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FIONA STANLEY HOSPITAL CONSTRUCTION ACCOUNT BILL 2007 
Second Reading 

Resumed from 14 June. 

[Quorum formed.] 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Order!  Apparently a member walked into the chamber and, 
realising a quorum was being called, walked out.  Once a member walks into the chamber he must wait until the 
quorum is formed.  We will find out who that member was.  I am not quite sure who it was. 

MR T.R. SPRIGG (Murdoch) [1.12 pm]:  The Fiona Stanley Hospital will be located in the heart of the 
Murdoch electorate, for which everyone in the area is very thankful.  There was some consternation when the 
Reid report came out and referred to the proposed location of the Fiona Stanley Hospital.  There was a chance 
that it would be further south, in the Cockburn area.  It is terrific that the hospital will be located very close to the 
St John of God hospital in Murdoch.  Certainly, the economies of scale and all the things that can happen with a 
hospital precinct will be beneficial to the area.  The people of Murdoch and the southern suburbs are very 
grateful that the hospital will be located where it is. 

However, I wish to raise some issues, particularly concerning the announcements about the hospital and the 
number of beds it is to have.  I know that the member for Alfred Cove will raise some of these matters as well.  
On 17 May 2005 the Minister for Health answered a question from the member for Dawesville.  He stated that 
$420 million had been allocated for the construction of the hospital, and it was to have 591 beds by 2010-11.  On 
21 September 2005 the Minister for Health announced an opening by 2011 with 610 beds, which would increase 
to 1 058 beds by 2015.  The latest announcement was in April 2007, which was only a couple of months ago.  It 
was that the hospital was due for completion in 2012 and would open in 2013.  The estimated bed number is 643 
and the building of stage 1 will commence in September 2008.  There are certainly mixed messages coming out 
about the number of beds that will be available.  We hold the government to account to the original 
announcement made in May 2005 that there would be 591 beds by 2010-11.  It is unacceptable that the minister 
is now saying that the opening will be in 2013 after completion in 2012. 

There is an issue regarding access to the Fiona Stanley Hospital, particularly from the south.  The hospital will 
service people from the southern suburbs and include people south of the electorate of Murdoch.  There is no 
easy access from the south to the hospital.  The problem is that Roe Highway - the magnificent road from 
Midland to the freeway - does not go past Kwinana Freeway.  We are calling on the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure to change the plans immediately and make sure that she builds Roe Highway stage 7A - we will 
call it that rather than stage 8 - through to Stock Road and meet Murdoch Drive so that access to Fiona Stanley 
Hospital will be available to people in the southern suburbs. 

The way the hospital is being funded is amazing.  The bill will quarantine $1.09 billion from budget surpluses.  I 
make the point that in last year’s budget there was something like $700 million for the Fiona Stanley Hospital.  I 
make the further point to the Treasurer that that money might be used for a new sports stadium because the 
money will not be needed.  There will be no need to budget for the hospital twice.  The money that was 
originally budgeted for the Fiona Stanley Hospital can be used for a sports stadium.  That would certainly do a 
lot for sporting infrastructure in this town. 

It is interesting that the hospital is being funded in this manner.  Other members have mentioned that it is a bit 
strange because hospitals and other major infrastructure are usually funded through debt.  In some ways that is 
exactly what is happening here.  It is being funded by every Western Australian who has contributed taxes over 
the past few years.  As such, it is being funded by debt that has been created for every Western Australian 
taxpayer.  People should certainly understand that. 

People of the electorate of Murdoch and the southern suburbs are very keen on the hospital being built where it 
is but they have some concerns about the construction phase.  Those concerns are based on what has been 
happening with the southern suburbs railway being built through the electorate as well as the building of Roe 
Highway stage 7, in particular.  Their concerns, as expressed to me, are the involvement of the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure.  Let us analyse what has happened with the southern suburbs railway.  Let us hope 
that these sorts of things do not happen with the construction of the Fiona Stanley Hospital. 

Mr D.A. Templeman:  You have never supported the southern suburbs railway. 

Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  We certainly support it, member. 

Mr D.A. Templeman:  You have never supported that program. 

Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  The southern suburbs railway is two years late.  The minister has sat here many times and 
said that it will be built - 
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Mr M.P. Murray:  You shut down the Fremantle line! 

Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  The member’s constituents will never use it and neither will his colleague’s! 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  The minister has sat here many times and said that the railway will come in on time and on 
budget.  It has come in $500 million over budget and two years too late.  We do not want the same thing to 
happen to the Fiona Stanley Hospital. 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members!  I know that the Minister for the Environment has a theatrical 
background but he should keep it to himself so that we can hear the member who has the courage to get on his 
feet to speak.  He needs a bit of protection. 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, member for Collie-Wellington!  I hope that the member is the acting Whip. 

Mr M.P. Murray:  I am the acting Whip. 

Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.  The residents - 

Mr M.P. Murray interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order!  I call the member for Collie-Wellington to order for the first time.   

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  The residents of the electorate of Murdoch and the southern suburbs do not want the delays 
and the explosion in costs that arose with the construction of the southern suburbs railway to arise with the 
construction of Fiona Stanley Hospital.  The taxpayers of Western Australia cannot afford that.  The opposition 
certainly does not want that to happen. 

Interestingly, members have had some discussions about when the railway will be completed and when the trains 
will start running to Mandurah.  Some 12 months ago, I had a small wager with the member for Riverton, who 
suggested that the trains would be up and running by about April this year.  As a result of that small wager, the 
Riverton scouts will benefit by $100.  The member for Riverton got pretty upbeat and thought the railway would 
be completed, so he doubled the bet.  It was only $50 originally, but he doubled it.  The Riverton scouts will 
benefit from the $100 donation of the member for Riverton because the trains will not be running when the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure suggested they would be. 

When major infrastructure is constructed, some people will always be put out a bit, there will be a loss of living 
amenity and so on.  That has certainly happened with the construction of the southern suburbs railway and Roe 
Highway stage 7 in my electorate.  My constituents are very disappointed that they have been subjected to a 
sustained loss of living amenity during the construction phase.  They were doubly disappointed when the 
minister said in this place that she felt for them and understood that people were being disadvantaged and that 
the government would move heaven and earth to fix that.  Nothing has happened for Vanessa Baetsen and Jenny 
Croucher, who live in my electorate.  Their homes have been damaged by -  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  I thought the member was talking about Fiona Stanley Hospital. 

Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  I am talking about construction in the area and I am relating it to Fiona Stanley Hospital, 
but I take your point, Mr Acting Speaker. 

Their homes have been damaged by the construction.  If residents are disadvantaged by the construction of Fiona 
Stanley Hospital, I want to ensure that it is not blamed on the contractors and that residents are not shoved from 
pillar to post and arrogantly told that they will be able to sell their property when the area is rezoned, that they 
will make plenty of money and so on. 

One of the issues with the location of Fiona Stanley Hospital is the traffic problems in the area, particularly on 
Leach Highway and South Street.  This traffic will affect the hospital dramatically.  I have already said that the 
opposition is calling on the government to extend Roe Highway stage 7 through to Stock Road and incorporate 
Murdoch Drive so that there is access to Fiona Stanley Hospital.  The traffic on Leach Highway and South Street 
is horrific.  I would hate it if an ambulance could not get to the hospital in an emergency because there was no 
access.  It is a big problem that must be addressed. 
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Prior to the previous election, the member for Riverton and the former Premier made promises about getting 
trucks off Leach Highway and South Street.  That has not happened.  That election promise has been broken - 
one of the many election promises that have been broken by this government since it came to power.  There are 
issues with Fiona Stanley Hospital.  The people of the southern suburbs definitely want the hospital.  However, 
they do not want the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure involved in its construction and, hopefully, that 
will not happen. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr T.R. SPRIGG:  If that happens, we will have the influence of the notorious Brian Burke and Julian Grill.  
Do we want them to have influence over the construction of Fiona Stanley Hospital?  I suspect that the Premier 
will have a cabinet reshuffle at some stage.  I think the people of Murdoch and the southern suburbs would be 
quite happy if the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure perhaps became the minister for broomsticks.  That 
would remove her from the action and perhaps the hospital could be built and we could move on.  
Notwithstanding that, the people of the southern suburbs want Fiona Stanley Hospital to be built.  They want the 
600 beds that were promised by the Minister for Health back on 17 May 2005 and they want those beds to be 
open by 2010-11, as has been suggested.  We on this side will not oppose the Fiona Stanley Hospital 
Construction Account Bill 2007, but we do not agree with the method of funding the construction of the hospital.  
Every Western Australian is funding the construction of this hospital through paying taxes.  However, the people 
of the electorate of Murdoch certainly look forward to its construction and to the hospital being up and running 
in 2010. 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [1.25 pm]:  When the Fiona Stanley Hospital Construction Account Bill 
2007 was foreshadowed in this house, I had hoped that I would be able to congratulate the government for it.  
Unfortunately, I cannot.  The government, through this bill, has been caught out on several occasions misleading 
Parliament about this hospital.  I would like to go through some of those occasions so that they are on the record.  
I am disappointed that only three government members are in the chamber at this time.  The government gave a 
commitment to the community in the south metropolitan region that it would construct a tertiary hospital with 
1 000 beds.  On 28 April 2005 in this house the Minister for Health stated -  

The flagship of the new-look health system in Western Australia will be the Fiona Stanley hospital.  In 
10 years it will be a 1 000-bed hospital. 

Every member of the government who was here at that time would have heard the minister state that.  In May 
2005 the minister said -  

We will make sure that Fiona Stanley hospital, which is destined to have a little short of 1 000 beds in 
10 years, will meet those needs, . . .  

He was talking about the Reid report, which identified the needs for the southern sector, and how Fiona Stanley 
Hospital would meet those needs with 1 000 beds.  In June the minister said -  

The work we have done on demand indicates that Fiona Stanley hospital will, by 2015, be marginally 
short of 1 000 public sector beds, . . .  

That was the message.  In September 2005 the minister said -  

The facility will open as a 600-bed facility in 2011 and will be upgraded to a 1 000-bed facility in 
2015-16. 

In November 2005 the Minister for Health said -  

Our plan is to have a 1 000-bed hospital in Murdoch, and the opposition will not do it. 

Is that not interesting?  I have an amendment on the notice paper that will ensure that the government fulfils the 
promise it made to the community to build a 1 000-bed hospital.  It is quite the opposite.  The opposition has said 
that it will support the amendment.  It supports a 1 000-bed hospital.  Government backbenchers have heard this 
promise, yet they are sitting there and are not ensuring that the government keeps a promise that it made to the 
community.  That is why I am so disappointed with the government.  Many members of the community are also 
very disappointed with the government.  Backbenchers should be saying to the Minister for Health, “We heard 
all those promises; we can read them in Hansard.  Why are you now doing a backflip?  Why are you now not 
fulfilling the promise you have made time and again in this house in relation to building the hospital in the 
southern suburbs?”  In 2006 the Minister for Health stated - 

It has been determined by all the appropriate studies and expert advice that a 1 100-bed hospital - the 
Fiona Stanley hospital, the flagship of our public health system - is needed to properly service the needs 
of people living south of the river. 
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The numbers go up and down, but 1 000 beds seems to be set.  That is the number that has emerged most 
frequently.  Sometimes the number is greater.  Again, in answer to a question in October 2006, the Minister for 
Health stated - 

Fiona Stanley Hospital is planned to increase to 1 000-bed capacity by 2016-2017. 

In May 2005, the minister first of all said that the total number of beds would be 643, to be delivered at the end 
of 2012.  Later, in answer to another question, he stated - 

We will make sure that Fiona Stanley hospital, which is destined to have a little short of 1 000 beds in 
10 years, will meet those needs . . .  

That is why I believe that the minister has misled Parliament.  I do not see how anyone in this Parliament can 
disagree with that, because time and again in answer to questions, during budget estimates and on numerous 
other occasions, the minister has held up the number of 1 000 beds.  It is a broken promise.  He has misled the 
Parliament.  He has misled not only the Parliament but also the community with the promises in his media 
releases.  I will read from one of those media releases from 2005.  It states - 

. . . the Fiona Stanley Hospital would become the centre for treatment of major trauma, burns and heart 
and lung transplants when it opened in 2011. 
. . .  
When it opens its doors in 2011, the Fiona Stanley Hospital will boast 610 beds which will increase to 
1,058 beds by 2015. 

The minister went on to explain about the Reid report in the same press release as follows - 
“The framework is based upon the Health Reform Committee (Reid) Report and will guide the future 
direction of health services in this State for the next 15 years,” . . .  

The government made a promise to the community, and the community accepted the government’s assurance.  
The minister recognised that people who live in the south metropolitan area have for decades had a secondary 
level healthcare service.  They have not had the tertiary healthcare services enjoyed by people in the north 
metropolitan area.  The government made a promise.  Mr Acting Speaker (Mr P.B. Watson), in 2001, when you 
and I were elected, the government made a promise that it would fix up the health system.  It took a couple of 
years for the Reid report to be completed and tabled.  However, after the Reid report appeared, a firm 
commitment was made by the government to the community and to Parliament.  Government members in this 
place should be hanging their heads in shame.  This bill refers to stage 1 and 643 beds, but then it closes off the 
account.  It does nothing to give any hope whatsoever that the government has been honest.  It has said that it 
will build a tertiary hospital that will adequately meet the needs of people living in the southern suburbs.  The 
government has said this in not only Hansard, but also media releases.  The Australian Labor Party election 
policy platform for 2005 made a commitment that the Gallop government would provide 600 beds and increase 
the number to 1 000 beds.  The promise was made by the Labor Party.  During the election campaign in 2005, 
the minister said in the house on numerous occasions that the staff at Fremantle Hospital were right behind the 
Labor Party.  The medical staff in fact placed advertisements in the newspaper supporting the government 
because of its promise to build a hospital and provide services that would meet the community’s needs.  It is 
there in all the promises.   

Now we have a bill that is really smoke and mirrors.  What is the point of this bill?  It does not do what the 
government said it would do.  It makes no guarantee whatsoever that the government will fulfil its promise and 
that the Fiona Stanley Hospital will have the promised 1 000 beds.  It is a bill to establish a special account 
called the Fiona Stanley Hospital construction account.  I thank the Treasurer for allowing me to meet with his 
counsel and advisers to discuss this bill.  We looked at ways in which the bill could be modified to provide an 
assurance to the community that the government would fulfil its promise to build a 1 000-bed hospital.  
However, the bill does not provide that assurance.  The bill’s definition of the term “establishment” refers to the 
installation of fixtures, fittings and equipment.  However, the only reference that the minister has made to the 
hospital in this place centred on the provision of 643 beds.  Clause 4(4) states - 

The money standing to the credit of the Account may be applied . . .  

That is another question I have about this bill.  Why are the words “may be applied” used?  Clause 6(1) states - 

When the Treasurer is satisfied that the construction and establishment of the Fiona Stanley Hospital 
have been completed . . .  

The establishment and construction will be completed when there is a hospital with 643 beds.  That is why I 
asked the government to look at including a definition of the term “completion” to specify the completion of 
phase 1 and phase 2.  The government said that it was not willing to make a commitment to funding outside the 
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current budget cycle.  However, all those statements that I have just read out, which were made in Parliament 
and recorded in Hansard and given to the community, do not refer to things within one parliamentary budget life 
cycle.  They were promises that a hospital with 1 000 beds would be built by 2015.  The fact that the government 
is now saying that it does not want to tie down future governments means that when it makes a promise during 
the next election campaign, people will rightly be able to say that it does not keep its promises.  They are false 
promises; it is smoke and mirrors.  The government can make promises only about what it will deliver during its 
next four-year term, should it win the election, because we know from promises that the government has made in 
the past that it is not willing to plan beyond that four-year term.  That is why this government will not accept the 
amendment to clause 3 that I will move when we are in consideration in detail.  With the amendment, clause 3 
will read -  

“establishment” includes the provision or installation of finishes, fixtures, fittings and equipment 
including the installation of 1 000 beds;   

Even with that amendment, the government does not have to commit to the actual funding; however, it puts on 
record this government’s commitment to fulfilling the promise that it made to the community.   

I congratulate the Liberal Party.  This was a key issue in the 2005 election, and many government members won 
extra votes because of the promise about this hospital that was given to the community.  Members whose 
electorates are affected by this include the member for Willagee, the Premier; the member for Riverton; the 
member for Cockburn; the member for Mandurah; the member for Peel - there are many members.  However, I 
mention at this time the Labor Party members whose constituents believed that this government would fulfil its 
promise.  In not accepting my amendment, this government will badly let down the community. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  This shows that this Premier and government will not look after the health interests of 
people who live south of the river.  I have mentioned the promises about the bed numbers.  The member for 
Murdoch talked about the funding.  The hospital was initially to be operational at a cost of $420 million, and 
then there were two additional injections of funding, with $320 million provided in September 2005 and 
$350 million in December 2006.  The government puts out media releases about what it will do, but it is all in 
the never-never.   

This bill gives the government an opportunity to assure the community about the promises it made in 2005.  It 
can say that, yes, it is late delivering on those promises but it will fulfil them.  However, the government is 
refusing to take that opportunity.  As I said, the member for Dawesville said that the Liberal Party would support 
my amendment and I am pleased about that.  I will certainly, with my local community, be congratulating the 
Liberal Party.   

The final decision on this bill will not be made before question time today; it will be made later today or 
tomorrow.  I hope that members in this house lobby the Treasurer and the Minister for Health about this bill.  I 
think that the main problem lies with the Minister for Health because he is the person who made the commitment 
to the community and repeated that in the Parliament.  The Treasurer’s advisers were very helpful with an 
amendment that would mean that stage 2 is completed, but the Minister for Health has basically blocked that 
amendment.  I can assure members that during the recess I will meet with people in the south metropolitan area 
and tell them how disgraceful it is that this government will not keep the promises that it made to the 
community.  

In particular, I will meet with the medical staff at Fremantle Hospital.  How many times has the Minister for 
Health talked about his conversation with Peter Kennedy, during which Peter Kennedy said that it was the first 
time that doctors had come out and supported the Labor Party?  There is a lesson in there for those doctors, is 
there not?  The lesson is that people cannot trust Labor to fulfil its promises.  It made a promise, but it is not 
willing to commit to fulfilling that promise.  It is willing only to commit funds during its current term.  In the 
future, we will know that any promise the government makes that goes past the next term is an empty promise. 

Mr E.S. Ripper:  There is a simple solution to that: re-elect the government and then we are into that following 
term and can deliver on the promise.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I know the Treasurer works very hard in the government and I have not come across 
him personally breaking any promises; I know of no false statements in relation to this hospital - 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Order, member for Vasse!  People cannot simply walk in front 
of the member when he or she is speaking.  Members can ask the Speaker for permission, but they should not 
barge across.  I know the member for Vasse was trying to get his theatrics across, but he forgot the courtesy. 
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Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.  I know the Treasurer has not objected.  I met with his 
staff, who were very helpful and accepted that the government had made this promise.  The Treasurer’s staff 
even looked at what clauses could go into this bill.  Therefore, I do not believe that the Treasurer has meant to 
break a promise that was made by his government to the community.  However, what can I say to the community 
now?  What can I say to the people who have been on waiting lists or who have experienced medical 
emergencies?  We know that over the past two decades, many people have died because there have not been 
adequate services south of the river.  They have had to be transferred north of the river to get the tertiary-level 
care that is needed in emergencies.  We know that that is a fact.  We know that when this government made the 
promise to build the hospital, it was a sign to the community that such a situation would not continue; that this 
government would fix the problem.  However, the government is failing to say that it will provide the full range 
services south of the river.  I wonder where the 400 beds that seem to have slipped off the noticeboard will go.  
What is the government planning for those 400 beds?  I am very disappointed that it will not fulfil its promise to 
the community.  It means that when stage 1 is complete, this bill will expire; therefore, all the health services 
required for the community living in the southern suburbs will not be available.  It will be no different from the 
past one or two decades during which people who live in the southern suburbs have been dying.  They have been 
placed under much greater hardship because of the extra time it has taken for them to get to hospital in an 
emergency for some services when the ambulances have had to travel north of the river.  They have had to face 
extra travel time when they have gone to visit their relatives.  

The member for Murdoch said how wonderful it would be that the hospital would be in his electorate.  That 
electorate was chosen because of the new southern rail line and ease of transport.  We have heard wonderful 
stories about how the hospital would be built there to service the needs of the people in the southern sector, but 
this bill does not do that.  What will happen when the 643 beds have been established?  The bill states -  

When the Treasurer is satisfied that the construction and establishment of the Fiona Stanley Hospital 
have been completed, the Treasurer is to direct that any money standing to the credit of the Account be 
credited to the Consolidated Account.  

It will not be rolled over into stage 2; it will not be rolled over to meet the promise that this government made, 
both to this Parliament and to the community.  It will go back into the consolidated account.  The steps following 
that process lead to the expiration of the act.  This act does not guarantee that a hospital will be built by the 
completion date.  While the date has been put back time and again, the cost of it has increased more and more.  
What has the Minister for Health been doing?  This comes down to the fact that the government has given the 
member for Fremantle the portfolios of Attorney General and Health.  His promise to the community will not be 
met because he is responsible for the two portfolios.  He has not been serious about solving the health needs of 
the community.  That is why our health system is in such a crisis - and it is in a crisis now.  Constituents come to 
see me, as I am sure they go to see you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr P.B. Watson), to complain about waiting lists, 
about when they get to hospital and about where they are placed in hospital.  There is a big problem with our 
health care services.  

When this government came on board in 2001, it was going to fix up health.  We waited three years and were 
then promised that it would be fixed up with the building of a brand-new hospital in the southern area.  It is now 
six years down the track and what is happening?  We are hearing more empty promises.  People believed this 
government.  They thought this government was honest and genuine and that it would do something to ensure 
that the secondary level of care that people have received in the southern suburbs for the past two decades would 
change.  This bill will not do that.  It is just another instance of the government pretending to do something.  The 
minister made another statement today about how planning and development of the new hospital is well 
underway.  What garbage!  In 2005, we were promised that things would get moving.  This is now June 2007 
and the minister is saying that planning and development is well underway.  However, it is well underway for 
only phase 1.  My concern about the announcement to the house today is that if this bill is looking only at 
phase 1, how much more will this project cost the community down the track?  Even though this government is 
no longer committed to building a 1 000-bed hospital, fortunately the Liberal government has put it on record 
that it will ensure that there are proper health services in the southern sector. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Do you believe them?   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I do.  Is the member for Vasse going to fulfil that promise?   

Mr T. Buswell:  Absolutely.  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Is the Leader of the Opposition going to fulfil that promise? 

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Of course I am.  
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Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  We heard it from the Leader of the Opposition.  Is the member for Hillarys going to 
fulfil the promise that, if his government is re-elected at the next election, he will support the establishment of 
1 000 beds at the Fiona Stanley Hospital?   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I would certainly support -  

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [1.59 pm]:  In the few moments left before question time I would like to comment on 
an area that perhaps is not my forte; that is, the issue of the financial management -  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson):  Order, member for Bassendean!   

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I will touch later on the issues of hospitals and whether building a super-large hospital on 
one site is the best spend of taxpayers’ dollars for delivering health to all Western Australians.  

The ACTING SPEAKER:  If members want to have a meeting, they should please have it outside.  

Dr G.G. JACOBS:  I will cite a personal analogy: if - I mean if - I had lots of money in my personal bank 
account, would I create a special account for a particular project?  Yes, I might, although I would not have to 
because I had plenty of surplus in my already existing account.  Even if I saw the need to create, if we like, a 
special account and I was the government, would I need to legislate to create a special, in this case, hospital 
account?  I have been thinking about that over the time I have been preparing to make these few comments.  I 
cannot for the life of me see why, with the government’s surplus budget, it wants to create a special account; 
more particularly, I cannot see why it is legislating for one.  Clause 4 in this Fiona Stanley Hospital Construction 
Account Bill refers to the Financial Management Act 2006.  Section 10 of that act refers to the Treasurer’s 
special purpose account.  The Treasurer’s special purpose account is only one of the accounts in the public 
ledger.  As I said, this is not my forte but I can read.  Under the accounts public ledger there are three areas, 
globally, for money in the Treasury.  One is the consolidated account; the other is the Treasurer’s advance 
account, and the third is the Treasurer’s special purpose account.  Section 7(c) under “Public Ledger” of the 
Financial Management Act 2006, already contains provision for the Treasurer’s special purpose account.  

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3451.]  
 


