  He spoke with me at 
length at Parliament House a few weeks ago.  He is particularly keen to raise our awareness of the unmet needs 
of families with children with disabilities.  The coalition Government was committed to developing a strategy to 
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resolve the increase in unmet needs.  I commend the former Minister for Disability Services for the work that he 
did in that respect.   

Mr Diemajer and his wife, Julie, have four children, one of whom is profoundly disabled.  Their profoundly 
disabled son, Aaron, is 17 years of age and currently attends Gladys Newton School.  It is his last year at the 
school, unfortunately, and the family realises that once he leaves school, things will obviously change for them 
and become more difficult.  While he is at school, it offers a great deal of respite for Mr Diemajer’s wife, Julie.  
Mr and Mrs Diemajer will obviously need to look at post-school options, which will be of major importance in 
their ongoing care of Aaron.  Mr Diemajer told me that although Aaron’s appearance is normal, he requires 24-
hour care.  He is incontinent and requires in the vicinity of 4 000 nappies a year.  Although he is mobile, he must 
be showered, shaved, have his teeth brushed and be fed.  He is very demanding.  He is just like a baby, except 
that he is a big lad of 17.  He has no verbal skills.  He obviously makes some audible sounds and communicates 
with his family.  Next year the respite for the family will be limited.   

As Mr Diemajer said, the profoundly disabled are probably the most underprivileged people in society.  Aaron 
will never be able to look after himself.  The number of elderly parents who look after their disabled children is 
growing.  Mr and Mrs Diemajer, who are about my age, are still capable of looking after their son, Aaron.  
However, Mr Diemajer raised with me the issue of the large number of families who have disabled children.  As 
people grow older, they find it more and more difficult to deal with their children.  They are clearly in crisis and 
in great need of support.  Many of them are struggling with their own mental illness and despair, and they 
obviously have financial concerns.   

Mr Diemajer has taken it upon himself to raise community awareness of the unmet needs of about 238 families.  
A financial commitment of $17 million is needed.  He also explained to me the situation with group housing.  I 
understand that families who need group housing must find compatible individuals.  Although Mr Diemajer has 
been able to find compatible individuals who fit in with Aaron by virtue of the fact that they are at Gladys 
Newton School, it is interesting that the Disability Services Commission does not help or assist people to find 
compatible applicants.  It seems to me that there must be a change in dealing with that, so that families can be 
assisted.  They are obviously under enormous pressure and strain.  It would be most helpful to try to link those 
families together.   

I understand that applications for accommodation are dealt with four times a year.  If a person applies and is 
rejected, the application is not kept on file.  It must be resubmitted.  Therefore, families must go through the 
whole process again.  I imagine that that must be a stressful set of circumstances for them.  There appears to be 
no priority list, although the minister may be able to advise me that that is not the case.  I understand from 
speaking with Mr Diemajer that applications are judged not on the disability but, more particularly, on the 
situation of the family and whether it is in crisis - namely, whether the family members are at the end of their 
tether.  Surely, the objective must be to ensure that recurrent funding meets the demand so that it never blows 
out.  Although government members might say that the coalition Government never dealt with this issue, I point 
out that it was endeavouring to do so.  I hope that we can deal with this issue in a bipartisan way.  It should not 
be politicised.  We should try to deliver a positive outcome for these families. 

I have only a few more minutes in which to speak.  I want to deal with a couple of issues in my electorate.  I will 
start off with the Carine TAFE.  I understand that, as a result of the declining numbers at the TAFE, it will be 
closed, although that will not happen for a couple of years.  I am concerned about what will happen to the land, 
as are all my constituents in that area.  I would like to ensure that a consultative process is engaged in.  I hope 
that it will be a better process than that involved with the site of the former Scarborough Senior High School.  I 
know that the minister embarked on a process that she thought would engage the community and deliver an 
outcome whereby there would be consultation with the people involved.  However, at the end of the day, that 
process did not deliver an outcome that the community wanted.   

Ms MacTiernan:  No, it did not produce an outcome that the Scarborough High Open Space Action Group 
wanted, but one that the majority of the community wanted, as determined by a referendum.  Quite clearly, the 
community did not support the position advanced by SHOSAG.  Seventy-four per cent of the people voted for 
options that did not maximise public open space.  They had a different view from that of SHOSAG. 

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  I have five minutes remaining.  I offered the minister an olive branch and engaged in 
some discussion with her earlier. 

Ms MacTiernan:  You are making assumptions about how I felt about things, and I am correcting you.   

Ms HODSON-THOMAS:  All right, minister.  All I am saying is that I do not believe the Scarborough Senior 
High School situation was managed as well as it could have been.  I hope that the land at Carine TAFE is 
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managed better.  The minister can argue with me about this on another occasion.  I am concerned about the 
hospitality section of Carine TAFE.  Today a group from Probus Clubs WA came through Parliament.  The 
member for Hillarys hosted that group.  The members of that Probus group, some of whom live in my electorate, 
said how disappointed they are that that hospitality section will close.  They would like that hospitality section 
kept in the northern suburbs.  In my view, it should be located at Joondalup TAFE.  The member for Joondalup 
is chairing a committee on this matter, and I have spoken to him and will be lobbying him hard to make sure that 
that hospitality section remains in the northern suburbs and does not go to a private provider.   

I will close by commenting on the infill sewerage program.  That program was initiated by the former coalition 
Government and was a great initiative.  My electorate and many other electorates have been the benefactors of 
that infill sewerage program.  As I said during the budget debate last year - and it seems I will be repeating 
myself this year - that program has been cut back to such a state that it has gone into never-never land.  For 
whatever reason, this Government is determined to cut and slash the infill sewerage program.  That is not 
acceptable.  The community in my electorate is outraged.  It had expected to be signalled for connection in 2002-
03.  However, that has now been extended, and it may be seven years before it has infill sewerage.  Part of my 
electorate, the western border, is coastal.  I would like the Government to reinstate the infill sewerage program.  

I look forward to the estimates committees next week and to being able to flush out more detail about a number 
of aspects for which I have shadow portfolio responsibility.  I am disappointed that I will not be able to ask 
questions about the south west metropolitan railway.  Nevertheless, I am sure that in due course I will be asking 
a number of questions about that matter in this place. 

MR BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie) [10.22 pm]:  I am very pleased to make my contribution to this budget debate.  I am 
particularly pleased to make a number of comments about my beloved electorate of Kalgoorlie and about 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder. 

Ms MacTiernan:  I hope your performance is not below par. 

Mr BIRNEY:  Certainly not.  What I hope to achieve at the end of my contribution is a general recognition by 
members of this House that the Labor Party’s budget as it applies to my electorate of Kalgoorlie has been little 
more than an elaborate hoax.  There is next to nothing in the Labor Party’s budget that represents a new initiative 
for my electorate of Kalgoorlie.   

Mr McRae interjected. 

Mr BIRNEY:  I was thinking about the member for Riverton the other morning while I was eating my Coco 
Pops and I thought, gee, the member for Riverton reminds me of a burnt out union carcass, bereft of all ability, 
who has been catapulted into Parliament like a crash test dummy.  He sits there and his gums bang together 
every now and again for no good reason.  The comments that come out of his mouth remind me of the sorts of 
things that would come out of the mouth of a crash test dummy.  The member for Riverton is in this place simply 
by virtue of the fact that he is linked to the union movement.  Has the member for Riverton had enough, or 
would he like me to keep going?  
Several members interjected. 
Mr BIRNEY:  The whole goon gallery is waking up!  That is good!   
Mr Johnson:  Member for Kalgoorlie, we thought you would be the one person who could wake them up! 
Mr BIRNEY:  I am sure I have managed to do that, and that is good.  I hope they will listen carefully to the 
comments that I will make about the budget as it applies to my electorate of Kalgoorlie.  The Labor Party has 
made much ado about the three major initiatives that it appears to have funded in the 2002-03 budget.  The first 
is $1.6 million for Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital.  The second is $21 million for the upgrading of the Prospector.  
The third is $3.5 million for the Kalgoorlie golf course.  The Labor Party trotted out all this stuff in the 
electorate, and I guess people who do not follow the play too closely could be forgiven for thinking that these are 
new Labor Party initiatives.  These three initiatives are the centrepiece of the Labor Party’s budget for the 
goldfields.  I am very pleased to tell members today that those three initiatives were initiatives of the former 
coalition Government.  That proves once and for all that this lot are incapable of thinking for themselves.  What 
did they do when they worked on their goldfields policy?  They went back to the former coalition Government’s 
policy and said, “What can we nick out of this?  I know!  Here are three good ones - the hospital, the Prospector 
and the golf course.”  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure is getting all excited about the golf course.  I 
will come to the golf course later.  I am sure the minister will be pleased to hear my comments.   
It is to the Labor Party’s credit that it has done a relatively slick job in selling this budget to the people of 
Kalgoorlie.  The Labor Party appears to have tricked even the Kalgoorlie Miner.  The Kalgoorlie Miner is a 
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fantastic newspaper.  It is the only daily regional newspaper in Western Australia.  Normally we see nothing but 
quality articles in the Kalgoorlie Miner.  The editor of the Kalgoorlie Miner is a woman by the name of Keryn 
Ashworth.  She is a particularly good editor and in my view she has editorial skills well beyond her years.  She is 
generally fairly street-wise and street smart.  However, on this occasion she seems to have tripped up.  An article 
in the Kalgoorlie Miner after the state budget had been handed down is headed “State Budget gets seal of 
approval” and states -  

The Labor Government has been given a slap on the back by Goldfields community leaders after 
handing down its second State Budget yesterday. 

Mr McRae:  Keep reading! 
Mr BIRNEY:  I am about to.  We have to ask who are these community leaders who have given this budget a 
slap on the back.  Who are these champions of the Labor Party’s state budget?  The answer can be found in the 
second paragraph, which states -  

Eyre MLA John Bowler said he was rapt with the financial blueprint  . . .  

Here we have it!  John Bowler is the community leader who has given the state budget a seal of approval!  He is 
hardly going to do anything different, is he?  I was very disappointed when I read that headline in the Kalgoorlie 
Miner, because that is normally a most efficient newspaper.   

Before I move on, I will make a fairly simple point.  I make that simple point for the benefit of the member for 
Riverton, because I know he is a little simple.  It would appear that we have put the horse before the cart, 
because we are here making our budget speeches.  I know I am a relatively new member in this place -  

Mr Whitely interjected. 

Mr BIRNEY:  The cart before the horse, I thank the member for Roleystone.   

Several members interjected  

Mr BIRNEY:  Members opposite do not get many opportunities, so they might as well make the most of it.  

It would be a more efficient use of our time if the budget estimates week were held during this week of the 
budget process so that we could make our budget speeches the following week.  That would allow us to tease out 
a number of issues during the budget estimates week and return to Parliament armed with that knowledge.  That 
would allow us to raise a number of pertinent points that we had gleaned from the budget estimates process.  It 
does not make a lot of sense to deliver our budget speeches today when we have not yet had the benefit of the 
budget estimates process.  However, this budget has more holes than a pair of fish-net stockings, so we probably 
do not need the estimates process in this instance.   

A couple of days ago, the Minister for Goldfields-Esperance, Hon Nick Griffiths, was good enough to grace us 
with his presence in Kalgoorlie.  I assume that he flew into Kalgoorlie on the government jet.  He marched up to 
the Kalgoorlie-Boulder Chamber of Commerce and Industry breakfast armed with good news for the people of 
Kalgoorlie - although most of that good news was good news that the former Liberal Government had 
announced.  Nonetheless, he walked into the breakfast and spoke for an hour about nothing.  People had to get to 
work, yet the Minister for Goldfields-Esperance spoke for an hour about absolutely nothing.  Not only did he put 
a number of people in the audience to sleep, but I am sure that he fell asleep a couple of times too.  Members 
should not just take my word for it.  I will read a couple more items from that fantastic publication the 
Kalgoorlie Miner, which states -  

But while community and business leaders . . . were less than impressed by Mr Griffiths’ breakfast 
address.  

Many complained the minister spoke for too long and did not allow sufficient time for questions.  Mr 
Griffiths spoke for an hour before taking three questions. 

. . .   

“It shows how out of touch this guy is.”  

Actually, that last quote was mine.  However, I will give members the benefit of it.  A more important gentleman 
than me, Hugh Gallagher, the CEO of the Kalgoorlie-Boulder Chamber of Commerce and Industry, said -  

 . . . the lack of question time represented a lost opportunity for local residents. 
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Having been asked those three questions, the minister made it clear that he had no idea what was happening in 
the goldfields, yet he is the Minister for Goldfields-Essperance.  He could not answer the question I asked or the 
other two questions.  Not only that, when he trotted along to the ABC to make his special budget announcement, 
he could not answer questions from the ABC’s journalists either.  That is also documented in the fabulous 
publication the Kalgoorlie Miner, which I will read for the benefit of members.  The headline is “Oops, the 
Devil’s in the Detail”, and states -  

It’s always good to see politicians get out of the city and rub shoulders with the country folk who pay 
their wages.   

But Goldfields Esperance Minister Nick Griffiths didn’t earn many brownie points as a slick media 
savvy performer during his visit to the Goldfields on Friday.   

Despite being verbose at the official State Budget breakfast where he spent an hour reading an edited 
version of Treasurer Eric Ripper’s speech, he didn’t have nearly as much to say when he was 
interviewed on local ABC radio.   

The trouble started when Mr Griffiths turned up three hours early, perhaps hoping to catch the intrepid 
Aunty crew without their list of hard-hitting questions.   

But he was given no such free kick and ran into trouble answering questions about specific Goldfields 
initiatives such as funding for VTEC.   

Lucky for him, radio is not a visual medium and the interview was not going live to air.   

If it had been, listeners would have seen a red-faced Griffiths, who had obviously not been well briefed, 
put his hand over the microphone at one point and mutter, “details... details...details are difficult,” or 
words to that effect. 

Good to know our Minister has his finger on the pulse.   

This concept of ministers for certain regions is a joke.  They do not have a clue what is happening in those 
regions.  The Minister for Goldfields-Esperance is a shining example of such a minister.  

The other night I read the Labor Party’s election policy on the goldfields.  The document is entitled “Working 
for the Goldfields”.  I was having trouble sleeping and I thought that reading it might help me get to sleep.  I read 
it thoroughly and was drawn to a number of items in it.  I will touch on them briefly during my budget speech.  
Page 14 of the Labor Party election policy refers to the need for a youth remand centre in Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  
The document is 14 pages of nothing.  I too am of the opinion that we need a youth remand centre in Kalgoorlie-
Boulder.  I am sure that when I raised the issue during the election campaign, it was the impetus for the Labor 
Party to include a youth remand centre in its goldfields policy.  Two days after I announced that I would work 
with my colleagues to achieve that, Megan Anwyl went on the radio and said that a youth remand centre was 
needed in the goldfields.  Although I have turned the budget upside down and inside out, I cannot see any 
mention of the youth remand centre that appeared on page 14 of the Labor Party’s goldfields policy.  People in 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder could rightly feel tricked if they had read this document during the election campaign and 
had voted for my predecessor, Megan Anwyl, only to find that nothing that even resembles a youth centre has 
been delivered to them.   

However, members will be pleased to know that it does not stop there.  I will refer again to the Labor Party’s 
pre-election policy.  I am pleased to say that this is not one of those policies that magically disappeared from the 
web site the day after the election - although it might have, but I downloaded it the day before.  Under the 
heading “Working for the Goldfields”, the policy states that specific initiatives for the goldfields include the 
construction of new, permanent classrooms for the South Kalgoorlie Primary School at a cost of $2 million.  
That is a huge commitment to the children of Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  I am sure that the 500 or 600 parents of the 
children who go to the primary school would have been impressed.  They might have been so impressed that 
they decided to vote for the Labor Party.  However, once again, sadly that initiative is not in the budget this year.  
The people of Kalgoorlie-Boulder have again been tricked by that initiative.  I draw members’ attention to page 
3 of the Labor Party’s policy - this will go on for a while, but it is important that we expose the Labor Party’s 
budget as an elaborate hoax.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Andrews):  Did the member imply that he would read it into Hansard?  

Mr BIRNEY:  No, I meant that the broken promises will go on for a while.   

It is important that members be brought up to speed with the contempt the Labor Party has for not only 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder, but also the goldfields region in general.  Page 3 of the Labor Party policy states that Labor 
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intends to re-establish government agencies and offices outside Perth.  The people in my electorate would have 
warmly welcomed that initiative, because they have hit tough times recently because of a fairly low gold price, 
although it has rebounded somewhat.  Were those types of agencies to be established in Kalgoorlie-Boulder, they 
would bring a number of people and jobs and would generally be a fairly good thing for Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  
What has the Labor Party done with the promise it made on page 3 of the document?  It closed the office of the 
Environmental Protection Authority in Kalgoorlie.    

Mr Bowler:  And reopened it. 

Mr BIRNEY:  The member is right.  The office was reopened after the community belted the Government over 
the head about it for two months.  The Government realised that it was getting a lot of flak for closing the office, 
so it reopened it.  What else has it done in that regard?  It has recalled to Perth a number of government 
department heads who were running departments in Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  The Labor Party seems to have the 
philosophy that it can run the State from the city of Perth and that it does not need people to live and work in the 
regions.  It believes that all decisions can be made from one centre in the city of Perth.   

Page 5 of the Labor Party’s pre-election statement talks about establishing a “regional WA on display” office in 
Perth.  My take on such an office is of a shopfront in a fairly prominent area of Perth housing a display showing 
the vast beauty of the goldfields, the Pilbara and the Kimberley and those sorts of things.  As a result, a number 
of people would be attracted to those areas.  That would be a very good thing.  I walked up and down St Georges 
Terrace and through the city looking for this office.  I even went to Fremantle in case the Government had 
plonked it out there.  I also had a look in Northbridge in case the Government had put it in Northbridge.  I could 
not find that office anywhere because it does not exist.  The Government did not set it up.  I do not think it ever 
intended to do it.  It was one of the very cheap and nasty tricks that are characteristic of the modern Australian 
Labor Party.   

Page 6 of the Labor Party pre-election policy document, which might be more at home on my toilet floor, states 
that if the Labor Party were to win government, it would immediately double from 11 to 22 the number of case 
managers and assistant case managers in what was then called the Department of Minerals and Energy who were 
responsible for coordinating native title negotiations; and that those 11 case managers would be located in the 
goldfields.  The implication was that with the advent of 11 new native title case officer positions at the 
Department of Mineral and Petroleum Resources, the department would be able to progress the bottleneck of 
native title claims.  Mining companies would get the benefit of that by being able to get out and mine.  A mining 
company might have thought that that was a good thing and donated some money to the Australian Labor Party.  
It sounds like a very good initiative.  What did it do about that promise?  I was told today that the number of new 
staff members has been reduced to four.  It does not stop there.  Those four officers are to be located in Perth.  
They will not be put into Kalgoorlie at all.  The Government promised 11 staff members and is delivering four, 
and it is not even putting them in Kalgoorlie-Boulder, which is what it said in its rubbish document that it would 
do.  What happened to the other seven? 

Mr Ripper:  Do you want me to answer that? 

Mr BIRNEY:  Please do.  They have gone to the land councils.  The mining companies that were excited about 
this policy to give the Department of Mineral and Petroleum Resources 11 new staff members are now learning 
that seven of those staff members will be flicked off to the land councils to progress their native title claims.   

Mr Ripper:  Do you want to know why? 

Mr BIRNEY:  We have a Government that is hell-bent on supporting the interests of native title claimants over 
the interests of mining companies.  

Mr Ripper:  Do you want an answer? 

Mr BIRNEY:  That is no revelation.  I wish it was but it is not.  Everybody understands that the Labor Party is 
the champion of native title claimants at the expense of the very people who helped the Treasurer by contributing 
$1.2 billion in mining and petroleum royalties during the last financial year. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr McRAE:  The member for Kalgoorlie is suggesting that the Labor Party is acting on behalf of native title 
claimants to the detriment of the mining industry in this State.  He asked a question of the minister responsible 
for native title and then refused to listen to that minister’s advice.  I think he should be made to withdraw. 
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Mr OMODEI:  I was watching the debate with great interest.  The member for Kalgoorlie did not once refer to 
members opposite in the last part of his address.  He has referred his remarks to the Chair and I ask that you, Mr 
Acting Speaker, protect him.   

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Andrews):  There is no point of order.  

Debate Resumed 

Mr BIRNEY:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker, for your protection from that babbling fool.  I knew that I would 
need to be protected from him at some stage of the game. 

Page 16 of the Labor Party’s election policy says that the Labor Party will provide $400 000 - that is a lot of 
money - towards an extended-hours child-care centre in Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  I think that was an initiative of my 
predecessor.  I give her credit for that because she was actively involved with parents and children and those 
sorts of things.  I am sure that this was her initiative, and that it was she who ensured this policy was printed on 
page 16 of this wonderful document.  Sadly, that $400 000 for Kalgoorlie-Boulder has not eventuated.  The 
people of Kalgoorlie-Boulder could once again rightly feel as though they have been tricked.  If the Labor Party 
does not intend to go ahead with a $400 000 extended-hours child-care facility, I would like the Minister for 
Community Development, Women’s Interests, Seniors and Youth to consider using that money to provide a 
creche at our local hospital.  A number of nurses have now become mothers, and, by virtue of the fact that they 
are looking after their kids, cannot return to work.  However, I am sure that if we were to provide a creche at 
Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital, we would be able to entice some of the nurses back to work.  I suspect that 
$400 000 would see the project through.  I say that very genuinely.  I hope that if the Labor Party intends to 
break its promise for an extended-hours child-care centre - it appears that it does - it at least considers funding a 
creche.  If a creche is provided at Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital but the bill does not come to $400 000, I promise 
that I will not scream about it.   

Page 17 of the Labor Party’s pre-election policy talks about the need to conduct a feasibility study into an 
artificial wave pool in Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  What a great initiative.  If I were a young bloke who liked going 
surfing in Esperance, and I read that the Labor Party wanted to give me an artificial wave pool, I probably would 
have voted for it.  If Labor Party members had come to Kalgoorlie and told me about that, I would have voted 
for the Labor Party.  No feasibility study on an artificial wave pool has been done.  Sadly, I do not think that is 
likely to happen, although I would throw my support behind such a study because Kalgoorlie-Boulder 
desperately needs some additional sporting and recreational facilities.  The environment in Kalgoorlie-Boulder is 
fairly hot and dusty, and the people would welcome anything of that nature.  I am sure they welcomed that 
initiative when it was announced during the last election campaign.  I am sure they are saddened that that 
particular policy - if I could put it that way - has not been implemented.  That is an indictment of a Labor 
Government that has no interest whatsoever in the people who choose to live and work in regional Western 
Australia.  It was a smoke and mirrors trick.  Government members swanned into Kalgoorlie with the rising star, 
the Minister for the Goldfields-Esperance, who put every one at the breakfast to sleep and announced that the 
Government would spend money on hospitals, a golf course and the Prospector train - initiatives that had 
already been announced by the former Liberal Government.  The Government’s whole budget for Kalgoorlie-
Boulder revolved around Liberal Party policies.  It has been a smoke and mirrors trick. 

Ms MacTiernan interjected. 

Mr Johnson:  I think you are getting the Minister for Planning het up. 

Mr BIRNEY:  I do not want her to burst an artery.  

Mr Johnson:  I am very concerned for her health. 

Mr BIRNEY:  I am too, especially when she moves into high gear.   

Not only have I shown that the Labor Party used Liberal Party policies as its budget centrepiece, but clearly I 
have proved beyond reproach that the document with which the Labor Party swanned around Kalgoorlie at the 
last election is worth nothing.  That was a trick.  This year the 2002-03 budget continues to be a trick.  The Labor 
Party cannot be and is not trusted in Kalgoorlie-Boulder, and this rubbish document is a prime example of why 
that is the case.  

A few years ago, Kalgoorlie was considered to be the heartland of the Labor movement.  The union movement 
was born in Kalgoorlie-Boulder and we all know that the Labor Party was born of the union movement.  How 
upsetting for people who have lived in Kalgoorlie-Boulder all their lives.  What if they have lived there for 52 
years, as has my friend the member for Eyre?  What would they think about the rubbish document that this mob 
has tried to peddle to the people of Kalgoorlie-Boulder?  What would one of the old Laborites think who worked 
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in the mines and voted for Labor no matter what it said or did?  Members opposite have adopted the quaint term 
“the modern Labor Party”.  Labor Governments of the past would not even share the same room with this lot 
opposite because they would be disgusted with them, just as the people of Kalgoorlie are rightly disgusted with 
what is in this budget. 

I mentioned that the Labor Party had generously committed $1.6 million to the Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital.  
The former Liberal Government committed $8 million to the Kalgoorlie hospital, which would have involved 
upgrades in the emergency section, in the administration area and in the medical imaging area, a new children’s 
ward and a number of other fantastic improvements.  

The previous Government also intended to provide a new accommodation program in Kalgoorlie-Boulder for 
which it had secured the land known as the former Addis Street tennis courts.  However, what is in the latest 
budget?  The Labor Party has funded accommodation to the tune of $1.68 million dollars.  Why did it do that?  
The tenders had been let and the pipes had been laid.  The Government had no choice other than to fund the 
$1.68 million and it hurt.  The Government did not want to do that but it had to.  What about stage 2?  What 
about the emergency and administration sections, medical imaging and the children’s ward?  They are lost 
forever.  The amount needed for their upgrading does not exist in the forward estimates.  If it is not in the 
forward estimates, it will not happen. 

I have further proof why stage 2 of the hospital redevelopment, which was committed to firmly in the forward 
estimates by the coalition Government, will not proceed.  Part of stage 2 involved bringing the public health and 
children’s health section in Ware Street in Kalgoorlie-Boulder back to the Kalgoorlie hospital in Piccadilly 
Street, which would have required a fairly major upgrade to house the public health section in Ware Street.  That 
was part of our policy.  Given that the Labor Party has refused to fund stage 2 to date, I am told that the 
Kalgoorlie hospital will spend hundreds of thousands of dollars from its very own budget to upgrade the Ware 
Street facility.  It would hardly spend hundreds of thousands of dollars to upgrade a facility when in a couple of 
years it will be annexed by the existing hospital at another location.  That is stark proof that we will not see stage 
2 of the hospital redevelopment.  The Labor Party will stand accountable at the next election for that trick. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Get on to the golf course; I want to have dinner. 

Mr BIRNEY:  Yes - the golf course.  The grass golf course in Kalgoorlie-Boulder is an ongoing saga.  However, 
I am very pleased to say that the former Liberal Government had committed itself unequivocally to building a 
grass golf course in Kalgoorlie-Boulder.  It had set events in train to ensure that the golf course was developed.  
What happened?  I hesitate to touch the document again.  Despite that document indicating the Labor 
Government would fund an 18-hole golf course - 

Ms MacTiernan:  You are lying.  

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr JOHNSON:  The Minister for Planning has just used a disgraceful term, which is most unparliamentary in 
this House and has never been allowed.  I heard her two or three times accuse the member for Kalgoorlie of 
lying.  

Mr McGowan:  She said “crying”. 

Mr JOHNSON:  This is not a joking matter.  To accuse someone of lying in this House is a very serious issue, so 
members opposite should not treat it flippantly.  If it happens to the member opposite, he will feel badly about it.  
I ask that the minister withdraw and apologise. 

Ms MacTIERNAN:  I note that the member for Kalgoorlie is now resorting to checking his notes.  I will finish 
my point of order.  As the member for Kalgoorlie well knows, our policy did not say that.  It said this 
Government would support an 18-hole golf course.  We have exceeded our policy. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dean):  Is the minister withdrawing her remark? 

Ms MacTIERNAN:  I did not call the member a liar.  I seek clarification of whether it is inappropriate to use that 
term?  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member did not call the member for Kalgoorlie a liar.  She said he was lying.  
However, I think she should withdraw that word.  

Ms MacTIERNAN:  I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 
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Mr BIRNEY:  That was like pulling teeth. 

Ms MacTiernan:  No; it was a great opportunity.  I thank the member for Hillarys.  

Mr BIRNEY:  It has raised an interesting point.  I refer to the very clever words that the Labor Party used in this 
election document.  However, Kalgoorlie people are a bit too smart to fall for it, because they voted for me.  The 
document contains verbose phrases such as “looking into establishing” and “looking at the benefits of” so that 
the Government could not be held to account if someone like me was voted into Parliament and read back this 
dribble.  The member for Armadale is right.  She said: support the creation of something like an 18-hole grass 
golf course.  What does support mean? 

Ms MacTiernan:  It means what we have done. 

Mr BIRNEY:  It will not just materialise.  It will have to be built.  I am glad that the member for Armadale 
raised that point. 

Points of Order 

Mr McRAE:  The member for Kalgoorlie, when referring to the minister, is bound by the standing orders to refer 
to the minister by her title.  I would ask him to use the correct title. 

Mr BIRNEY:  I would like to know what standing order ensures that I am bound to refer to the minister by her 
ministerial title.  I do not feel obliged to at the moment, after she called me those horrible names. 

Mr McRAE:  It seems as though it is my sad duty to have to explain the standing orders to the member for 
Kalgoorlie.  I refer him to the blue book in front of him where he will find Standing Order No 93 at page 57, 
which states - 

A member will refer to other members by their title of office or by the name of their electorate.   

It is clear from the precedent set out in the standing orders that the minister’s first title is the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure. 

Mr JOHNSON:  The standing order is clear.  Members can refer to anybody in this House by the name of their 
electorate.  They are not to be called by their Christian name, surname, or any other name.  Under the standing 
orders they can be referred to either as a minister for so and so or by the name of their electorate.  I have referred 
to my good friend the member for Armadale, using that title, on many occasions.  This is another instance when 
the member for Riverton has got it wrong.  He does it every time.  He just makes a fool of himself. 

Mr BIRNEY:  The member for Riverton is obviously feeling a little bit left out by making points of order like 
this.  Standing Order No 93 states - 

A member will refer to other members by their title of office or by the name of their electorate. 

The member for Riverton does not have a very good grasp of the standing orders, regardless of the fact that he is 
an Acting Speaker.  I submit that I have used an entirely appropriate title when dealing with the member for 
Armadale. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Hodson-Thomas):  Unfortunately there was a change of the Chair at the time the 
member was making his comments, so I did not hear how he referred to the minister.  It is appropriate for the 
member to address the minister, a member of the Executive, as the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure.  
That is my ruling whilst I am in the Chair.  However, there have been occasions when members have become 
lax.  When the member is referring to a minister, please ensure that he or she is referred to by his or her correct 
title.   

The member for Kalgoorlie has the floor.  I remind members that whilst I am in the Chair I will not tolerate 
unparliamentary interjections. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr BIRNEY:  I cannot bring myself to refer to the member as minister after that disgraceful slur that she cast 
upon my character, so I shall not refer to her at all. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  

Mr BIRNEY:  Members should have another read of Standing Order No 93.  Can the member understand the 
English language?  The standing order on page 57 says that a member will refer to other members by their title 
or by the name of their electorate.  The member is a bit simple, really.  He is a poor sod. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!  Perhaps the member for Kalgoorlie should direct his comments to the Chair.  
I remind members that the time is late and I am sure many of us would like to hear the comments from the 
member for Kalgoorlie. 

Mr BIRNEY:  Perhaps I should lower my voice.  Members might then be more inclined to listen to what I have 
to say.  My point about the golf course is very important.  It is now a matter of history that the former Liberal 
Government had unequivocally committed to providing the people of Kalgoorlie-Boulder with a grass golf 
course - a 36-hole golf course, no less.  The Labor Party, led by an individual in this House, then refused to 
commit itself to the grass golf course, so there was this ongoing debate in Kalgoorlie-Boulder about whether we 
were going to get a grass golf course.  After all of this debate, the Labor Government has finally committed to 
building a grass golf course in Kalgoorlie-Boulder, and makes itself out to be a hero.  The people of Kalgoorlie-
Boulder know only too well that the former Liberal Government had committed to a grass golf course, and the 
Labor Party cannot take any credit for it. 

Anglican Homes, the new owner of the Kalgoorlie Nursing Home, recently received a $1.4 million grant from 
the Commonwealth Government to build a new home for the elderly in Kalgoorlie.  That nursing home will cost 
in the order of $4.9 million, so a fundraising campaign has begun.  Rightly, the people from Anglican Homes 
went to the State Government of Western Australia and asked whether it would at least match the $1.4 million 
grant provided by the Commonwealth Government, and they did that via the regional infrastructure funding 
program put out by the Australian Labor Party of Western Australia.  It saddens me to advise members that the 
Australian Labor Party has rejected that application for funding of $1.4 million, which would simply have 
matched the Commonwealth’s funding of $1.4 million to build a nursing home for the elderly people in my 
electorate of Kalgoorlie.   

It is a serious indictment of the Labor Party when it cannot even match a grant issued by a Government that 
resides on the other side of Australia.  I wonder whether it might be the case that the regional infrastructure 
funding program has no money left in it.  I will tell members why it has no money left in it.  Before a single 
funding application had been lodged with the regional infrastructure funding program, the Labor Party had 
siphoned off about $30 million or $40 million to pay for its unrelated election promises - there were a couple up 
the coast and one in the south west somewhere.  Some of the timber industry money has also come out of that 
program.  Not one single application had been made to that fund, and $30 million or $40 million had been 
siphoned off.  I cannot help wondering whether that might be the reason for the rejection of the request for a 
grant of $1.4 million for the elderly people in my electorate. 

The Labor Party also promised to provide 40 new Aboriginal police liaison officers across Western Australia.  
That was a terrific initiative and I supported it.  Those Aboriginal police liaison officers could be put to very 
good use around Western Australia.  They could be put to particularly good use in my electorate of Kalgoorlie, 
where we have a number of indigenous problems.  I am sure that the provision of extra APLOs in Kalgoorlie-
Boulder would have gone some of the way towards providing some relief for those problems. 

It is now a matter of history that, after nearly two years in government, the Labor Party has not sent one of the 40 
additional Aboriginal police liaison officers to my electorate.  We are in desperate need of APLOs.  We normally 
have four.  I am told that a couple have left and one is on stress leave.  That means we have only one APLO in 
the area, but the Labor Government has not sent one from that new batch of 40 trained at the academy.  

Mr Hyde interjected. 

Mr BIRNEY:  Notwithstanding old gum banger behind me, I will conclude.   

The Kalgoorlie courthouse needs a significant upgrade.  Comments made by the Eastern Goldfields Regional 
Law Society President are relevant and might interest members.  She states - 

The Gallop Government’s second Budget has shown contempt for the region’s legal system while it is 
at crisis point . . .  

It’s just unbelievable that year in year out they make noises and promises and then nothing is 
forthcoming . . .   

That is typical of the modern Australian Labor Party.  

I will conclude.  I am sure members will be pleased that we have arrived at this point.  Notwithstanding the fact 
that the Labor Government has given absolutely nothing to my electorate in the latest budget and that the 
centrepiece of its budget is Liberal initiatives, I bring to the attention of the House one very important point.  
This financial year, the State Government will receive $1.2 billion worth of mining and petroleum royalties, but 
it has provided nothing new in the budget for my electorate.  It has raided $1.2 billion from the State’s resources 
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sector.  The Labor Government stands condemned for the tricks it has played on the people of Kalgoorlie-
Boulder, for the rubbish document that it trotted out prior to the election and for the 2002-03 budget.  

MS SUE WALKER (Nedlands) [11.13 pm]:  I do not know where to start, there is so much material here.  I am 
very confused about the budget, because I have been sent two documents about its impact on the electorate of 
Nedlands.  Which one is true?  Parliament House is in my electorate.  The first document I received states that it 
will be refurbished and upgraded in 2002-03 at a cost of $2.6 million.  Five minutes after I received that 
document, another document turned up on my desk.  It states that the 2002-03 refurbishment and upgrade of 
Parliament House will cost $789 000.  Which figure is correct?  I will rip them up and put them in the bin, where 
they belong.  

I will refer to my electorate, a matter that will have a substantial impact on it, the crime rate and my justice 
portfolio.  

Mr Hyde:  You do not have a portfolio.   

Ms SUE WALKER:  I should have said “shadow portfolio”.  The member for Perth does not even have a 
shadow portfolio, so he should keep quiet.   

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Hodson-Thomas):  It is very difficult for the Hansard reporter to record the 
member for Nedlands’ speech.  It is late and I ask members on the government back bench to contain 
themselves.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  I am confused.  In The Australian today, John McGlue called the Treasurer a bumbling, 
struggling ideologue.  He said that this Government should use its imagination to replace the rich revenue stream 
of privatisation with something other than tax hikes.  However, he went on to say that the lack of imagination in 
this Government’s ministers is a cause for concern.  He makes the valid point that the imposition of stamp duty 
on houses and cars has a consequence.  He said that it strikes hard at business investment, providing yet another 
reason not to trade assets.  Trading assets is the cornerstone of a dynamic economy.  This Government has 
repeatedly increased taxes, which discourages people from being involved in that trade.   

The increase in stamp duty on house transfers will add thousands of dollars to the cost of buying a home.  The 
current stamp duty on a $180 000 house is approximately $5 090.  The new rate will cause that to increase to 
$5 600.  That impost will cripple the real estate market.   

The new rate of compulsory third party insurance will be eight per cent.  Taxes on water, drainage and sewerage 
services have increased by 2.9 per cent.  Public transport fares have been increased by 2.6 per cent, drivers 
licence fees by 2.5 per cent, and car licences by three per cent.  Stamp duty is now payable on third party 
compulsory insurance and the duty on property transfers has also been increased.  

I want to raise the flag for small businesses in Western Australia and in my electorate.  My tourism shadow 
portfolio -   

Mr Hyde interjected.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  It hurts the member when I say that.  My tourism shadow portfolio covers mostly small 
businesses, which will be affected by the taxes being imposed by this Government.  Businesses are very 
concerned about the punitive, unfair and backdated payroll tax.  In last year’s budget speech, the Treasurer said 
that the Government would be throwing the payroll tax net to catch employee-like contractors.  Since then it has 
undertaken one of its “consultation processes”.  That has been greeted with derision by business.   

I know that members opposite do not read Business News; it is a foreign document to them.  The 9 May 2002 
edition states that the Government undertook a consultation process with business representatives beginning last 
December and ending in February.  Of course it did, because it is trying to hit people in the hip pocket and to cut 
down businesses.  

Several members interjected.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  They were annoyed about this looming tax.  However, they also railed against the 
Government’s demand that all consultations on the new rules be held in camera.  Why does every process this 
Government undertakes need to be secret?  Everything has to be confidential.  Why is it not open and 
transparent?  That was another ill thought out and poorly considered tax grab.  It would have had a severe effect 
on the engineering, housing and fabrication industries and on the self-employed people whom they contract.  
Many of those businesses operate in my electorate.  Under the former Liberal Government, payroll tax operated 
only for direct employees who received a wage, and the total payroll of a firm had to exceed $675 000 before the 
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tax came into effect.  The result was that under a Liberal Government, no tax was payable on self-employed 
people.  Labor, of course, is trying to change and backdate the rules.  The only way for the rules to go was down 
the tube.  That has been done, and I suppose we should be very grateful, and I am sure business is very grateful, 
to the Government for that.   

Land tax and stamp duty are having a tremendous impact on business.  I turn now to my shadow tourism 
portfolio and to a letter that I received about the impact of land tax on coastal tourism accommodation properties.  
The letter is from the Cape Naturaliste Tourism Association in Busselton, which has the logo “Escape to the 
Cape”, and it states -  

Dear Sir,  

RE: Impact of Land Tax on Coastal Tourist Accommodation Properties 

Further to my correspondence, dated 5 November, 2001, pertaining to the above topic. 

Over the six month period since November, 2001, there has been considerable concern expressed by 
tourism industry operators and the wider community, over the long term ramifications to regional 
economies, if affordable family holiday accommodation is lost from prime coastal sites, due to 
spiralling government taxes. 

The tourism industry in the Busselton Shire is working with the Council, the State Planning 
Commission and the Valuer General’s Office, to try and achieve a local “planning solution”, to 
overcome the impacts of crippling land tax costs on small businesses within the Shire. 

Members opposite have absolutely no idea about how to run businesses or the State.  The letter continues -  

While this may achieve a successful outcome at the local level, if the problem is not addressed as a 
statewide issue, it is only a matter of time before all other coastal towns around the State will be facing 
similar difficulties. 

It is therefore imperative that the Government addresses the current contradiction that exists, -  

I do not know why the Government would do that.  It has not addressed any other problems that have come up.  
It continues -  

where on the one hand Land Tax Assessments are calculated based upon the unimproved value of the 
land at the “highest and best” use (thus placing an unsustainable financial burden on those businesses 
that have not developed their land to its maximum potential - e.g modestly priced tourist 
accommodation) and the Government’s stated policy of preserving affordable family holiday 
accommodation in coastal locations.  

Unless action is taken, average Western Australian families will very soon be unable to afford holidays 
in our coastal communities, as land owners will be forced to build higher density, higher priced 
accommodation, in order to generate sufficient returns to meet ever increasing Land Taxes and other 
State and Local Government rates and taxes. 

Your support for appropriate action to address this issue would be greatly appreciated. 

The letter is signed Barry Brown, general manager.  I rang Mr Brown and asked whether he would have any 
problems with my reading that letter in Parliament, and he said no.  I want to bring this matter to the 
Government’s attention.  The Minister for Tourism is never in this Chamber, but I will send that letter to him 
anyway in the hope that he will read it and act on it.   

I turn now to the transport and bus routes in my electorate.  I have spoken to the shadow Minister for Planning 
and Infrastructure, and she has told me that there is a real funding cut for buses of at least $1 million in this 
budget.  That will have a dreadful impact on elderly citizens in my electorate.  Plans by Transperth to axe bus 
routes 8, 10 and 12 will leave the south western section of Shenton Park without a bus service for the first time in 
80 years.  Senior citizens in that area will no longer be able to catch a bus to Subiaco, Perth or Hollywood 
Private Hospital.  Bus journeys to the Shenton Park community centre for lunchtime meals, podiatry care and 
social activities will also come to an end.  This will be a great loss and a great inconvenience to many of my 
constituents.  It will have a detrimental effect on the wellbeing of elderly people who have used the existing 
service for many years.  Transperth’s proposed alterations to the No 26 bus service have also come under fire 
from the elderly community as well as from residents who live near the bus route.  These planned changes to the 
termination of the service will mean that the 700 senior residents of Hollywood Senior Citizens Village and the 
residents of Riley House will be forced to tackle several flights of stairs at Perth bus station if they want to 
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commute to the city via Wellington Street or the Perth train station.  The proposal to re-route the No 26 bus 
service along Hensman Road has angered local residents, who believe the road is too narrow and already 
congested with parked cars.  This is another initiative of this Government.  Hensman Road is a residential road 
and not one of the wider arterial roads that crisscrosses the area.  Despite the fact that Hensman Road is clearly 
too narrow for buses, especially between Hamersley and Heytesbury Roads, Transperth’s intention is to have a 
twice-hourly service during the day.  I have written to the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure about this 
matter, and I hope the minister, through Transperth, will listen to the concerns of my constituents, particularly 
the elderly, about these cuts.   

I turn now to the Government’s proposal to cut the funding for underground power in my electorate.  I have 
received a letter from a constituent in the Hollywood ward in the City of Nedlands.  I will not say who she is, 
because I have not had a chance to telephone her to ask for permission to read her letter.  She states -  

I am gravely concerned about the scheduling of underground power in the Hollywood Ward in the City 
of Nedlands.   

I have enquired with the Nedlands Council and received the response that: 

‘indications from the Office of Energy and Western Power seeking submissions from Local 
Authorities for further projects, may not be forthcoming in the near future, hence a practical 
start date may not be until 2008 -  

She repeats that, to make sure it comes home -  

(2008!) at the earliest . . . 

Naturally, I am very alarmed and appalled by this possibility . . .  For the Hollywood Ward the 
underground power project was scheduled to be finalised by July 2003.   

She states at the conclusion of her letter -  

 . . . Government had cut funding and the project would not go ahead for the Hollywood Ward. 

I do not know whether this applies to all areas, but we need to understand that the funding for underground 
power is provided by Western Power and the Office of Energy each paying 25 per cent and the ratepayers paying 
the remaining 50 per cent.  The Government is not even paying for 100 per cent of it.   

I will now say something about how the significant cut to the police budget is impacting on and manifesting in 
my electorate in a number of ways.  Recently I created the opportunity for the member for Churchlands and me 
to visit the Wembley and Subiaco Police Stations.  There has been a bit of controversy in my electorate about the 
proposal to have a new 24-hour police station in Wembley and to close the existing Subiaco and Wembley 
Police Stations.  The Wembley and Subiaco Police Stations are in my electorate.  However, Wembley Police 
Station impacts on the member for Churchlands’ electorate because it is on the border of her electorate.  It is my 
understanding that the Liberal coalition Government built 27 new police stations during its term in office.   

Ms Quirk:  Are there any officers in those stations? 

Ms SUE WALKER:  I have walked past the member for Girrawheen many times in this House and have seen 
her playing games on her computer.  She should stop playing games and stop making comments.  I will not say 
what people have seen the member for Girrawheen access on the net.   

I want to put on record my sincere thanks to the district superintendent, Chris Dawson.  He was very helpful.  I 
was very surprised at the state of the police stations in my electorate.  I cannot remember whether it was at 
Wembley Police Station or Subiaco Police Station, but the male and female police officers share a toilet.  
Wembley Police Station has no change room for the female officers.  I am concerned about this cut in the police 
budget, and I have put some questions on notice to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services about the 
police stations in the western suburbs, which form part of the central metropolitan police district.  

I want to know what the plans are to improve the Police Service in the western suburbs.  From what I have been 
told, they are not as well policed as people think they are.  There is only one detective’s office in the whole 
central metropolitan district, which is in the Wembley Police Station.  The central metropolitan district covers 
more than just the western suburbs; it covers part of the member for Perth’s electorate, although he would not 
know that.  I am concerned about the drastic cut in the police budget last year and the smoke and mirror effect in 
the announcement in this budget that there has been an increase.  The increase raises the funding only to what it 
was last year.  A new police station has not been built in my electorate for many years.  
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Before I talk about Safer WA and how the police budget has impacted on crime, justice, and law and order in my 
electorate, I will say a few words about the paucity of funding for roadworks.  Again, after speaking to the 
shadow minister with responsibility for transport, I understand that there has been a cut in funding by 
approximately $200 million for capital works in the transport portfolio.  Stirling Highway between Broadway in 
Nedlands and Leura Avenue in Claremont will be resurfaced.  Most of that work is in my electorate and some of 
it is in the Leader of the Opposition’s electorate.  I am concerned that this resurfacing is occurring because 
Stirling Highway, which is a major arterial road between Fremantle and Perth, is breaking up.  The road will be 
temporarily resurfaced for three or four years before it is ripped up and resurfaced again.  I do not know whether 
that is the normal thing to do.  I am not sure why the Government does not resurface it properly in the first place.   

What concerns my constituents and me is that although this resurfacing will occur, people are finding it difficult 
to cross Stirling Highway.  Recently, a photograph of a young mother with a baby and a pram was printed on the 
front page of a Post newspaper.  The mother had walked onto the middle of the road with her baby and had to 
wait for quite some time for traffic to pass.  From memory, about 30 000 or 35 000 vehicles travel on that road 
each day, which is a considerable amount of traffic.  The vulnerable woman and child were in the middle of the 
road on an old-fashioned concrete landing that was too small for them.  Through negotiations with Main Roads, I 
hope that when the highway is resurfaced, the concrete median strip in the middle will be widened, the white 
lines will be made bigger and a bollard will be put in place.  I do not think that would cost the Government a 
great deal.  Notwithstanding the publicity that was given to that woman and her child, this Government has not 
given any practical suggestions about what to do.  It was my suggestion that these measures be implemented.  
The next week after I read that article, I drove on the highway and I saw a little old lady in a gofer in the middle 
of the road trying to cross it.  The Government could provide measures to address those problems.  

I looked for measures in the Treasurer’s budget speech that related to tourism.  The budget says a lot about what 
tourism means to this Government.  I know it does not mean much to the Minister for the Environment and 
Heritage because of the way that she and the Government have appallingly mismanaged Coral Bay.  The 
minister will hear more from me tomorrow about that issue and she will be suitably embarrassed by her lack of 
action over the matter.  I notice that under the environment section, the budget speech states -  

Our natural environment is highly valued by Western Australians and visitors alike.   

It attracts tourists.   

I hope that the Minister for the Environment and Heritage will remember that tomorrow when we talk about 
Coral Bay.  The budget speech further states -  

It supports our ongoing growth and economic development.  It has its own inherent value and provides 
us with our way of life.   

. . .  

It means making unpopular decisions at times, but above all it means thinking about the long term.   

I do not see any of that coming from the Minister for the Environment and Heritage in relation to tourism.  The 
Treasurer said -  

This investment reflects the Government’s efforts to protect the conservation values of the parks while 
also ensuring they are accessed in an environmentally responsible way, through activities such as 
tourism.   

The only other reference I can find in the budget speech for tourism is at page 12, which has a reference to the 
regional investment fund.  The Treasurer says -  

It has also invested in tourism to capitalise on our potential to be one of the world’s premier nature-
based tourism destinations.   

That is all the Government has to say about tourism in the budget speech.  

I refer to the 10 May media statement by the tourism minister in which he said -  

The allocation of $280,000 for a Perth Regional Tourism Association was a key State Government 
tourism policy commitment.   

I refer to the Labor Party’s key state policy commitment on regional tourism released prior to the February 2001 
state election.  Under the heading “Support for regional tourist bureaus”, the document states -  
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Tourist bureaus have played a vital role in servicing visitors in regional areas through on-the-ground 
information and accommodation booking facilities and providing local employment in country centres.   

But the Court Government has ceased funding to most of Western Australia’s regional tourist bureaus; 
leaving them struggling to survive and provide adequate levels of service.  These cuts have hit 
particularly hard in areas trying to develop their tourism potential.   

Labor values the role played by tourist bureaus in regional WA and will provide additional support for 
them.   

Labor will:  

inject an additional $2 million over four years into Western Australia’s regional tourist 
bureaus.   

Some members might recall that on Tuesday, 16 April 2002, in a dorothy dixer to the Minister for Tourism, 
reference was made to an article in the Donnybrook Mail of 9 April 2002 concerning country tourist bureaus.  
The minister was asked whether he was aware that I was reported to be flabbergasted about the lack of support 
for country tourist bureaus.  The minister replied that he was aware of that.  I said that country tourism bureaus 
were struggling for funding.  I said that in the light of the knowledge that the Labor Party policy provided that 
Labor would assist regional tourism bureaus.  However, I find that the position is now far worse than it ever was 
under the coalition Government.  I refer to the impact the policy of this Government is having on tourist visitor 
bureaus in the Warren-Blackwood area.  On 10 May 2002 the minister said that another $80 000 would be 
provided over two years to support metropolitan visitor centres.  The minister’s press release stated -  

This is in addition to the State Government’s election commitment to provide $2million over four years 
to support country visitor centres.   

“Funding of the tourism association and visitor centres is a clear indication of the State Government’s 
commitment to tourism,”   

Some information sent to me by someone from Bridgetown states -  

The WATC gives no direct funding to visitor centres.  Each bureau basically has to raise its own 
funding either from their local shire, memberships, cake stalls, retail sales or grants.   

This has resulted in there being only 2 full time Managers in the Warren Blackwood area (Bridgetown 
& Walpole).  Nannup, Manjimup, Pemberton & Northcliffe have part time Managers.  Boyup Brook 
and Balingup have no paid staff at all, they run completely on voluntary staff.  Each bureau is reliant on 
volunteers for assistance in administration and “meet & greet” duties.  The Bridgetown Bureau would 
not be open 7 days a week except for the fact that we have volunteers working over the weekends and 
during the week.   

. . .  

Tourism in small towns like Bridgetown makes the difference between only having 1 cafe instead of 
having 7, 1 petrol station instead of 3.  1 restaurant instead of 4.  The Bridgetown population could not 
support the number of shops and businesses we have today if it were not for tourist dollars.  

WATC gives Tourism South West a sum of monies for the marketing of the South West Region.  No 
monies are paid to the Visitor Centres from this funding.   

This is the important part -  

Instead of funding the tourist centres (visitor centres) TSW gave each centre a brochure rack (some 
received 2!) to hold brochures of members of Tourism South West.  At my last count there were 170 
members of TSW and we (visitor centres) are expected to display the brochures of these members for 
free -  

The visitor centres are receiving brochure racks instead of funding.  The Minister for Tourism’s media release 
boasted how much he was giving the visitor centres.  In reality they are getting brochure racks.  I saw those 
brochure racks when I visited a centre.  There was not much in them.  I continue -  

(If an establishment is not a member of ourselves or TSW we charge $25 for brochure display).  How 
TSW expect the bureaux to house all the brochures who knows . .   
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For an operator to advertise in one of those brochures, it must join Tourism South West.  Bronze membership 
costs $143, silver membership costs $333, gold membership costs $1 110, and platinum membership costs 
$2 200.  The letter continues -  

Unfortunately due to our region having mainly small operators, most of our operators have only bronze 
or silver membership.  

That severely limits the ability of those operators to access advertising.  The letter further states -  
The $50,000 “Crisis Funding” that TSW received was spent on the following:   

I want to record this as it is important - 
$15,340 on 7 adverts in the West Australian (1 each of the sub regions, 1 of ‘Great Walks”, 1 of Wine 
Trails and 1 was Augusta Margaret River Tourism Association) and $34,500 is to be spent on television 
advertising which will be coming out in May or June.   

That is it in a nutshell.  The visitor centres are getting nothing.  The situation is even worse in Northcliffe - 

Mr Omodei:  The Government matches the operators’ money.  If they do not have any money, they cannot 
attract any state government funding. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  Operators in Northcliffe must match the government spending dollar for dollar.  It is a very 
small community with a poor socioeconomic status.  The community is trying to survive in the face of the 
impending closure of the logging industry.  It is trying to start up businesses, but the Government is saying that it 
must contribute a dollar for every dollar it spends.  Those people can barely afford to pay the fees to join 
Tourism South West.  The Government is pretending to support these tourism businesses.  We know from the 
amount of time and effort the Treasurer gave to it in the budget what this Government really thinks of tourism.   

I refer to the Treasurer’s reference on page 7 of his budget speech to police -  
Additional funding will be provided to the Office of Crime Prevention to continue local government 
participation in crime prevention.   

He said when talking about justice -  
Changes to criminal law penalties as well as implementing programs that address the causes of anti-
social behaviour and offending are key strategies to reduce the prison population.  

Those points are important.  On 1 October last year - after the last budget but before this one - the Government 
subsumed Safer WA into the Office of Crime Prevention.  Western Suburbs Weekly journalist Gab Knowles had 
this to say about the Government’s subsuming Safer WA into the Office of Crime Prevention -  

Crime prevention structures, funding and strategies could face overhauls after the State Government’s 
Office of Crime Prevention finishes a comprehensive statewide review in June.   

Premier Geoff Gallop said the review would help in planning for the Office of Crime Prevention and 
the delivery of the State Crime Prevention Strategy.   

 . . .  

Dr Gallop stressed that the review was not designed to cut funding to crime prevention.   

 . . .  

The Government established the Office of Crime Prevention in October last year and amalgamated 
existing crime prevention structures and funding programs, including the Safer WA unit and the Graffiti 
Program, into it.   

Dr Gallop said the review was long overdue. 

“Safer WA has not been reviewed since it was established in 1998 and some of the funding programs, 
like the 10-year-old Community Policing Fund, have never been evaluated.   

That is what it is all about: the community policing fund.  The police budget was eroded by approximately six 
per cent in the last financial year.  This Government says that it is increasing the police budget for the next 
financial year.  The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Western Australia recently spoke about the problems 
he experiences with young people in the courts.  The importance of the Safer WA program is what it brings to 
our youth.  It is an important program for combating crime, maintaining law and order, preventing youth suicide 
and protecting our elderly.  Its special focus is on early intervention.  Crime impacts on each and every member 
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of our community, from victims to perpetrators, children to the elderly and individuals to society as a whole.  It 
costs us financially through prosecution, punishment, property damage and policing.  It also costs us in a social 
sense.  I was pleased to learn that Safer WA was an initiative of the former Liberal Government.  It was 
established in 1998 to provide local solutions to local problems.  This is particularly important for my area.  I 
will refer to a police officer at our local school who has had some difficulty accessing funding for community 
policing now that Safer WA has been subsumed into the Office of Crime Prevention.  Safer WA was intended to 
provide a whole-of-government approach to crime at the community level, and involved the coordination of the 
Department of Housing and Works, the Department of Justice, the Department for Community Development, the 
Department of Local Government and Regional Development, the Police Service and the Department of 
Education.  

Mr Hyde interjected. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  The member for Perth has his opportunity to speak for his electorate.  I am speaking for 
mine.   

Mr Hyde:  You are wrong.  Safer WA still exists.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  In a minute I will read the member some letters.  He should suck his dummy and be 
patient.  The services established by Safer WA are innumerable and include the community policing fund, the 
Safer WA fund, the state government crime prevention strategy and the Safer WA community security program.  
They range from truancy programs to self-defence lessons for senior citizens.  These programs address all facets 
of crime, both prevention and treatment, and have a special focus on early intervention.  The Liberal Party 
considers early intervention to be the cornerstone of the law and order policy in Western Australia.  That is being 
eroded by this Government and its actions in subsuming Safer WA within the Office of Crime Prevention.  Early 
intervention is a cornerstone because it identifies at-risk youths and provides stable support to people at a young 
age.  Safer WA has demonstrated how it is possible to divert those youths from crime and into more positive 
channels such as sports and drama.  It is important for the local school-based police officer in my electorate.  
Other early intervention programs such as parenting and family help line schemes for at-risk youths and sporting 
programs for juvenile offenders all help break the cycle of crime.  The coalition Government believed that youth 
should be given the best possible opportunity and be encouraged to do their best.  High self-esteem and positive 
reinforcement often mean that the risk of youths becoming involved in crime is reduced.  

I do not have to remind members that many young people are drawn into crime through drugs.  Drug abuse is 
one of the greatest blights on our society.  This Government should be putting every effort it can into helping 
youths, particularly those at risk.  Alcohol is the most commonly consumed drug and it is a factor in 77 per cent 
of street offences.  At a recent Safer WA meeting I attended I spoke to an officer who said that most of the 
violent offenders in jail whom he knew had consumed alcohol immediately before an incident.  

The coalition Government believed it was vitally important to act to prevent drug use, and it strongly supported 
the drug-free school and GURD programs, which are aimed at educating youth about drug use.  The coalition 
established about 60 local drug advisory groups.  Safer WA also provided a chance for communities to address 
their specific concerns about drug abuse.  I raise this because I listened with interest to the Premier’s statement 
that he read in Parliament outlining a review of the Office of Crime Prevention.  In October last year Safer WA 
was subsumed into the Office of Crime Prevention.  In his media statement of 9 April he said - 

This review is in no way designed to cut funding to crime prevention.   

That is not the case.  I have an example.  We are very fortunate in our electorate to have the services of a school 
police officer at Shenton College.  The college pays for his office, his facsimile, his telephone, his stationery and 
his printing, and local councils provide the car he uses.  This Government pays only his salary, I presume. 

Ms Quirk:  He will not be there for much longer. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  Why is that?  Is the member for Girrawheen threatening him? 

Ms Quirk:  No.  

Ms SUE WALKER:  What is the member for Girrawheen saying? 

Ms Quirk:  If you knew what you were talking about you would know that a new superintendent has been 
appointed to crime prevention, and there is a new strategy on school-based policing. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  The member should go back to her games.  
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That officer has implemented some wonderful programs in the Nedlands and Cottesloe electorates.  Recently he 
made an application to the Government for $1 900 for a program called Shenton Challenge for youth at risk in 
the local area.  We should bear in mind that the local council pays for the car and the school pays for everything 
else in relation to his job.  The $1 900 was, I believe, to run a three-day program over three terms and involved 
the use of a bus.  The children came from broken families, had school problems and were at risk of offending.  In 
all the time he has been applying for grants through the community policing fund he has not had one rejection or 
been provided with a lesser amount than he sought.  On this occasion, Officer Steel presented a submission to 
Safer WA, which approved it and sent it off to the local crime prevention office for approval. 

Mr Hyde:  You cannot get it right. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  The member for Perth should listen. 

Mr Hyde:  Safer WA did not have the power to approve.   

Ms SUE WALKER:  Safer WA sent it away for approval.  The member for Perth should listen. 

He has not had a knock-back before, but what happened this time?  For the first time he will get only a third of 
the amount he sought.  The kids have to pay $100 if they want to attend the program.  It is impossible for some 
of the single parents involved to pay that $100.  Our kids at risk are being cut off at the knees.  It is despicable of 
this Government to do that.  A letter from the Premier dated 24 April reads -  

Dear First Class Constable Steel  

OFFICE OF CRIME PREVENTION; COMMUNITY POLICING FUND  

I am pleased to be informed that you have been approved a Community Policing Fund grant for the 
amount of $640 for three months.  

He applied for $1 900 - 

I wish you every success with the “Shenton Challenge”. 

Initiatives like the “Shenton Challenge” that work to address crime and its causes in the community are 
to be commended.  Reducing and preventing crime is a priority for this Government and we have set up 
a dedicated office for that task.  

The Office of Crime Prevention is currently working to develop and implement a State Crime 
Prevention Strategy as the first step in a long-term plan to make our communities safer. 

Safer WA is already successful.  Constable Steel then received a letter dated 24 April.  The first letter was from 
the Premier congratulating him on his success in acquiring $640.  The Premier obviously did not know that 
Constable Steel had applied for $1 900.  A letter from the grants officer at the Department of the Premier and 
Cabinet reads - 

Dear First Class Constable Steel 

I am writing to you with reference to the approval of ‘Shenton Challenge’ for the reduced amount of 
$640 from the Community Policing Grant Fund. 

This amount was reduced from your original submission of $1920, as the Safer WA Finance Sub-
Committee will fund one term of this project to the value of $640.  This funding will be provided on the 
proviso that it is ‘one-off’ funding and the Department of Education should be approached to fund the 
remaining terms. 

He also received a letter dated 2 May from Edmund Dermer, the member for the North Metropolitan Region, 
which reads - 

Dear Constable Steel 

I was pleased to receive advice from the office of the Premier . . . that your application for a 
Community Police Funding grant has been successful.  

I wish the “Shenton Challenge” every success.  

The officer asked for $1 900 and got $640.  That is this Government’s attitude to our youth at risk.  Safer WA 
was subsumed by the Office of Crime Prevention so that the Government could gain control of the community 
policing fund.  The Government is now using it and cutting programs to our youths at risk.  When crime in this 
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State escalates, it will be because this Government did not provide the necessary funds.  It is truly despicable of 
this Government not to provide funding. 

Mr Omodei interjected. 

Ms SUE WALKER:  The member for Warren-Blackwood is dead right.  The college is saving this Government 
money by providing the office and everything that the police officer needs.  The arrangement has worked well 
and it has implemented fabulous programs in the area.   

This Government said it would increase funding for health, law and order, and education.  However, it is taking 
away millions of dollars through the backdoor from the people of this State by denying them access to the 
community policing fund in the normal way.  I will work hard in my electorate to expose this Government for 
what it really is.  

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Johnson. 

House adjourned at 11.58 pm 

__________ 
 


