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HOSPITAL PARKING FEES 

446. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health: 
I refer to the fiftieth report of the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation on metropolitan hospital 
parking fees, and that committee’s unanimous recommendation to disallow the Minister for Health’s regulations 
on parking fee increases. The committee in its report stated that it did not accept the Department of Health’s 
costing methodology, and was not persuaded that hospital parking fees reflected cost recovery.  

(1) Now that the real picture is that fee increases have been found to be beyond the power of the legislation, 
will the minister immediately withdraw the fee increases? 

(2) Is it part of the minister’s bigger picture for some hospital staff to have their entire pay increments 
swallowed by his fee increases, meaning that their salaries have actually dropped in real value since the 
Liberal–National government came to power? 

(3) Given that these nurses have chosen to work for the public health system, why has the minister 
penalised them for their public service by severely increasing their cost of living? 

Dr K.D. HAMES replied: 
That was a long question and it will sadly require a long answer; I am not normally in the practice of giving long 
answers in this house! 

Several members interjected. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: It is true! But there were a lot of issues covered. 

(1)–(3) Firstly, I accept that the committee made that recommendation and that it was the unanimous view of 
the committee. The Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation is a committee of this house; it 
does not control what this house does. The house itself decides on its response to those 
recommendations, and my understanding is that the other place will consider aspects relating to those 
recommendations later today and will debate that issue. That house will form a view on those 
recommendations and in fact it is my understanding that, having been debated in that house, one house 
debates the issue, not two; but if it is the case that we debate it here, I am happy to do so. I have read 
that report and I have also read the legal opinion from the State Solicitor’s Office, which is the senior 
legal body in this state, and it does not agree with the views formed by the committee. It does not agree 
that it is a tax, and it does not agree that it is an illegitimate charge by this government. 

Dr J.M. Woollard interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Members! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I will just go back to how we arrived at the process for charging those fees; I will be brief. 
Firstly, a process was initiated back in 2008 under the former government, which had formed the view that — 

Mr R.H. Cook: So you finish it! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: We did finish it. 

Dr A.D. Buti: Take responsibility! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: We will take responsibility. 

That process was started by the Labor Party to recognise the fact that there were too many cars on the road in the 
city. If any members opposite want to deny that that is the case, they should stand up and do so now. I think it is 
accepted by both sides of this house that there are too many cars in the city. That process was initiated by the 
Labor Party to try to address the issue of too many cars in the city. 

The second thing that happened was while we were still on that side and the Labor Minister for Health, Jim 
McGinty, was on this side. He proposed that 75 per cent of staff working at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital would 
travel to work via public transport. I said to him that it was not possible for us to expect all those staff to travel 
by public transport. They were going to have to do that because there was not enough parking on site. The 
former minister talked about the need for a multistorey car park, but did not do anything about it. The Labor 
Party in government did not provide the parking that those staff so desperately needed to help provide a decent 
service at that hospital. 

We have done that. We got in and we put the multistorey parking in place. This October there will be more than 
900 parking bays available, increasing to 1 500 bays by April 2013. By the time the new children’s hospital is 
open, there will be 5 000 parking bays—enough for all the staff from both the new children’s hospital and Sir 
Charles Gairdner Hospital. 
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Fees have gone up, partly in response to the recommendations of the report—initiated, with good reason, by the 
former Labor government—for proper planning in the city. It was recommended that government bodies 
increase the cost of hospital parking to make it equal to the cost of parking for the general public, remembering 
that night parking fees are lower for staff who work at night. This has nothing to do with public fees; public fees 
are increasing, but at a significantly different level to hospital staff parking fees. Over the past year, parking fees 
have increased by a dollar a day, which is five dollars a week, tax deductible. That is how much it has gone up 
by. That increase was supposed to come in at a much faster rate; I have slowed it down to a degree but, in the 
end, it will increase to $7.50. 

It is true that car parking fees were a lot lower a couple of years ago at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital; it was 
about $2.50, so the fees have increased over that period and there is frankly nothing I can do about that. We have 
agreed to reduce the fees at Osborne Park Hospital to zero. There have been a lot of discussions amongst 
members on our side, particularly those members associated with that area, to the effect that the increases in fees 
at Osborne Park Hospital were not necessary because it is away from the city and there is not the same pressure 
on parking. The member for Scarborough and I agreed with that. Fremantle Hospital was the other issue, and the 
member for Fremantle quite rightly said that its parking fees should not increase by that amount. We agreed to 
that because Fremantle Hospital is going to become a secondary hospital, so parking fees at Fremantle Hospital 
will stay at the same level as Princess Margaret Hospital for Children and King Edward Memorial Hospital. 
When I spoke outside earlier, I was unsure of what those fees were; I said I thought it was about $3.40. I have 
since checked and it is currently $4.10, and it will be decreasing — 

Mr R.H. Cook: It’s going to come up! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: No, I stated today that it will come back down to $3.40. That is what the disallowance motion 
will do in the other place, and we will support that. We have agreed that it will come back to being the same — 

Mr R.H. Cook: You’ve been caught out! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I think we are listening! On one hand the member says, “You’ve got to do it, you’re not 
listening,” and then as soon as I listen, he says, “Caught out”! How does that work? 

It is unfortunate that staff have to pay more for parking. It is something that probably should have been done 
gradually, over a longer period of time, but the fact is that the former Labor government should have recognised 
the need for parking. The biggest thing — 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Thank you, members! 

Dr K.D. HAMES: Four years as minister, and we are about to — 

The SPEAKER: I am going to take this opportunity to formally call to order four members in this place: the 
member for Armadale, the member for Forrestfield, the member for Girrawheen and the member for 
Cannington. You are all formally called to order for the first time today. 

Dr K.D. HAMES: I will just conclude. The member for Cannington said that we have been in for four years and 
asked what we had done. We just built a multistorey car park. What did the Labor Party do in seven years? Zero. 
 


	HOSPITAL PARKING FEES
	446. Mr R.H. COOK to the Minister for Health:


