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COUNTRY HEALTH SERVICES — COMMENTS BY CHRISTINE O’FARRELL 
Standing Orders Suspension — Motion 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin — Leader of the National Party) [3.06 pm]: — without notice: I move — 
That so much of standing orders be suspended as will allow the following motion to be debated 
forthwith — 

That this house calls on the Minister for Health to reassure country people that they are not 
endangered by the parlous state of country health services, which have been publicly described 
in The West Australian of 26 March by Christine O’Farrell, former chief executive of the WA 
Country Health Service, as “blatantly bloody unsafe” and suffering “ongoing relentless chronic 
neglect” due to the “metrocentric attitudes” of bureaucrats. 

In moving this suspension of standing orders, the National Party considers it very important for the Minister for 
Health to be given the chance to place on public record his response to the claims made by Christine O’Farrell. 
For five years as chief executive officer, Christine O’Farrell was the public face of the government’s health 
reform program in regional Western Australia. She travelled to almost every country town in areas represented 
by the National Party and other country electorates, explaining the benefits of the government’s health reform 
program to the people of those areas. Country people find it shocking that Christine O’Farrell, having left the 
bureaucracy, is now willing to place on the public record the chronic state of country health services, through the 
article that appeared last week in The West Australian. During question time today I asked the Minister for 
Health to address those issues. The minister elaborated on the bricks and mortar that the government and the 
Department of Health are putting in place throughout the regions. However, it is about more than bricks and 
mortar; it is about the issues raised by Christine O’Farrell, by countless members of the National Party and the 
Liberal Party and, I suspect, by backbenchers within the Labor Party. It is about the transport system that 
supports country patients; service delivery in smaller country hospitals; rosters for the nurses and doctors we do 
not seem able to attract and retain; and issues with the Royal Flying Doctor Service, which cannot get to the 
accidents that are occurring in regional Western Australia, and which cannot meet its own benchmark 
community response times.  
For the benefit of members in deciding whether to support the suspension of standing orders, I will refer to some 
of the comments made by Christine O’Farrell. Hopefully we can get some support, especially from country 
members of Parliament, to allow the Minister for Health to make some comments about Christine O’Farrell’s 
statements, and to reassure country people. The article in The West Australian reads in part — 

“You still have to provide a responsive medical emergency system out there for country people and it’s 
not just there all the time anymore,” she said. “In some areas, it is becoming blatantly bloody unsafe.”  

The article also states — 

Chronic neglect, a failure to plan for staff shortages and the mining boom have left parts of rural WA 
with unsafe health care, a former head of the Health Department’s country service says.  

It is not only Christine O’Farrell who has spoken out. In the same article, Dr Scott Teasdale, who has worked at 
the Nickol Bay Hospital in Karratha for 11 years, says — 

. . . the shortfalls had resulted in poorer health prospects for country patients and were causing high staff 
turnover in the mining sector because workers with young families were reluctant to settle in towns 
where specialist services were not assured.  

The standard now if you have a heart attack in the city is you get an angiogram within 90 minutes. Now 
I can’t even get a plane here by Royal Flying Doctor Service within nine hours, so my heart patients 
automatically are going to do far worse than any city patient.  

This issue is not only about Christine O’Farrell’s comments; it is also about doctors working in the country 
health system. It is about much more than just the bricks and mortar that the minister outlined in his answer to 
my question today. The feature in The West Australian last Wednesday sent shockwaves through regional 
Western Australia. Issues that the National Party has put on the agenda over the past five years seem now to be 
supported by Christine O’Farrell, the former boss of country health. It is very important that this motion to 
suspend standing orders be supported to allow the minister to debate the issue in Parliament today so that both 
National and Labor Party members can go back to the regions with some answers from Jim McGinty about why 
Christine O’Farrell has made these statements; why someone who has defended country health for five years 
while she was a bureaucrat would suddenly change her mind now that she is out. It sends a very clear message 
that when people are working within the system they protect it and do not say what is really happening, and 
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when they are out of the system they are quite happy to put on the table exactly what the problems are. Christine 
O’Farrell, ex-chief executive of country health, has commented publicly that, as a whole, country people have 
suffered dearly from not only predicted work shortages but also ongoing, relentless chronic neglect. If that is not 
a reason to support the motion to suspend standing orders to allow the health minister of the day to address the 
issues outlined by Mrs O’Farrell, I do not know what is. I call on country members of the Labor Party to put this 
issue high on the agenda and support the motion to suspend standing orders so that the debate on country health 
can be addressed with some commonsense and reality.  
MR T.K. WALDRON (Wagin — Deputy Leader of the National Party) [3.11 pm]: I strongly support this 
motion to suspend standing orders. It is imperative that we do that today so that we can debate a serious and 
critical issue in country health in WA. Christine O’Farrell, as head of country health for the past five or so years 
and a person involved in health services for 40-odd years, knows what is happening. Her decision to speak 
publicly via the press highlights the fact that country health services have some real problems. Therefore, the 
people in the community need to hear some satisfactory answers straightaway because we are talking about 
people’s lives and their health and wellbeing. Mrs O’Farrell’s comments are frightening. When people read that 
it is becoming “blatantly bloody unsafe” in some areas and they live in those areas, they start to worry. We 
should debate this issue today because last night I was at a function in Katanning and people spoke to me about 
this very issue because they had read about it. When they asked me what was going on, I said that we needed to 
find out and that the minister must come clean on the issue today. These people are a long distance from health 
facilities, which they know are run down. We in the National Party have been arguing these points in this 
Parliament for the past seven years I have been a member, particularly the past three or four years, during which 
the problems have become even worse. We have highlighted dangers and spoken about dangerous situations in 
Esperance, and I know of dangerous situations in my electorate. Those are the things that are being talked about. 
We need to hear some answers today not just for us as politicians but also for people in the community who have 
read what Christine O’Farrell said, knowing that she has been head of country health. It is not a matter of 
someone writing an article just to have a say. She is concerned; she has seen it. We must therefore suspend 
standing orders to give the Minister for Health the opportunity to make an explanation to the Parliament so that 
we can pass the information on to people who are directly affected by the issues.  
This is a deadly serious issue. When the minister answered the question without notice asked today by the 
member for Merredin, he talked about everything that has been done for country health. Once again, he said 
nothing about the Royal Flying Doctor Service and nothing about the wheatbelt. He referred to some major 
towns, and we acknowledge that hospitals have been built there, but we are not arguing about that. Christine 
O’Farrell’s point is about the lack of services. She actually says that the problems are not about a lack of bricks 
and mortar but about what services are available. She was talking about someone’s baby daughter’s health and 
about someone’s dear old dad’s health. The real issue is about whether they might live or die. Surely this is such 
an important issue that we should debate it here and now and let members from both sides have their say. This is 
an opportunity for the government to have its say. I urge the government to support this motion to suspend 
standing orders so that we can debate this matter for the good of the people of country Western Australia.  
DR K.D. HAMES (Dawesville — Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.15 pm]: We support this motion for 
the suspension of standing orders—even though a bit of notice would have been nice! This is an extremely 
serious issue. I was very disappointed to hear the response from the Minister for Health to the question that was 
asked by the member for Merredin. Christine O’Farrell, the senior bureaucrat who was in charge of the WA 
Country Health Service, has made some amazing comments in the media about how the health system in country 
Western Australia is falling apart. However, all the minister could do in his answer was go on and on about the 
many wonderful things that this government has done in country Western Australia. We have a lot of respect for 
Christine O’Farrell. In all her time in her position, she has always played it straight down the middle. She has 
never shown any political bias. She has always understood that her responsibility as a bureaucrat is to keep 
politics out of the issues that she is dealing with. It is extraordinary that Christine O’Farrell would make these 
comments in the media when she is the person who has been in charge of this area. It is interesting that the 
minister would say that Christine O’Farrell never made any comments when she was in that position. Why 
would a highly respected bureaucrat make no comments whatsoever about the system when she is in charge of it, 
but bag it as soon as she is out of it? To me that suggests only one thing: it suggests that she would have tried to 
go through the proper systems without going public. She would have gone to her boss and then to her boss’s 
boss, and then to the minister, to try to get some momentum for change in country health services. Christine 
O’Farrell now feels the need to say publicly how terrible the country health system is. However, the minister is 
in absolute denial. For those two reasons, we need to debate this matter today. We have heard stories today about 
how women in Karratha cannot have their babies delivered at Nickol Bay Hospital in Karratha but need to drive 
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for two and a half hours to have their babies delivered at Port Hedland Regional Hospital. That is a disgraceful 
situation. We have heard from the member for Esperance — 
Dr G.G. Jacobs: Roe! I have only been here for three years!  
Dr K.D. HAMES: I always think of the member as the member for Esperance! The member for Roe made a 
comment about the pressure that the Royal Flying Doctor Service is under and the delays that it is experiencing 
in getting patients to hospitals. Health services in regional Western Australia are being neglected. The minister 
has talked about the infrastructure that this government has provided. Infrastructure is not worth anything if the 
personnel and the funding are not provided to deliver the services that country people need. We urge the 
government to support this motion for the suspension of standing orders so that we can debate this huge conflict 
between what is being said by the minister and what is being said by this former senior government bureaucrat. 
The sad fact is that we know that the Leader of the House is about to jump to his feet and say that the 
government will not support this motion. In fact, the Minister for Health has already made the comment that the 
house will not debate this matter today and has left the chamber. 
MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta — Leader of the House) [3.18 pm]: This is a motion to suspend standing 
orders so that another motion can be dealt with. Any objective follower of the debate so far would know that 
little or no argument has been put as to why standing orders should be suspended. The provision of country 
health services is an important issue. However, that is not the motion that is before the Chair. As I have already 
indicated, no arguments of any substance have been put as to why we need to suspend standing orders to deal 
with this matter today.  
If the Leader of the National Party were serious about this issue, he would try to mount some arguments about 
why we should suspend standing orders. He totally failed to do so and made no argument whatsoever.  
The first point I make about why we should not suspend standing orders is about the opportunity for a matter of 
public interest today. If the Leader of the National Party were half serious about this matter, he would not try to 
con his constituency by saying that country health is important; he would get his act together and get an MPI in 
by 12 o’clock—three and half hours ago.  

Point of Order 
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The debate is about the suspension of standing orders. If the leader of government 
business wants to debate which day the opposition might choose to have an MPI, we can suspend the standing 
orders and debate that matter if he finds that interesting. Otherwise, he should get back to the issue of the 
suspension of standing orders and try to make a decent contribution for once. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no point of order. I have allowed a little bit of latitude for people making 
their arguments as to why we should or should not suspend standing orders.  

Debate Resumed 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE: Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker. The interjection on the point of order is very much 
on the point before us; that is, there is no substance to this motion to suspend standing orders because if National 
Party members were serious about this matter, they would have taken the opportunity to give notice of an MPI, 
as any member can, by midday. However, at one minute to midday today, this was not an important matter for 
the Leader of the National Party.  
Mr B.J. Grylls: Yes it was. 
Mr J.C. KOBELKE: It was not important to him at all. It was just a stunt to try to suspend standing orders. He 
also has the opportunity to give notice of an MPI tomorrow, if he wishes, or alternatively we would be happy for 
a late notice of motion if the Leader of the National Party wishes to try to do that in private members’ time with 
the assistance of the opposition. I asked the Leader of the Opposition and the manager of opposition business if 
they were happy to have this as an MPI today and they said they were not. This matter is not even important 
enough for the Liberals to want to do an MPI today. In terms of the motion before the house—this goes to the 
importance of the matter and the reason standing orders have to be suspended now—the opposition does not 
support it because it will not allow the MPI time to be done, and three and a half hours ago the National Party 
member who moved the motion did not think it important enough to put it in! A question in question time has 
been answered and members of the National Party can continue to ask questions. 
The other point I wish to make is about the urgency of this issue. Somehow this matter, raised by Christine 
O’Farrell, is suddenly very new. I understand that Christine O’Farrell left that job last year—months ago—and 
that the article the member made reference to in his contribution to the debate was written some days ago; the 
story did not break today. The issue then is how important is this issue in regional and country Western 
Australia? It is unfortunate that the National Party is either too incompetent to get a letter in by 12 o’clock today 
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or it is simply trying to con its constituents by saying it is important when it does not think it is an important 
issue. The Liberal Party does not think it is important. Neither party would bring it on today as a matter of public 
interest when they could have. For those reasons, it is quite inappropriate to suspend standing orders at this time. 

MR G. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [3.23 pm]: It is great to have the parliamentary privilege to be able to 
support this motion to suspend standing orders. I know members in this house appreciate that, at the many 
meetings they go to, a range of issues are brought before them. An issue that is consistently mentioned, and one 
Christine O’Farrell highlights in her article—an article members really should avail themselves of—is fairly 
indicative of the state of health services in much of rural Western Australia. I suggest members get themselves a 
copy of the article because it will perhaps help them to understand where some of us in this place are coming 
from, Madam Acting Speaker. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Madam Deputy Speaker. 
Mr G. WOODHAMS: A range of issues support this motion to suspend standing orders. Many people in this 
house would like to hear the minister’s explanation about why a former chief executive officer of the WA 
Country Health Service is so strident in her criticism of the way that rural health operates in Western Australia—
an area that the minister has had responsibility for. I think it is incumbent on the minister to stand before this 
house and give his response about why Mrs O’Farrell has made these comments. The minister knows—I 
appreciate that he has spent some time in rural Western Australia—about the great distances that many people 
have to travel to get health services. This information is highlighted in Mrs O’Farrell’s article and I am interested 
to hear the minister’s response.  
For the minister’s information, over the weekend I spent time with two doctors in rural Western Australia. One is 
from Japan and the other is from Nigeria. They are working in my electorate because of the need for doctors in 
regional Western Australia. I also spent some time in the town of Morawa on Saturday evening. The Minister for 
Health will be pleased to know that while the community is very impressed with the new facility being built 
there, it is most distressed about the inability of the health service to attract staff. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: We are most interested in the member for Greenough’s travelogue, but I draw the 
member’s attention to the motion before the house, which is about the suspension of standing orders. It would be 
appreciated if the member could bring his comments back to that motion. 
Mr G. WOODHAMS: Thank you for the clarification, Madam Deputy Speaker. 
I would be keen to hear the minister’s explanation of why Mrs O’Farrell has made these comments, because they 
are the core of the motion to suspend standing orders. We believe that an explanation to this house is due. 
MR M.J. COWPER (Murray) [3.26 pm]: I will make a short contribution about why standing orders should be 
suspended. I first met Christine O’Farrell in 1984, when she was matron of Halls Creek District Hospital. At that 
time, Halls Creek District Hospital was inundated with victims of violent assaults, including people who had 
been hit over the head with bottles; young infants who had been interfered with; people who were suffering from 
malnutrition; and all the various ailments that we still see in the health system today, particularly in Aboriginal 
communities. We should suspend standing orders, because when Christine O’Farrell says something, we should 
sit up and listen. Remarks are often made in the papers by various people who are pursuing their own personal 
agendas, but I know that Christine O’Farrell is a genuine, caring person with only one object in mind; that is, to 
look after the people for whom she has responsibility. That was demonstrated to me in Halls Creek in the 1980s. 
She later went to Derby and continued her illustrious career. I was very pleased, when I became a member, to see 
Christine O’Farrell as part of the Department of Health team during budget estimates. Knowing that she was 
there, and the type of person she is and her position of considerable responsibility, if she says that we need to 
have a close look at the issues raised by the Leader of the National Party, we should take that very seriously. I 
support what the member for Dawesville has said—that Mrs O’Farrell does not have a political agenda or any 
motive other than a keen interest in the welfare of the people of Western Australia. That is the basis on which we 
should suspend standing orders and debate this issue as a matter of urgency. 

Question to be Put 
MR F.M. LOGAN (Cockburn — Minister for Energy) [3.29 pm]: We have heard a significant amount of 
debate on this motion. As we have heard in the case of the previous two speakers, members are wandering 
significantly away from the content of the motion. I therefore move — 

That the question be now put. 

Point of Order 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: Madam Deputy Speaker, I do not think that a member can make a speech and then move 
that the question be put. Under standing orders, the member moving that the question be put must move the 
motion immediately; it is not open for the member to make a speech, as the minister did. I ask that you rule that 
motion out of order. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is quite correct; I will uphold that point of order and give the call to the 
member for Stirling.  

Standing Orders Suspension — Motion Resumed 

MR D.T. REDMAN (Stirling) [3.30 pm]: I rise to speak to the motion moved by the Leader of the National 
Party, and to highlight again the reasons for seeking to suspend standing orders. There are two reasons: the first 
is a matter of priority, and the second is a matter of accountability.  

On the matter of priority, two years ago the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure moved a motion to suspend 
standing orders so that the house could debate the conflict between the state and federal governments on the 
issue of the bombs in Albany harbour. We are weighing up the priority of this government in suspending 
standing orders on that occasion against our priority to provide health services for people living in regional 
Western Australia. To say that this is not a priority goes against what this government has done previously in this 
house. 
This is probably the most important issue for Western Australians. It is about the health of their families and 
their kids. We are talking particularly about country health services. This is the earliest opportunity that the 
National Party has had to raise this issue at the highest level; that is, in the Parliament of Western Australia. This 
is the first chance we have had, and that is the reason we have moved to suspend standing orders, which, 
contrary to the minister’s argument, we are allowed to do. Let us make no mistake about that. We are seeking to 
suspend standing orders because we are making this issue a priority, despite what the minister has said. It is 
interesting to note that in his response, the Minister for Health made a clear distinction between the points raised 
by Christine O’Farrell in the notes that she put to The West Australian and his response to the question today. In 
his response to the question today, he spoke about bricks and mortar; he talked about what this government is 
spending on buildings and facilities. Yes, a new hospital is being built in my electorate, and I am very pleased 
about that. There is no doubt that infrastructure is important. However, this is also about doctors and nurses, 
responses to medical issues, and the service that is provided by the Royal Flying Doctor Service, which might 
not mean a lot to people who live in a suburb of Perth, but which means a helluva lot to people who live outside 
the city when they need urgent medical attention. That is the priority issue that we want to raise by suspending 
standing orders. The National Party has regularly raised the issue of country health services in letters, in one-on-
one meetings and deputations to the minister, and in Parliament. Someone has stepped outside the box and raised 
some clear issues that reinforce the points that we have made in the past, and that is why it is important to debate 
this matter today. This is a priority. I put this priority against the matter that the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure raised some two years ago. 
I turn now to accountability. A government bureaucrat who has been released from the shackles of bureaucracy 
has made statements of serious concern about health services in regional communities. That must raise a 
question of accountability. That is why we have a Parliament. That is why we raise issues such as this. It is not 
just about priority; it is about accountability. There is something fishy here. There is no doubt about that when a 
government bureaucrat makes some very serious statements about country health services that reflect the 
concerns that the National Party has raised in this house. This is about priority and accountability. That is why 
we need to suspend standing orders. 
MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie) [3.32 pm]: I, too, support the motion to suspend standing orders so that we can 
deal with the issue of country health services. I support the motion to suspend standing orders so that I can pose 
a question to the Minister for Health that I hope he will be able to answer during that debate. It is a question that 
I have been posing to him now for some three years and it is a question to which I have received no valid answer 
to date. I believe that if we suspend standing orders today, the minister may well take the opportunity to answer 
my question. The question is: what happened to the $40 million for Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital? Members 
might recall that at the last election the Minister for Health rode in on his great white horse and said that if the 
people of Kalgoorlie voted for Labor, he would give them $40 million for a new hospital. However, we cannot 
find out why that $40 million has never materialised. That is why I support the motion to suspend standing 
orders: so that we might get to the bottom of what happened to our $40 million. We are about to go into another 
election and we still have not received the $40 million upgrade to Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital—a promise 
which very nearly won the Labor Party my seat and which was very difficult for me to match at the time. The 
Minister for Health might consider acceding to the National Party’s request to suspend standing orders so that he 
can answer that very simple question. The only answer that I have received from the minister so far is that the 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 1 April 2008] 

 p1507a-1512a 
Mr Brendon Grylls; Mr Terry Waldron; Dr Kim Hames; Mr John Kobelke; Mr Colin Barnett; Deputy Speaker; 

Mr Grant Woodhams; Mr Murray Cowper; Mr Fran Logan; Mr Terry Redman; Mr Matt Birney; Dr Graham 
Jacobs; Mr Jim McGinty; Mr Paul Omodei 

 [6] 

building market is overheated. One assumes that means that the Minister for Health has put the contract out to 
tender but no-one has tendered for it because the building market is overheated. It may well be overheated in the 
minister’s mind, but there are many worthy people who would relish a $40 million government-sponsored 
contract. Why do we not have the debate? Why do we not allow the minister to answer some of those really 
difficult questions to which he gives one or two-line answers when a question is put on notice? 
DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [3.35 pm]: I also support the motion to suspend standing orders. I have delivered 
medical care in the country for more than 25 years, and I think it is very important that we deal with this issue 
today. I say that because country health services are in near crisis. The Leader of the House has said that 
Christine O’Farrell left the Department of Health last year, and the press release was a week or so old and 
therefore we can ignore it, because this is an old issue and the National Party should have raised the matter 
earlier. I suggest to the house that this is the best opportunity to raise the matter. 
I first met Christine O’Farrell when I was president of the Rural Doctors Association of Western Australia. I had 
many discussions with her and found that she was sincerely attempting to deal with country health issues. 
Despite the minister talking about the hospital program, which has many holes in it, one of which the member 
for Kalgoorlie alluded to —  

Point of Order 

Mr J.A. McGINTY: I think you know what I am about to say, Madam Deputy Speaker. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Yes, I do, and I was about to say it myself. The member needs to direct his 
comments to the motion before the house; that is, why we should suspend standing orders. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: The reason we should suspend standing orders is that we have a crisis in health and it should 
be dealt with. Like the member for Kalgoorlie, I will ask the minister what happened to the $13 million that was 
promised for the upgrade of Esperance District Hospital. It is a moveable feast. I come into this place every year 
and find that the goalposts have moved. 

Point of Order 

Mr J.A. McGINTY: Relevance? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I think I have allowed enough latitude for everybody. The member needs to refer to 
the reasons that standing orders should be suspended. 

Debate Resumed 

Dr G.G. JACOBS: Like the member for Kalgoorlie, I would like the opportunity, on behalf of the people of the 
Esperance region and the south east community, to ask: where is the $12 million or $13 million for the upgrade 
of Esperance hospital? I need to know that and the people in the south east community need to know that. For 
that reason, bring it on; let us have this debate because it is a very important issue for country people. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood) [3.38 pm]: I join my colleagues in supporting the motion to suspend 
standing orders. I think it is very important that this matter be debated, not only because of the complaint that has 
been made by the National Party, but also because regional health services are in dire straits right across the 
board. In my electorate of Warren-Blackwood, Augusta Hospital is experiencing difficulties. Beryl Waterson has 
lived in my electorate all her life. She is now in her 90s and is a wonderful matriarch in the community. She is 
very concerned about what is happening with Dr Ravet and with the services at the hospital. The only way that 
we can deal with those matters is to allow a wide-ranging debate in Parliament. What does the government have 
to fear? Sooner or later we will debate this issue. The best way to do that is by suspending standing orders so that 
all members can comment and the minister can then go away and fix the issue.  

If we debate this matter as a matter of public interest, opposition members get a total of half an hour. If we 
debate it during consideration of the Premier’s Statement, we get half an hour at a time when we want to debate 
a range of issues. This motion to suspend standing orders will give the government an opportunity to accede to 
the request of the opposition—that is, National Party, Liberal Party and Independent members—to debate this 
very important issue. The community will then know that the Parliament of Western Australia is discussing this 
issue that is very important to them; that is, health services in regional areas. It is not often that a senior regional 
manager will come out openly and risk her future career. It is a time when the Parliament should respond. The 
National Party has raised the issue. It would inevitably have been raised anyway; therefore, why does the 
minister not allow this matter to be debated?  
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: As this is a motion to suspend standing orders, I will need to satisfy myself that an 
absolute majority is present. If I hear a dissenting voice, I will be required to divide the house. 

Question put. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: As there was a dissenting voice, I will need to divide the house. 

Division taken with the following result — 
Ayes (25) 

Mr C.J. Barnett Mr M.J. Cowper Mr P.D. Omodei Ms S.E. Walker 
Mr D.F. Barron-Sullivan Mr J.H.D. Day Mr D.T. Redman Mr G.A. Woodhams 
Mr M.J. Birney Mr B.J. Grylls Mr A.J. Simpson Dr J.M. Woollard 
Mr J.J.M. Bowler Dr K.D. Hames Mr G. Snook Dr G.G. Jacobs (Teller) 
Mr T.R. Buswell Ms K. Hodson-Thomas Dr S.C. Thomas  
Mr G.M. Castrilli Mr R.F. Johnson Mr M.W. Trenorden  
Dr E. Constable Mr J.E. McGrath Mr T.K. Waldron  

Noes (27) 

Mr P.W. Andrews Mr R.C. Kucera Mrs C.A. Martin Mrs M.H. Roberts 
Mr A.J. Carpenter Mr F.M. Logan Mr M.P. Murray Mr D.A. Templeman 
Dr J.M. Edwards Ms A.J.G. MacTiernan Mr A.P. O’Gorman Mr P.B. Watson 
Ms D.J. Guise Mr J.A. McGinty Mr P. Papalia Mr M.P. Whitely 
Mrs J. Hughes Mr M. McGowan Mr J.R. Quigley Mr B.S. Wyatt 
Mr J.N. Hyde Ms S.M. McHale Ms M.M. Quirk Mr S.R. Hill (Teller) 
Mr J.C. Kobelke Mr A.D. McRae Mr E.S. Ripper  

Question thus negatived. 
 


