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EDUCATION AND HEALTH STANDING COMMITTEE 
Seventh Report - Annual Report 2003-2004 

MRS C.A. MARTIN (Kimberley) [10.59 am]:  I present for tabling the seventh report of the Education and 
Health Standing Committee titled “Annual Report 2003-2004”. 

[See paper No 2922.] 

Mrs C.A. MARTIN:  This is the seventh report by the Education and Health Standing Committee.  The 
committee was first appointed on 30 May 2001.  This report provides an overview of the committee’s activities 
from 1 July 2003 to 30 June 2004.  In the last 12 months, the committee has focused primarily on two inquiries.  
The first of these was into the role and interaction of health professionals in the Western Australian public health 
system.  The committee tabled its final report on this matter on 13 May 2004.  Committee members put a lot of 
time, effort and commitment into the report, which has been mentioned a couple of times in the House and again 
this morning.  We did a lot of work on that report.  We spent a lot of time travelling around the country and 
getting information to provide to the Government through the House to ensure lots of options are available to 
make sense of a system with which we are having problems.  The committee’s second inquiry in this reporting 
period was about attention deficit disorder and attention deficit hyperactivity disorder in Western Australia.  This 
inquiry was referred to the committee from the Legislative Assembly on 16 April 2003.  Again, it is a report that 
has taken a lot of time and energy from the committee.  In fact, since the referral we have had 19 briefings, 30 
deliberative meetings and 12 formal hearings of evidence from 20 witnesses and we have tabled three reports; 
therefore, we have been pretty busy. 

The annual report outlines all the activities of the committee and I take this opportunity to thank all of the 
committee members: the member for Murdoch, who is also the deputy chair; the member for Roe, another 
country member who has put a lot of time into this committee; the member for Southern River, who has made a 
great contribution; another country member, the member for Geraldton; and a member who was seconded onto 
the committee for a short time, the member for Roleystone.  We hope to table our next report on 28 October.  I 
also thank the staff of the committee: our principal research officers Karen Hall and Liz Kerr, and research 
officer Peter Frantom, for their professionalism and dedication to the work of the committee.  I also thank Helen 
Lunsmann, Renae Jewell and parliamentary assistants Glen Whitting and Peter D’Cress for their assistance 
throughout the year.  I commend the report to the House. 

MR M.F. BOARD (Murdoch) [11.03 am]:  As the deputy chair of the committee, I will add a few comments to 
the remarks made by the member for Kimberley on the Education and Health Standing Committee’s annual 
report.  I have said in this House on a number of occasions, and I think all members have agreed, that the work 
of committees is constructive and in most instances bipartisan.  They tend to work deliberatively to bring about a 
result that is good not only for the Parliament and the Government of the day but also for the community.  
Members of this place have often said that some of the best contributions they have made to debates were when 
they had a free vote.  That is exactly what happens in committees on a regular basis.  I urge the Government to 
use the new committee process in the Legislative Assembly more.  There is a great wealth of research capacity in 
committees, and a great effort is made by members who could achieve more for the Parliament.  In reality the 
majority of the work of committee members is done at members’ instigation to keep the process moving, rather 
than the Government using the committee in a constructive and deliberative way.  I say to the Government, 
particularly in regard to legislative problems that confront the Parliament, that the committee process is a good 
way of achieving a resolution of those problems. 

I add my thanks to the staff of the committee, in particular Liz Kerr and Peter Frantom, who work exceptionally 
well.  They are very talented officers.  The Parliament is very lucky to have the services of people who are so 
dedicated, who give extra time and energy and who are prepared to put up with the shenanigans of members 
from time to time to make us look good.  At the end of an inquiry, the writing and the formulation of the reports 
make us look very professional indeed when, in reality, the reports are the work of very talented clerks.  I 
commend them.  I also thank Dr Karen Hall, who is currently on maternity leave, for her assistance with both 
reports during the year. 

I said in a grievance this morning to the Minister for Health that we want greater responses from ministers when 
reports are tabled.  It is a tragedy that so much work, effort and research is sitting on shelves.  Governments 
often duplicate work that has already been done by committees.  That can be avoided by bringing together 
government agencies in a bipartisan way with the consensus of committee members, yet for some reason their 
efforts are dismissed by many ministers.  Reports lie on shelves only to be duplicated by government committees 
that are under the control of a minister or the Government of the day.  That is a tragedy.  Governments overlook 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Thursday, 21 October 2004] 

 p7089b-7091a 
Mrs Carol Martin; Mr Mike Board; Mr Paul Andrews 

 [2] 

their capacity to use the committee process to make use of reports that are produced with the best of intentions 
for the Western Australian community. 

I thank my fellow members - the members for Kimberley, Southern River, Geraldton and Roe - for their 
contribution to the committee.  They are all very busy members of Parliament.  The onus is on them to attend 
committee meetings, particularly deliberative committee meetings.  The committee had many more meetings 
during the recess, which was quite onerous on members.  Often attendance at those meetings is low.  I ask 
members that when they make a commitment to an inquiry to carry out that commitment, otherwise the onus for 
progressing the inquiry is unfairly distributed among those members who have made the effort to attend.  That is 
not to say that members are not busy; I know they are.  However, when members elect to be on a committee they 
should understand that they must put in the effort, otherwise it places an unfair burden on the other members.  I 
commend the work of the committee, the members of the committee and the staff for another successful year.  I 
recommend that the Government use the committee process for the benefit of the Parliament. 

MR P.W. ANDREWS (Southern River) [11.08 am]:  I also want to make a few comments about the work of the 
committee.  I thoroughly enjoy my role on the committee.  The role of committees within the parliamentary 
structure certainly gives new members of Parliament and backbenchers an opportunity to become involved in 
policy matters that they would not otherwise be directly involved in.  I emphasise the educational value of 
working on committees.  I have certainly learnt a lot over the past three and a half years about our health system 
in particular, which has tended to be the focus of the committee’s work.  I endorse the views expressed by the 
member for Murdoch.  We would certainly like the committees to be acting in response to issues raised by the 
House rather than the committees determining their own course of action.  There is a role to be played for a 
committee acting as an independent committee and choosing topics that it thinks might be of most interest to the 
public and of service to the people of Western Australia, but we certainly believe there should be greater 
direction from the House in developing policy.  Members of the committee often use the expression “thinking 
outside the square”, which has become something of a cliche but is very true.  An example of that is contained in 
the first report that the committee presented this year on the role and interaction of health professionals in the 
public health system in Western Australia.  One of the committee’s recommendations was to set up an 
independent body to promote the development of new strategies in the health system; that is, a committee set 
apart from the Department of Health. 

Over the past three and a half years I have learnt that one of the major issues throughout the health system in 
Western Australia, and I think throughout the health system Australia-wide, is that there is a great inertia and a 
tendency for people in the system to continue to do the same things that they have been doing for a number of 
years.  Even though advances have been made in technology, the delivery of health services has not changed 
significantly.  I believe that an organisation should be established outside the Department of Health to promote 
new ways of delivering health services.  I believe that was an excellent recommendation, which was contained in 
our first report.  I hope that greater consideration is given to it in the future.   

I believe that it was brave of the committee to take on the huge topic of the role and interaction of health 
professionals.  At first sight it was somewhat daunting.  We were trying to redefine roles that are carried out by 
health professionals in Western Australia.  What was very evident to us from our overseas experience was that in 
other countries and in other jurisdictions in Australia there is no longer a clear differentiation between nurses and 
doctors and the various specialties of medicine.  In other parts of the world the roles have changed very quickly.  
In retrospect it was an even better decision to investigate that than I thought at the time.  We certainly learnt a 
lot.  In fact, we have seen many of those changes take place over the past couple of years, mainly because of the 
necessity of change to the system.   

I come back to the point that unless there is an outside organisation promoting changes in the model of health 
service delivery, the health system itself will react too slowly.  Unfortunately, one of the examples I have used is 
organ donation.  Members will know that I try to promote organ donation as much as possible.  One of the great 
problems that we continually face is the inertia that sees people doing the same things that have been done before 
and that simply do not produce a sufficient result.   

On the other hand, there is our investigation into attention deficit hyperactive disorder.  It was a massive project 
with many conflicting points of view that needed to be sorted through.  I will not talk about the report itself, but 
it is a very important issue and one that is becoming quite a national issue.  I was certainly very glad that the 
House decided to put it into the hands of the committee.  The resources that are available to the committee mean 
that for the first time an independent group of people who are coming from different points of view in their 
perception of the political process can come up with what I believe will be very substantial recommendations.  
Without reflecting on reports from other parliamentary jurisdictions, I suggest that our report into ADHD will be 
far better than those other reports because it will have some very strong recommendations and some very strong 
findings. 
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I compliment our staff, who have provided an excellent service to us.  Their interest in the topics that we are 
investigating is of the highest order.  They are very professional and certainly do a great job for the committee 
and for the people of Western Australia.  I really enjoy my work at the committee level.  I believe it is a great 
opportunity for any members coming into Parliament for the first time to get their teeth into something and gain 
some understanding of it.   

If I may digress for a moment, I really enjoy the relationship between the members of the committee.  That is 
one of the strengths of the committee system.  In the Chamber we have a confrontational approach to Parliament, 
which I enjoy as much as anyone else in this place.  It occasionally happens on the committee, but it is always 
done good naturedly and produces really good results - except for the member for Warren-Blackwood!  The 
member for Warren-Blackwood and I know too much about each other to start slinging off shots.  When we sit 
down with people and work on issues together, the difference in approach between one party and another is 
amazing, but it is a very enjoyable experience.  I would really like the House to say that it will get the 
committees to investigate more issues, perhaps not necessarily government policy of the day but issues that are 
emerging in the community, because I believe that the committees play a very useful role in that regard.   
 


