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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

MR T.G. STEPHENS (Central Kimberley-Pilbara) [2.45 pm]:  Mr Speaker, I join with other members in 
congratulating you upon your election to the Chair.  I congratulate the cabinet ministers for their election to the 
cabinet postings.  I also take the opportunity to congratulate upon their election to their positions the Leader of 
the Opposition and his deputy.  I also congratulate the newly elected members of Parliament whose inaugural 
speeches I have just had the opportunity of listening to and enjoying.  To all members who have been re-elected 
to this place, I say that it is good to be in their company.  It is a great privilege to serve the people of Western 
Australia in this Parliament.  It comes with all the challenges, heartaches and pleasures that are associated with 
parliamentary life.   

I want to pay particular tribute and give thanks to the voters and electors of Central Kimberley-Pilbara, which is 
a part of the state I have grown to know and love well.  It is a part of the state that I believe holds some of the 
greatest attractions and strengths of what makes up Western Australia.  In addition, I have been lucky indeed to 
have been supported in my quest for election to this Parliament, not only by those electors but also by a team and 
network of people from one end of the electorate to the other; from the north-eastern-most end of the electorate 
at the Warmun community at Turkey Creek, all the way south through communities and towns like Halls Creek 
and Fitzroy Crossing, out into the remote communities of Kiwirrkurra and Balgo, Noonkanbah and Yiyili, and 
places as far into the Pilbara as Pannawonica, Tom Price and Paraburdoo, and, of course, the main centre of Port 
Hedland.  In each of those communities people of great dedication have fought hard for the election of a Labor 
member and the return of Labor to office in this state.  To them I express my deep appreciation.  I know that they 
are looking forward to a government and a member who will deliver the goods to meet their needs. 
I have also been particularly blessed with the strong support of a close family, including a young team of three 
children - two daughters and a son - who have been dedicated in their support for me.  Together with my wife 
Anne they have provided extraordinary support in the face of the challenges of politics.  One member of my 
family network in particular, my young son Ben, has been amazing in his dedication to have my family and me 
in particular available to serve the community of Western Australia.  I say thanks to them for the long route we 
have been on.   
Several members interjected. 

Mr T.G. STEPHENS:  I should say the long trek we have been on.  I forget the company to which I have come!  
My election to this house has been after 22 years in a gentlemen’s chamber.  I hear someone say, “Absolutely, 
dead right.”  I was first elected at a by-election in July 1982 to the old seat of North Province, which took in all 
the Pilbara and Kimberley regions.  Subsequently, in 1989 I was elected to serve the vast Mining and Pastoral 
Region.  It was while a member for that region that I was elected as Leader of the Opposition in the other place 
and had the opportunity of serving the people of Western Australia as a cabinet minister in this State.  I consider 
that to have been an enormous privilege and a great opportunity to put my hands upon the levers that can deliver 
to people in need from one end of regional Western Australia to the other.  While in that role I was faced with 
the sudden death of a friend; the death of your good friend, Mr Speaker, Kevin Richards, whose candidacy for 
the federal seat of Kalgoorlie was only days away from the close of nominations.  There was the extraordinary 
sadness for the extended network of friends in the vast electorate of Kalgoorlie who found that they had been 
stripped and robbed of an opportunity to deliver into the national Parliament someone of that character and 
colour.  In the face of that tragedy all hell broke loose around the Labor Party and the federal seat of Kalgoorlie 
to find someone ready, willing and able to contest that seat.  They did not find someone willing to contest the 
seat, but the pressure came on from all quarters, from one end of the seat to the other, from every section of the 
Labor Party and from good friends all around me, who encouraged me to do what needed to be done; that is, be 
available as a candidate for the federal seat of Kalgoorlie.  I knew that a couple of options were available to me: 
election to the national Parliament or, if that did not happen, come back to this place.  I again had the strong 
counsel and advice from my young son Ben, a student of politics and economics at the University of Western 
Australia.  He is only in his second year but he has more wisdom than his dad!  He said that he hoped I would 
appreciate that it was an impossible task in a strong economy like ours and with circumstances as they were.  I 
said that it probably was but there was just a slim chance and we should give it everything.  At the national level 
we were up against the Howard government, which in my view had lost the right to govern.  It had lost respect 
for the issues of integrity and honesty in government and in my view deserved to be up against the effort and 
energy of many Australians in rising to the opportunity to show it the door from the national Treasury bench.  I 
knew that it would be a superhuman task but I was also conscious that throwing energy, enthusiasm and hard 
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work at everything I have ever done in my life has conquered all.  In this case it was not enough and that extra 
special bit of magic that comes from a national trend that was required to gain that seat was not there.  Therefore, 
I was unable to deliver on the dream of Kevin Richards and his supporters - the people in the federal seat of 
Kalgoorlie who wanted to see a Labor government elected from there.  Nonetheless that then created an 
opportunity for me to come back and focus on where I was heading; that is, back to the state Parliament to focus 
on the challenge of delivering good and responsible government not only to the people of regional Western 
Australia in particular, but also to all Western Australians.  I believe that that has been done well in the first four 
years of the Gallop team and I am confident that it can be done in successive terms of this team in office. 

I have come to realise why I am Labor absolutely to my bootstraps.  It is because of an experience I had that has 
shaped me.  I originally came into politics in Western Australia supporting the contest for the state seat of 
Kimberley back in 1977 when I worked with Ernie Bridge in his election to the state Parliament.  It took three 
goes before we were successful in effectively securing his election in 1980, with a case in the Court of Disputed 
Returns in the middle of the first two attempts.  It was hard work.  At the time we were up against politics and 
legislation that made it difficult and social conditions that made it challenging for an Aboriginal person to 
represent a seat like that in a place like this in Western Australia.  An extraordinary advance was made in his 
election and, of course, has been followed by his successor in this place in my colleague the member for 
Kimberley, Carol Martin.  She brings all of the strengths that come from the Aboriginal community to this 
Parliament, as well as the many other strengths that she has and puts on display in this place, as she does in her 
electorate.  The contest for the seat of Central Kimberley-Pilbara, from which I have just come, was a much 
more difficult task for me than I ever imagined would be the case.  Firstly, the campaign was longer than 
expected, unencumbered as I was either as a minister or as a member for the area.  It is a vast seat that was very 
difficult to contest and made difficult as well because of particular pressures.  I regard the difficulties that were 
on display during that contest as almost bitternesses.  A lot of very personalised campaigning went on in that 
area over an extended period.  However, I chose to rise above the personality politics that was taking place in the 
north of the State at that time and to contest the seat by focusing on the issues and delivering an agenda to meet 
the needs of the people of that area.  As one who takes politics seriously and works hard at it, I found it totally 
exhausting.  I gave it absolutely everything.  I know that many other members in this place have had the same 
experience.  We know how much of our family, social and business life, and how much of our financial 
resources, we need to give up to make ourselves available to serve the community.  For many of us that was part 
of the exercise through which we have just gone.  Nonetheless, those of us who are sitting in this chamber know 
that winners are grinners, and we on both sides of the house can now sit back as members of Parliament and 
have the satisfaction of knowing that our campaigns were successful.  However, we now face the more difficult 
task of delivering upon and meeting the needs of the people who have elected us to this place and have entrusted 
to those on this side of the house the formation of government.   

I have been blessed with prodigious amounts of energy and enthusiasm for the work that I have discharged, and I 
have been able to use that energy and enthusiasm to deliver upon and meet the needs of people in regional 
Western Australia in particular.  Since 1977 my life has been intimately caught up with the lives of people in 
regional Western Australia.  The links that I have been able to build with the Aboriginal community have been a 
driving force in my life and in politics.  My relationships and friendships with the Aboriginal community have 
motivated my efforts to strive for a better nation in which we embrace and protect the interests and rights of the 
Aboriginal people of this country and thereby enhance the body politic of the whole Australian community.  
That journey has taken me through the remote and regional communities of Western Australia.  Throughout that 
journey I have learnt a great deal about the struggles and needs of people in remote and regional Western 
Australia, and throughout my political life it has motivated me to fight for the provision of services to remote 
and regional Western Australia.   

One of the great yardsticks for me in politics and in my working life has been the way in which I relate to those 
who are less fortunate than me.  One yardstick that all of us in the Australian community need to have, 
regardless of the role we play, is the way in which we respond to and meet the challenges of those who are less 
fortunate than ourselves.  That has become a critical character test for me.  I also find myself asking others to be 
responsive to the needs of the less fortunate.  In my view, those who are less fortunate than us should have the 
first call on each of us.  The primary requirement for us as human beings is to respond to the needs of the less 
fortunate.  It is then up to all of us to support those with promise and talent so that as a community we can 
provide more widespread support.  These criteria are essential if we are to create a just and humane society..   

Today we in this part of the globe are conscious of the fact that our neighbours have again been struck with an 
earthquake and tragedy.  Through the tragedy of the Boxing Day tsunami we discovered a lot more about not 
only the region of which we are a part but also the Australian community.  The Australian community is 
basically decent and generous.  It is extraordinary open to generosity of spirit.  That was on display to our near 
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neighbours recently.  Good leadership is required for the Australian community to keep open its hand of 
friendship and to support others in need.  That good leadership often has to come from Parliament, governments 
and other people in the community who can keep guiding and shaping the generosity of spirit that is intrinsic to 
the Australian condition.  It makes us quite special among the community of nations.  An important part of being 
a parliamentarian and a servant of the community, and of being part of a government, is to carefully focus on 
building communities that have a strong sense of community.  People who live in those types of communities not 
only look after one another but also have a sense of obligation to each other.  That requires real focus and hard 
work.  It should be rewarding work when it is done at its best.  That work involves building not only 
infrastructure but also developing the people within our communities, working with families by making sure 
they can thrive, and developing neighbourhoods that can flourish and towns and regions that can prosper.  The 
state will benefit from that work. 

Community is a real sense of soul.  I refer not just to the classic psychological or religious sense; maybe it has 
more in common with soul that is talked about regarding music.  In whatever sense the word is used, a 
community has soul about it when its people have a nurtured respect for one another.  That respect makes the 
community a healthy place in which to live.  That sense of soul has been lost in some places around the world 
and in our state and nation in the communities in which the people are really struggling.  Presently, the battle has 
been lost in too many places.  Some basic features of necessary community building must take place.  Often a 
community’s infrastructure is symbolic of the community.  Regrettably, some of those symbols are now quite 
decrepit.  Some aged public infrastructure has lost its shine and usefulness to its community.  It will require an 
enormous effort by the government to replace the old infrastructure with new infrastructure.  New buildings must 
be built that can deliver the health and educational needs of communities and provide centres for sport and 
recreation.  They are the symbols of what can be done when communities are humming and thriving at their best. 

During this term of government, in my electorate of Central Kimberley-Pilbara, an opportunity will be afforded 
to the government to provide much needed capital infrastructure to that electorate as a result of the pre-election 
commitments given by the Australian Labor Party.  Some $79 million worth of expenditure will be rolled out for 
the hospital and aged care facilities in the major town of Hedland.  The Port Hedland Senior High School will 
receive $6 million to upgrade its facilities and the South Hedland Police Station will receive $8.4 million.  A 
huge effort is being made regarding government employee accommodation in Hedland and throughout the 
Pilbara.  Much work must to be done to the infrastructure, which is the symbol of many communities. 

Towns find it difficult to attract people to them.  It is no wonder it is difficult to attract people to live in some 
towns because things have been left to fall into disrepair.  Recently I have looked very closely at the housing 
accommodation provided to doctors.  Frankly, over the years it has become a disgrace.  It is no wonder it is very 
difficult to attract medical professionals to work in those communities.  It should come as no surprise that these 
days it is becoming almost mandatory to learn to speak Mandarin to get access to medical treatment in regional 
parts of Australia because foreign doctors are needed to fill the positions and to live in circumstances in which 
others will not live.  Increasingly, Australian doctors are working overseas in Canada and other places in which 
the communities provide proper facilities for and place a greater value on doctors’ services.  This is a challenge.  
I am pleased that the government has recognised the challenge and has set aside funds for government employee 
accommodation and medical employee accommodation to make it possible for doctors to be attracted to and 
retained in those communities.  More will have to be done.   

In places like Tom Price and Paraburdoo are communities that many people will remember from visits in 
previous years.  They were attractive little places; towns considered great jewels in the Pilbara.  Over the years 
time has marched on and the places are no longer as shiny and bright as they were when they were first 
commenced.  An upgrade is much required in those places to make them attractive places in which to work and 
live.  Huge pressure is placed on this state as people opt out of residential lifestyles in those communities 
because, essentially, they are no longer the attractive places they once were.  The infrastructure that was 
attractive has gone.  The houses are now looking shabby and tired.  The companies have not done their work to 
maintain the houses in the manner that is required by a contemporary worker.  Governments have not done all 
that is necessary to ensure that the schools are upgraded and maintained to a level that attracts families to live.  
Fortunately, the backlog is now to be tackled.  The money will be on the table over the next four years to tackle 
the issue of school maintenance backlogs and to continue the upgrade of basic amenities that will, in the end, 
attract people to again live in the communities and to work in the communities long into the future.  Part of the 
program of making the places attractive to live and work is to ensure good connections by road to other centres.  
The second stage of the vital Tom Price-Karratha road will be developed during this term of government.  It will 
hopefully lead in double-quick time to the final stages of construction of a bitumen link from Tom Price to 
Karratha, which will open up opportunities for not only inland residents but also coastal residents.  Of course, 
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just as importantly, it will open up fresh economic opportunities through growth in tourism and access to the 
resources sector. 

In other parts of the electorate are places like Fitzroy Crossing.  An amount of $11 million has been allocated to 
the construction of a new hospital, and $12 million has been allocated for work to commence on the new high 
school.  There will be work in Halls Creek to complete and open the new hospital complex.  As a result of our 
pre-election commitments, $2.9 million has been allocated to complete the new Halls Creek aquatic centre, 
which is much sought after in that community.   

There are other towns, places and centres in my electorate such as Marble Bar, Nullagine, Pannawonica and 
Telfer.  They are communities that require focus and attention from government and the corporate sector to 
respond to their needs.  My electorate has a vast number of remote Aboriginal communities, such as Warmun, 
Balgo, Yandeyarra, Kiwirrkurra, Noonkanbah, Wangkatjunka, Muludja, Ngulungudgi, Dgugerari, Yakanarra, 
Ngalapita, Mulan, Kundat Djaru, Yiyili, Mindibungu, Kunawarratji, Punmu, Parngurr, Strelley, Warralong, 
Wakathuni and Belarie.  They are just some of the remote places in Central Kimberley-Pilbara.  I have got to 
know those communities extremely well and they have got to know me very well over the years.  They have so 
many needs.  Frankly, life for many Aboriginal people has never been worse.  Some individuals and families and 
a small number of communities have started to do well and are doing well.  The overwhelming majority of 
Aboriginal communities, especially those in the remote parts of Western Australia, face huge challenges in 
health and education to ensure dramatic improvements in literacy and numeracy and to access paths in 
employment and training.  These are huge tasks that we, as a community, have an enormous responsibility in 
rising to as a challenge.  In addition, rampant diabetes affects many Aboriginal communities.   

Quality work is being done, but not enough.  My former colleague Hon Ernie Bridge is doing fantastic work in 
challenging the threat that diabetes represents to the Aboriginal community.  Quality work is being done by 
Ernie and his team from one end of this state to the other.  Interestingly, it is being supported by the national 
government in Canberra, which is tackling the many needs of the Aboriginal community in places like 
Narrabunda, which is a lower socioeconomic part of Canberra.  It is an area I know reasonably well from my 
days as a student at the Australian National University.  That area now seems to have a very large number of 
Aboriginal people.  Ernie has risen to that challenge as well.  There is an extraordinary statistic within the 
demographic of the Aboriginal community; that is, more than half the Aboriginal population is under the age of 
19.  A tidal wave of youngsters is coming through that demographic of Western Australia, especially in the 
northern parts of the state.  Those youngsters must face the health issues that come with their birth and other 
challenges.  Their dreams will not be met unless the community and the government of Western Australia can 
find ways to respond to the opportunities that should be theirs.   

The difficulties facing the Aboriginal community are self-evident in a major population centre such as South 
Hedland, where enormous levels of dysfunction are on display.  One’s exposure to those problems becomes 
quite intimate during an election period, when candidates are in and out of the houses of so many people.  I am 
afraid to say that some aspects of South Hedland are a huge blight on our state.  I was familiar with this 
community when I started in this job 22 years ago.  I have now come back to this area with a more intense 
interest and have found a community that is in collapse in the face of the vast resource wealth that is being 
generated from that part of the Pilbara.  Huge amounts of prosperity are on display as resources go through the 
port.  The oil and gas industries are undergoing huge expansion.  Vast quantities of investment are being made in 
these industries and there have been vast returns to the Western Australian community and the corporate players.  
We have an enormous obligation to find ways to invest in the people who are part of the regions that make up 
this great state of Western Australia.  I am pleased that my colleagues the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure and the Minister for Housing and Works became involved in this issue in the lead-up to the state 
election.  The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure was able to gain the support of the government to 
announce a major initiative in South Hedland to respond to that town’s planning, housing and urban challenges.  
That initiative will require enormous dedication, hard work and effort to turn that town around.  The design will 
include safety features.  There will also be a focus on intervention programs within the community of South 
Hedland, and much-needed work will be done on public facilities.  Programs that the government has put in 
place can respond to those needs.  The Pilbara fund and the regional investment fund are great initiatives.  Great 
work needs to be done as a result of those programs.   

The market opportunities in China and other countries that are available to this state are producing enormous 
benefits for us all.  However, during my life in Parliament I have discovered that risks are associated with 
resource development.  I began my parliamentary career with an electorate that included the thriving towns of 
Shay Gap and Goldsworthy as well as the hugely successful communities of Cockatoo and Koolan Islands.  I 
knew these communities very well.  Shay Gap and Goldsworthy are now just part of the landscape.  Not a single 
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feature is left to show where the towns once were.  Of course, Cockatoo and Koolan Islands are in a different 
shape now from what they were in just a few short years ago.  It has been a lesson for me to see towns and 
communities disappear off the landscape.  There is a challenge in regional Western Australia to make sure that 
with the pressures of resource development we do not forget the need to build a strong regional Western 
Australia at the same time.  Enormous benefits flow from focusing on regional development and by tackling the 
needs of the people who live within and are a part of those regions; the Aboriginal people for starters and the 
others who are there.  Many of these people are looking for employment opportunities in the resource sector.  
Madam Deputy Speaker, do I have the opportunity to ask for a small extension?  I do not.  In that case, I will 
finish by saying that I look forward to working on these many challenges long into the future for the benefit of 
all regional Western Australians and, indeed, for the whole of this great state of ours.   
[Applause.]  
MR G.M. CASTRILLI (Bunbury) [3.14 pm]:  I am very proud and honoured to be the representative of the 
people of Bunbury in this historic place.  I thank the people of Bunbury for having the trust and confidence in me 
to faithfully represent their interests and to work hard to secure much-needed government services and 
infrastructure for Bunbury and its people.  These are issues that I will expand on a little later.  Trust and hard 
work are values ingrained in me from my infancy.  My father, Antonio, arrived in Australia in 1952.   
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Will the member in the house or the person in the gallery who has the mobile 
phone turned on, please turn it off. 
Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  Two years later my mother, Michelina; my sister, Teresa; and I joined my father from 
Roccamandolfi, which is a small village in the Molise region of Italy.  My father arrived in Australia not 
knowing the language or the customs, but he knew how to work.  He also highly valued the freedom that 
democracy gives its people and how precious that freedom is.  It is something of which he constantly reminds 
our extended family.  My parents experienced extreme hardship in their early years.  It is hard to imagine the 
sacrifices that they and many other people like them made to achieve their goal of eventually migrating to our 
democratic nation and this magnificent state of ours.  Without their sacrifices I would not be standing here today, 
and I have much pleasure in publicly thanking them in this building that enshrines democracy. 
I would also like to thank my wife, Loretta, and daughters Lisa and Deanna for their love and support.  They, 
like many families of other non-metropolitan members, understand the times that we will be apart during my 
period as a member of Parliament.  Often I think that many people take for granted these personal sacrifices that 
our families experience as a result of our being members.  I would also like to thank my brother, Frank, and 
sister-in-law, Debbie, and my sister, Teresa, and brother-in-law, Geoff, and their families for their tremendous 
and ongoing support over the past years. 
I record my appreciation of the hardworking campaign committee and the many volunteers who assisted in my 
election result.  I particularly wish to make special mention of my campaign manager, Mr Gary Brennan, who 
was outstanding and played a major part in my campaign.  I had a fantastic team who were dedicated and 
focused, and I thank them sincerely.  Another person I wish to acknowledge is my business partner, Mr John 
Gray, who for 12 months or more ran our business single-handedly.  This of course allowed me the freedom to 
be on the campaign trail when I needed to be.  I thank him sincerely for his patience and support.   
I acknowledge the political differences that exist in this chamber.  However, I believe it is important to observe 
that we all have much in common, and I look forward to those times when we combine the collective knowledge, 
skills and experience of all members, regardless of their political persuasion, to achieve better outcomes for 
Western Australia, because I believe that fundamentally that is what we are here to do.   
I thank the Leader of the Opposition for having the confidence in my capacity to accept the responsibilities of a 
shadow ministerial portfolio.  I also thank the Minister for Local Government and Regional Development for his 
cooperation in giving me access to the Department of Local Government and Regional Development. 
I had the honour of being the Mayor of Bunbury for nearly eight years until my election to state Parliament.  I 
acknowledge that in the past some observers have suggested that Bunbury receives more than its so-called fair 
share of government spending.  That is not quite right, may I say.  It is a fact that Bunbury and the greater 
Bunbury population have, in national terms, grown substantially over the past two decades, and will continue to 
grow as more and more projects come on stream in the south west.  We know of the expansion plans of the 
Worsley joint venture and Alcoa’s Wagerup refinery, and of the proposed power station near Collie.  The 
recently announced Bunbury international racing circuit will attract thousands of visitors to Western Australia 
and the greater Bunbury region once racing commences.  The economic spin-offs of hospitality infrastructure 
and technical infrastructure will be quite staggering.  I am very proud to be associated with this project, having 
first invited Mr Roberts to consider Bunbury as the perfect location for his vision.   
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During my time as mayor I gained a sound understanding of matters that are important to the Bunbury 
community.  During my campaign for election I gained further insight from individuals and representative 
groups within the Bunbury community on matters that must be resolved - some immediately, and some over 
time.  I will now touch on some of the key outcomes I will seek for Bunbury over the next four years.  According 
to the Bunbury Mental Health Consumer/Carer Reference Group, the urgent mental health priorities for Bunbury 
and the near region include a fully operational mental health clinic and additional professional staff.  Although I 
had an understanding of the mental health problems of the community before my campaign, I had limited 
understanding of the extent to which mental health affects our community.  According to the reference group, 
approximately 50 per cent of the population either suffers from mental illness, or are the carers or family 
members of someone suffering some form of mental illness.  We have all read and heard of the tragic deaths of 
parents and children through murders and murder-suicides.  I sometimes wonder whether these incidents could 
have been avoided.  These are difficult matters for all of us.  One of my goals is to contribute in a positive way to 
providing more assistance for Western Australians suffering from mental illness, and their carers.   
Remaining with the subject of health matters, the state of Western Australia built a first-class health campus at 
Bunbury and co-located it with St John of God Health Care.  While St John of God Health Care has flourished 
without controversy, the public health system seems at times to be in crisis mode.  I was appalled to hear of some 
of the experiences of patients, nurses and doctors in the Bunbury public health system.  I will be pursuing these 
matters, together with my colleagues from the greater Bunbury region, to identify remedies and secure them 
through this place where necessary.   
I applaud the government’s election promises for Bunbury, because they were very similar to coalition pledges 
made during the recent election campaign.  I look forward to the promises being fulfilled, including the funding 
of the construction of the Bunbury port access road, which will remove many trucks from potential conflict with 
passenger vehicles along the current roads into and adjacent to the Bunbury port.  Both the former coalition 
government and the Labor government have been aware of the need to construct this access road, due to the 
increasing number of trucks carrying a variety of products into the port for export.  I commend the government 
for its pledge to construct this road.  Along with many other Bunbury residents, I am pleased to see the start of 
the civil construction that will complete the Bunbury Back Beach upgrade project.  Dating back to the previous 
coalition government, this project will transform the Back Beach into a precinct where families can enjoy a 
landscaped beachfront in relative safety.  Importantly, the Back Beach will be more protected from the 
destructive storms that occasionally erode much of the coast in that area. 

The government’s pledge to substantially upgrade Newton Moore Senior High School and the Bunbury Senior 
High School is also welcome.  Apart from the administration centre and the performing arts centre, Newton 
Moore Senior High School is a very tired complex.  The financial commitment by the government will result in 
long-overdue works being carried out.  When I visited the school last year with the member for Cottesloe, I was 
appalled to see the water damage to ceilings and walls.  The new high school at Dalyellup, also pledged by the 
government, will accommodate many students currently attending Newton Moore.  Hopefully the issue of 
overcrowding, and students being accommodated in transportable buildings, will become a thing of the past for 
Newton Moore once the Dalyellup school is in a position to accept high school students.  I look forward to the 
physical upgrades of the Newton Moore Senior High School adding to a positive school environment for 
students, teachers and parents.  I know that the teachers of the Bunbury Senior High School - one of my former 
schools - are also looking forward to the pledge by the government to build a new library and student amenities 
area.  The Bunbury outer harbour redevelopment project, initiated by the City of Bunbury several years ago, is 
another exciting project for the greater Bunbury area.  The former port installation area, which 12 years ago 
contained large fuel storage tanks and a waste water treatment plant, has been transformed into a world-class 
residential development.  The excellent resources of the state government agencies, including LandCorp, the 
Bunbury Port Authority, what is now the Department for Planning and Infrastructure and the City of Bunbury, 
have combined to achieve the outcomes that we see today in the form of Marlston Hill.  This redevelopment has 
received national recognition through development awards.  I am very confident that the same partnership that 
transformed Marlston Hill, together with other key stakeholders in the private sector, will achieve terrific 
outcomes with the outer harbour redevelopment, should it prove viable.  I will constantly inquire of the 
government about the progress of these projects and keep the Bunbury electorate well informed on their status. 

Coming from a small business background, I am aware of the varying impacts that government decisions have 
on the ability of small business to get on with the things that small business does well; that is, create economic 
growth, which in turn generates employment and capacity within our society to enjoy many of the important 
social aspects of our community.  I am aware of the impact of excessive taxes, fees and charges and the impact 
on projects of delays caused by unnecessary bureaucracy.  I look forward to bringing that experience into 
debates to assist members in their consideration of these important matters prior to making decisions that could 
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be damaging to our small business sector.  I acknowledge that I have much to learn and I look forward to 
benefiting from the experience of other members in areas with which I may not be familiar.  I prefer to get things 
done through building partnerships and working with people to achieve great outcomes.   

I reflect on politicians of various persuasions who were great statesmen and women for Western Australia.  
These people had the respect of Parliament and citizens whilst retaining their dignity and getting on with the job 
of representing, to the best of their ability, their constituents and electorates.  I hope that I can walk in their 
shadows.  Earlier I spoke of the sacrifices that my parents made to migrate to this magnificent state and country.  
It is at times like this that I reflect on those sacrifices and consider my broader responsibilities to do the very best 
that I can for the current and future communities of Bunbury.  In doing so, I hope I can also contribute to the 
wellbeing of Western Australia. 

Finally, I extend an invitation to all members and their families to visit Bunbury.  I will gladly host them while 
they view the changes and meet with the community to understand the issues and suggestions on where we can 
assist and also to hear from those involved in the exciting plans for Bunbury over the next few years.  I thank the 
house for this opportunity to address the members. 

Amendment to Motion 

Mr G.M. CASTRILLI:  In conclusion, I move - 

 To add to the Address-in-Reply the following - 
but regrets to inform Your Excellency that the Gallop Labor government has failed to ensure 
proper standards of community safety and accountability to the people in regard to the Western 
Australian prisons system. 

[Applause.] 

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [3.28 pm]:  I am very happy to support the amendment moved by the member 
for Bunbury.  I congratulate him and other members for the maiden speeches they have made so far.  They have 
been excellent speeches and will be remembered for many years to come.  The amendment moved by the 
member for Bunbury is a very serious one and it comes after a continuous litany of what I will call “stuff-ups” 
by this Labor government and by the ministers involved in that area.  We must lay the blame fairly and squarely 
at the feet of the ministers responsible and the Premier for allowing dangerous sex offenders and murderers to be 
moved from maximum-security to minimum-security prisons.  Now many members of the public are very 
concerned, because a double murderer has not been caught by the police.  That man simply walked out of Karnet 
Prison where the fence that is supposed to keep the prisoners in is about level with a short person’s waist.  

Mr M.J. Birney:  It is waist high.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Absolutely.  Something must be done.  This government allowed the prisoner’s sentence 
to be downgraded from maximum security to medium security, and then to minimum security, even though he 
had been sentenced to death in 1980 and since then his sentence had been commuted to life imprisonment on the 
specific basis that he would not come out of prison for the rest of his natural life.  As I said, nothing whatsoever 
is in place to keep the prisoners inside Karnet Prison.  That mistake is devastating to the people of Western 
Australia.  The government has put the lives of Western Australians at risk by allowing a dangerous criminal to 
be moved through the prison system to a prison from which he could just walk out willy-nilly, without a by-
your-leave or anything else.  Why was he able to do that?  Firstly, it occurred because of a stuff up by the 
Attorney General, the previous Minister for Justice and the Premier.  The Premier cannot get out of taking 
responsibility for it because he signed the papers that went before the Governor endorsing the prisoner’s 
prerelease parole program.  I ask members to think about the words “prerelease parole program” for a moment.  
Do they mean a prisoner will remain in prison for the rest of his life?  Why are prisoners placed on prerelease 
programs?  It was this government’s intention to allow that prisoner to eventually go free from prison.  However, 
he jumped the gun and left of his own accord quite easily.  That is disastrous for the people of Western Australia.  
How was the prisoner able to be transferred from a maximum-security to a minimum-security prison - 

[Quorum formed.] 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Surely most members of this chamber should be in here while we are discussing an 
amendment to the Address-in-Reply.  Despite the very serious consequences of this issue for the safety of 
Western Australians, Labor Party members would sooner have tea.  They would rather have tea than debate a 
serious issue about dangerous criminals, murderers and rapists being transferred from a maximum-security to a 
minimum-security prison.  
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Let us see what happens when these dangerous criminals go to Karnet Prison.  We expect that prisons have an 
adequate number of people to keep an eye on prisoners or that a lock-down system is in place to keep convicted 
murderers or convicted rapists inside their rooms.  However, there is no lock-down system.  Karnet Prison 
houses approximately 158 prisoners.  Do members know how many prison officers guard those prisoners at 
night-time?  Do they think the number is 20 or 30?  I will tell members how many there are: usually, only three 
prison officers guard approximately 158 prisoners at Karnet Prison at night-time.  One assumes they are 
guarding them; I am not blaming the prison officers, who have a very difficult job to do.   

The problem we also have at Karnet Prison Farm, particularly at night-time, is that very often the majority of 
those prison officers are female.  Female prison officers are looking after 158 male prisoners, many of whom 
have disastrous backgrounds and have committed horrendous crimes such as murder, rape, sexual assault and 
vicious attacks - the worst crimes of violence a person could think of.  Normally three prison officers look after 
these prisoners!  Many members in this house will not believe that.  They will not believe that three prison 
officers look after 158 prisoners, many of whom are convicted of dangerous crimes.  I emphasise the fact that 
three prison officers look after those prisoners because members, particularly our new members, would be 
absolutely staggered to know that.  Often, three prison officers have to guard 158 male prisoners, and very often 
two of those three prison officers are female.  I would not want to be one of those prison officers looking after 
158 prisoners in a minimum-security prison that is housing maximum-security, vicious, dangerous and 
murderous prisoners.  That is what is happening.  It is all very well to put up a new perimeter fence around the 
facility, which is what the Premier has said he will do because he has to come up with some sort of positive spin 
on this litany of disastrous events.  Will it be a razor wire fence?  I doubt it, but some sort of higher fence will be 
placed around the facility, which is long overdue.  However, it is no good the Labor government trying to blame 
past Liberal coalition governments for escapes from prisons because people will always be able to escape from 
prison.   

Dr G.I. Gallop interjected. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Premier is going for a world record.  There was the great escape last year, and we are 
only three months into this year and he is going for a world record!  It is all very well putting a perimeter fence 
around the prison now, but it is a bit like closing the stable door after the horse has bolted!  We now have a 
double murderer on the run, and I have to tell members that there will be blood on this government’s hands if 
that escaped prisoner commits any horrific crimes while he is out of prison.   

That sort of ratio of prison officers to prisoners is not good enough.  That is the figure for Karnet prison.  I am 
finding out what the ratios are in other prisons, because I think that ratio is definitely not good enough.  It was 
clearly not enough for the Bunbury Regional Prison, which housed prisoner Keating who was convicted of 
serious sexual offences.  A serial sex offender was left alone with a female tutor.  Where were the prison 
officers?  I am not blaming them because there is not enough of them.  How can we have a situation in which a 
violent sexual offender is left alone with a female tutor who is just doing her job to assist the prisoners?  What an 
absolute disgrace that that should be allowed to happen.  The ratio of prison officers to prisoners has got to 
increase.  The Premier should be serious about looking after the people who work within the prison system.  
Never mind pandering to the prisoners; I am talking about looking after and caring for the people who work 
within the prison system.  Our prison officers and volunteers who work in the prisons do the best they can to 
assist prisoners with some sort of rehabilitation program.  If the Premier wants to be serious about looking after 
them, it takes money.  It has been just over four years since the Gallop Labor government was first elected, and 
we have seen the Attorney General evolve a system and policy of trying to shift out of prison as many prisoners 
as he can.  He has abolished sentences of six-months and less so that fewer people will go to prison, and he is 
also shifting out as many prisoners as he can from the high-security prisons into medium and minimum-security 
prisons.  It is obviously cheaper to have people in minimum-security prisons than in maximum-security prisons.  
Because of the financial cost, this government is putting people’s lives at risk.  It is all very well to fund a new 
perimeter fence around Karnet Prison Farm, but the Premier also must fund the prison system properly.  He 
obviously needs to build another prison. 
Dr G.I. Gallop:  An extra $140 million.  
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  We have heard all his promises. 
Dr G.I. Gallop:  No, we have done it.  
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  He has done lots of things.  We have heard all these promises before, but nothing actually 
happens.  He needs to build another prison and he needs to increase the ratio of prison officers to prisoners.  We 
must not have a system in which prisoners outnumber prison officers by about 1 000 to one.  The Premier must 
get serious about it.  All the positive spin that his spin doctors come up with will not get him out of this one.  It 
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will take one serious offence by this latest escapee to put blood on the government’s hands, and that is what will 
happen.  The Premier can shake his head and smile, but if this escapee does something, that is what will happen.  
The Premier must take responsibility, because the buck stops with him.  He is the one who signed the executive 
council paper allowing this prisoner to be moved from a maximum-security prison to a minimum-security prison 
and to go on a prerelease program.  The Premier is the top person in this state.  He is the number one citizen of 
Western Australia, and that is why it takes his signature to encourage the Governor to agree to his 
recommendations and those of his Attorney General and previous Minister for Justice.  I am sure that the 
Premier will think very hard and carefully about that.  He certainly should.   
Let me turn to another disastrous area.  A prisoner was allowed to access the total offender management system 
with the help of a prison officer, who has since left the job - thank goodness.  I am told that that prison officer 
was not disciplined or charged.  That is my information, and I am staggered that that is the case.  The prisoner 
who accessed that information has left the prison - I believe on parole - before the inquiry has even finished.  I 
am told that that prisoner was pretty much disliked by the other prisoners at the prison.  He accessed confidential 
personal information about all his fellow prisoners and their families and visitors.  If that were not bad enough - 
it is bad enough - he accessed information about the victims of the other prisoners and their families.  It is a 
disgraceful situation that a prisoner was allowed to access that sort of information.  However, it is even more 
disgraceful that that prisoner was allowed to go free before the inquiry has even finished.  I do not know how the 
Premier can sleep at night.  It would worry me silly.  I know some people who are really concerned about going 
out with their children at the moment, particularly in the evening, while a convicted murderer is loose.  People 
have said that to me.  I am not making it up.  They are very concerned about going out at night.  Even men are 
concerned about taking their children out, never mind women.  They are very worried.  People have taken the 
trouble to talk to me about it because they are worried.  They should never have been placed in that position.  
The Premier should never have signed the executive council paper to allow that prisoner to go from one system 
to another.   
We also need to consider the make-up of the Parole Board of WA and determine whether its members are 
suitable people to be on the Parole Board.  Too many prisoners are being recommended for parole.  Obviously 
this prisoner was recommended for a prerelease program, and the only reason for that is to get the prisoner ready 
to eventually leave prison and assimilate with society.  That is another area that the Premier must look at.   
I know that other members want to speak to this amendment, but, before I take my seat, another point I would 
like to make is that I am also informed that a large proportion of prisoners who are sent to Karnet Prison Farm 
are sex offenders, and that a good number of them still have at least 12 months of their sentence to serve.  They 
are being moved from a maximum-security prison to a minimum-security prison with 12 months of their 
sentences to serve.  It is not a question of going to Karnet for the last three months of their sentence to get used 
to a bit more open space and to be ready for the outside world.  A lot of them have at least 12 months to serve.  
In some cases I am told that some prisoners have three years to serve before they are eligible for parole.  During 
that three-year period they are in Karnet and, quite frankly, they can walk out of there any time they like - as the 
mood takes them.  Indeed, anybody can walk in there.  I was seriously considering walking into Karnet to prove 
how easy it is to walk into.  Indeed, if it is easy enough to walk out, it must be easy enough to walk in.   

The Premier must address the serious task ahead of him in an open, honest and accountable manner.  The only 
way he will be able to address these problems is by having a truly independent judicial inquiry.  An in-house 
inquiry set up under the Public Sector Management Act will not work.  He must allow for a truly independent 
judicial inquiry to get to the bottom of this matter and to come up with some proper recommendations that will 
allow the Premier’s ministers and the Department of Justice to properly run our jails.   

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [3.47 pm]:  I support the amendment to add the words - 

the Gallop Labor Government has failed to ensure proper standards of community safety and 
accountability to the people in regard to the Western Australian prisons system. 

There are four areas in the justice system that relate to the prison system that are important in maintaining the 
confidence of the community in the criminal justice system.  The first area is escapes from prisons.  In that area 
the community has lost confidence in the Gallop government.  The second area is deaths in custody.  Although 
prisons and prisoners are not politically always the flavour, people become concerned when there are deaths in 
custody or there is a rise in the number of deaths in custody.  The third area is prison riots.  The fourth area is, as 
we have seen, a government that starts from the political ideology of a reduced imprisonment strategy that 
allows high-risk parolees to be released into the community without many checks and balances.  It is important, 
therefore, that anyone who is looking after the justice portfolio understands that that is why that portfolio is 
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crucial.  It is crucial to maintaining the public perception of community safety and public confidence in the 
criminal justice system.  At the moment, the criminal justice system does not enjoy that confidence.   

My colleague the member for Hillarys, who is the shadow Minister for Justice, discussed some aspects of the 
current system.  I do not want to talk about the litany of failures that have occurred under this government.  I 
want to talk about the decision by the Attorney General to release Mr Excell.  In my view, the whole parole 
system in Western Australia needs to be changed.  We need to change not only the adult parole system but also 
the Supervised Release Review Board, the juvenile justice system and the Mentally Impaired Defendants Review 
Board.  It all starts with a lack of accountability and the failure of this government to put community safety first.  
We saw that in a bill that was introduced last year which allowed the Parole Board, for the first time, to not have 
to consider the only criteria that puts public safety first when considering whether to release a prisoner on parole.  
At the moment it is submerged in about 10 criteria.  This government started with an ideological policy headed 
up by the Attorney General’s reduced imprisonment strategy.  The web site of the Department of Justice refers to 
a relaxation in the treatment of breaches of parole.  In the months leading up to the election, the Attorney 
General, with the support of the Premier, said that he would never release Mr Excell.  However, immediately 
after the election, they said that they would release Mr Excell.  They are going to not only release Mr Excell, but 
also send him to, and force him upon, another community, where he will have the possibility to continue raping 
little boys, which is what he does. 

I will deal in a moment with how parole is dealt with in this state, and the Attorney General’s power to say yes 
or no. 

First, I will show the hypocrisy and the sheer danger to community safety of the decision to allow Mr Excell on 
parole release.  One of my concerns is the make-up of the Parole Board.  Was Ms Christabel Chamarette, the 
person who heads up SafeCare in this State, one of the persons who made that decision on Excell’s release?  The 
“Parole Board Annual Report for the year ended 30 June 2004” indicated that Ms Chamarette is a community 
member of the board.  It astounds me that the Parole Board has community members who are legal academics 
who have a bent in some way about prisoners, and also contains Ms Chamarette, who used to be a prison 
psychologist and who runs the SafeCare program.  From debates in this house, members know that the SafeCare 
program allows adult offenders who have sexual relations with their children to bypass the criminal justice 
system.  This program was funded by this government; it is still funded by this government.  I saw today on the 
Amnesty International web site that Ms Chamarette is the Director of SafeCare and also serves on the Parole 
Board of Western Australia.  She is a former Greens senator for Western Australia.  I want to know why Ms 
Chamarette, with her background, is a member of the Parole Board.  Other people on the Parole Board do not 
reflect community views and wishes.  Perhaps the Premier could tell me whether Ms Chamarette took part in the 
decision to release Mr Excell. 

I will now read to the house the chronology of events relating to Mr Excell.  In 1948, he was sent to Australia 
under Britain’s child migration scheme.  At 27, he sodomised a seven-year-old boy and indecently dealt with a 
13-year-old boy for which he was sentenced to 10 years in jail, plus indefinite detention at the Governor’s 
pleasure.  In 1973, at the age of 35 years, he was released on parole, and two weeks later he raped a nine-year-
old boy.  Excell was sentenced to five years in jail and further detainment at the Governor’s pleasure.  At the age 
of 39, he was again released on parole in 1977, but he was back in court by the end of that year for sodomising a 
child.  He was sentenced to 18 months’ jail.  In 1981, at the age of 43, he was released on parole.  I am sorry I 
am going through this quickly, but I have limited time.  In 1982, age 44, he met his future wife, a Ms Macartney, 
at a therapy session, and he later moved in with her.  Three days after Christmas in that year, he lured two youths 
into his van and allegedly assaulted them.  He was charged with aggravated assault, two counts of deprivation of 
liberty and five counts of indecent dealing.  Can the Premier tell me whether Excell was convicted of and 
sentenced for those offences?  I would like to know whether he committed those offences while living with his 
future wife.  It has been said in the Press that as Mr Excell now has a wife, he will not be lured to look for sexual 
relations with young boys.  I am not sure how that figures as it has been said in the Press also that he is sexually 
impotent.  I am not sure how that all pans out.  Maybe the Premier could tell me. 

At 45 years of age, Excell was sentenced to nine years’ jail.  At the age of 46, he married Ms Macartney in 
Fremantle Prison.  At 55, he lost access to his personal computer in jail after pornographic images were 
discovered, and at the age of 60, he was charged with 14 counts of sexual penetration against a 19-year-old 
prisoner at Casuarina.  Was he convicted of those offences?  In April 2002, when age 64, he was allowed out of 
prison for up to 36 hours at a time on a home release program.  In November of that year, the State Government 
overturned the Parole Board’s decision and he was returned to jail.   

It is worth looking at what the Attorney General said.  I will quote from not only Hansard but also The West 
Australian.  In The West Australian of 28 November 2002 the Attorney General was reported as overturning the 
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decision of the Parole Board to release Mr Excell on home release, but the Attorney General refused to table in 
Parliament details of Mr Excell’s home release.  That is one of the reasons I say that the Parole Board needs to 
be abolished.  There needs to be an open system so that the people of Western Australia can see what is 
happening when prisoners come up for parole.  When serious offenders come up for parole the hearing needs to 
be in an open tribunal.  I do not agree with the nonsense that these people have sensitive psychological and 
psychiatric reports.  The reports may be referred to when they are sentenced, but the media can be present. 

Another aspect is the debacle that occurred last year when two juveniles who raped a grandmother were allowed 
out of prison.  We did not know what programs they had attended in prison and what were the conditions of their 
release.  The victim’s daughter did not receive an acknowledgment of the extensive submission she wrote to the 
Supervised Release Review Board.  In my view, victims should be able to appear before the tribunal when 
prisoners and serious offenders apply for parole and they should be able to make submissions.  The only 
response from the Gallop Labor government in this regard was from the former Minister for Justice who said 
that a victim’s advocate could appear.  That is not good enough.  The Liberal Party advocates an open tribunal 
before which the victim can appear and address the person in charge of the tribunal.  We also advocate that the 
Director of Public Prosecutions should be able to make submissions when people like Mr Excell are up for 
parole. 

In a press release Mrs Excell told The West Australian this month that Excell’s crimes, which included attacks on 
a seven-year-old boy in 1965 and the rape of a nine-year-old boy while on parole in 1973, were not heinous.  The 
Attorney General and experts in the Department of Justice are now telling us that, because he has a wife, he will 
not be looking to little boys.  If the report in The West Australian is true, his wife thinks that raping little boys is 
not heinous.  She said that she would feel comfortable with Excell being around her children and grandchildren. 

The Attorney General also said about this case on 29 November 2002 before the election - 

In the end, I considered that he represented too great a risk to the community and that he should not be 
granted parole. 

The truth is that when Mr Excell came up for parole in 2002 the very reasons the Attorney General gave for not 
granting parole were the very reasons the Attorney General gave for granting parole just recently.  At page 3232 
of Hansard of 14 November 2002, the Attorney General said this in relation to Mr Excell being released into the 
community - 

I must say first of all that one of the hardest decisions that any Attorney General has to make is whether 
people who have offended in quite serious ways against the people and the State should have their term 
in prison come to an end and be released into the community.  That decision requires an Attorney 
General to make an assessment of all the matters that are placed before him by prison officers, 
psychologists and the Parole Board, but ultimately the buck stops with the person who has to make that 
decision, in this case the Attorney General.  The decision in the case of Mr Excell was, in my view, not 
a hard one to make.  He had been released on three occasions previously, and on each of those 
occasions, sometimes very quickly, he had gone out and raped young boys yet again.  To my mind, that 
person had been given three chances, and that was arguably three chances too many and three chances 
more than he deserved.  In that case, I wanted to have all the facts before me; 

The Attorney General did have all the facts before him.  He continued -  

I wanted to look at everything.  

He did look at everything in November 2002.  He also said - 

I spent some considerable time weighing it up, and I came to the conclusion that, notwithstanding Mr 
Excell’s ill health and age, he represented a threat to the children of this State, and not one that we were 
prepared to tolerate. 

Now just after the election he comes out and speaks of Mr Excell’s age; the man is only 66, which is relatively 
young.  I have prosecuted men who have committed incest in their 50s.  Nothing suggests that his age will 
prevent him from continuing these attacks.  We do not know the state of his health.  That is one of the problems 
with the current Parole Board system and why the system must be open and accountable.  The government will 
not have an open and accountable system unless it abolishes the Parole Board of WA and its secret meetings held 
in secret buildings to which the public has no access.  Those were the reasons given by the Attorney General 
before the election for not releasing Mr Excell.  On 14 November 2002 when another bill was before the house, 
the Attorney General and I debated the CEO parole regime.  I said -  
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In fact, Dr Morgan is quite scathing of the CEO parole scheme.  He says it is open to political 
interference.  Is it not a way of allowing for political interference?  The Attorney General could set 
regulations and manipulate things if he wanted to so that the department could let out all the prisoners, 
and could facilitate - 

The Attorney General interrupted me and said - 

Perhaps everyone except Mr Excell.   

At that time in November 2002 the Attorney General and the Gallop government held up Mr Excell as an 
example of the one and only prisoner whom he would not let out.   

On 26 August 2003 the Attorney General said - 

When looking at the nature of people who are in prison, it is clear that we will not allow out into the 
community those people who represent a threat to the community.  I ask members to reflect briefly on 
the case of Robert Excell, who was approved for parole by the Parole Board.  We said no.  

I said - 

You’re an emotional manipulator!   

The Attorney General said - 

Would the member have let him out into the community? 

I said - 

You’re an emotional manipulator! 

The Attorney General said - 

Would the member have let him out into the community? 

. . .  

Robert Excell represented a threat to the community.  This Government said that he should not be 
allowed back into the community.  We also said to the Parole Board of WA that Brian Yorkshire, a 
multiple rapist, should not be released because he posed a threat to the community. 

. . .  

We have made it crystal clear that various other murderers, paedophiles and serious criminals in this 
State will not be allowed back into the community while we are in government, because the protection 
of the community is paramount. 

However, is the protection of the community paramount for this government?  I did some research on the Parole 
Board and found that in 2002 the Gallop government introduced an act that repealed the then overriding 
guideline to the Parole Board when considering a prisoner for parole release; that is, the paramount consideration 
is the protection and interest of the community.  That guideline was contained in section 18 of the Sentence 
Administration Act 1995, now repealed.  The current act now lists 10 criteria that the board must consider and 
they are weighted heavily in favour of the prisoner.  This act was designed to ensure that prisons would continue 
to be emptied and prisoners would be put back on the street as early as possible in line with the Attorney 
General’s reduced imprisonment strategy. 

What I have difficulty with is why all of a sudden after the election the Attorney General, using the same criteria, 
decided to let out onto the street a man who is not safe around little boys, who is considered a threat and whom 
the Attorney General held up as an example of someone he would not release.  Suddenly, after the election, the 
Attorney General will release him because he now has a wife.  However, his wife, as we have heard from the 
quote in the Press, does not believe that raping little boys is a heinous crime.  I wonder what the general 
community thinks about the new Mrs Excell. 

It is obvious from the display of the Attorney General’s duplicity in this place that the Parole Board of WA must 
be revamped.  I am sorry that I cannot debate this issue longer, as I have done quite a bit of research on it.  The 
Parole Board has been in place for 42 years but it needs reviewing.  That is why I support the amendment to the 
motion for a judicial inquiry, not just an inquiry under the Public Sector Management Act that would not be able 
to give consideration to the relationship between the minister and the Parole Board.  I believe that a judicial 
inquiry is needed, presided over by someone of the calibre of a former judge, who would in a dispassionate way 
and with the objectivity required inquire into whether a different system for parole is needed and the nature of 
the relationship between the Parole Board and the minister, and who would do something to put the safety and 
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protection of the community first.  I am interested in what the Minister for Justice has to say about the new 
provisions for and watering down of the Parole Board’s criteria for the release of prisoners.  Will the Minister for 
Justice ensure that he brings into the house in this session a bill that will return a provision to the relevant act that 
requires the Parole Board - if the secret Parole Board is to remain - to have as its primary focus the protection of 
the community?  Until that is done, politically and ideologically motivated decisions will continue to be made in 
this place.  Obviously, the Attorney General waited until after the election to release this child molester into the 
community; worse, he thought it would soften the blow to the Western Australian public if he foisted this 
monster onto another community, which is totally, utterly and morally reprehensible.  That is the Liberal Party’s 
view on this matter. 

I am very pleased to support the amendment to the motion.  The Department of Justice is in a shambles.  I know 
that because I have lived and breathed it with two very incompetent ministers.  I hope the new minister is not as 
bad or as incompetent as the previous two ministers were, but I have my doubts, given his comments this 
morning on radio and his protection of the Premier.   

I seek an acknowledgement from the minister that he will establish a judicial inquiry, that no stone will be left 
unturned, that he is sincere in his desire to get the justice portfolio back in shape and that he will again shore up 
the considerable loss and undermining of confidence that the Western Australian public has had in the criminal 
justice system since the Gallop government came to power.   

[Quorum formed.] 

MR M.J. BIRNEY (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [4.07 pm]:  As we sit in this chamber today there 
is a crisis in the justice system in Western Australia and a scandal at the very highest level of the Western 
Australian state government.  In the past one to two years hardened criminals have been transferred from 
maximum-security prisons to minimum-security prisons from where they have subsequently escaped.  In more 
recent times the Minister for Justice has misled the public by concealing the Premier’s involvement in 
transferring hardened criminals from maximum-security prisons to minimum-security prisons.  The Premier 
himself has steadfastly avoided the question of whether he was involved in those transfers and, of course, the 
Attorney General has now adopted the Carmen Lawrence defence of “I can’t recall” on his involvement or 
otherwise with a maximum-security prisoner being transferred to a medium-security prison. 

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  If you are going to continue to deceive people, you’ll be in opposition for a long time.  
That’s not what happened and you know it. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The Leader of the House would best direct his remarks to the Minister for Justice, and 
perhaps even the Premier, if he intends to continue talking about the issue of people being deceived.  I might 
bring that matter forward a little in my speech.  For the benefit of the Leader of the House, the Minister for 
Justice yesterday fronted a press conference about a double murderer who had escaped from Karnet Prison Farm.  
He was well aware that the opposition intended to raise the matter of who had signed off in executive council to 
allow that double murderer to be transferred to the Karnet minimum-security prison farm.  Therefore, he thought 
he would go on the front foot and dob in his colleagues the former Minister for Justice and the Attorney General.  
He announced to all and sundry that those two individuals signed off on the transfer of Edwards, the double 
murderer, from a maximum to a minimum-security prison.  What he did not say is that the Premier was the 
person who ultimately signed off on the double murderer being transferred to the minimum-security Karnet 
Prison Farm.  I hope that when the Minister for Justice responds, he will explain why he dobbed in the Attorney 
General and the former Minister for Justice but not the Premier for his involvement in the transfer of that 
maximum-security prisoner.  I might add that that prisoner is now at large in the community. 

While I am on the subject of deceiving people, I will deal also with the Premier’s response to the question I 
asked him yesterday during question time.  I asked the Premier a very clear and succinct question about whether 
he signed off on any executive council documents that supported the transfer of the double murderer Edwards to 
a minimum-security prison.  The Premier did everything but answer the question.  He did a merry little jig 
around the question and then sat down.  He is now as consistent as his Minister for Justice.  Neither of them is 
being open and accountable and neither is interested in telling the whole story.  The truth is that when a prisoner 
is held at the Governor’s pleasure in safe security or strict life imprisonment, the Governor must approve the 
transfer of the prisoner to a minimum-security prison.  We all know that the Governor is an apolitical individual 
and does not make political decisions of the sort I have just presented to the house.  The Governor makes those 
decisions based only on a recommendation from the government of the day.  We all know that.  The only people 
who were trying to hide something were the new Minister for Justice and, straight after him, the Premier.  We 
knew that the Premier had signed off on it. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 30 March 2005] 

 p83c-110a 
Mr Tom Stephens; Mr John Castrilli; Deputy Speaker; Mr Rob Johnson; Ms Sue Walker; Mr Matt Birney; 

Speaker; Dr Geoff Gallop; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Mr John D'Orazio; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Max Trenorden; Mr 
Grant Woodhams; Ms Margaret Quirk 

 [14] 

The Premier is now trying to say that this was a procedural matter and it just happened as a matter of course that 
he allowed a double murderer to be transferred to a minimum-security prison.  It is a procedure all right.  It is a 
procedure that was undertaken by the Premier.  That procedure, I might add, is in place for a good reason: to 
ensure that a duly elected and accountable politician, who is accountable to the people, makes the final decision 
about hardened criminals and where they reside in the prison system.  I am referring to people who have taken 
the lives of other people.  Often they are multiple murderers.  That is why the procedure - as the Premier likes to 
call it - is in place.  It is in place so that somebody whose job is accountable to the people makes the final 
decision.  Here we have it.  The Premier of the state made the decision to transfer a double murderer to a 
minimum-security prison and then tried to conceal it.  That is not to mention the fact that the Minister for Justice 
tried to conceal it also.  In anyone’s book, that is a scandal.  It only complements the absolute crisis in which the 
justice system is today. 

I will deal with the issue of escapes from prisons.  Myriad escapes from minimum-security prisons have 
occurred in Western Australia under this government - an absolute myriad.  The prisoners are simply walking 
out of Karnet Prison Farm and other minimum-security facilities.  I have asked the government until I was blue 
in the face about putting fences around the prisons.   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Until you were blue in the face? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Does the member want me to recount all the times I have done so recently? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Show me in your Liberal Party policy where it says you proposed to put fences around the 
prisons? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I will deal with the recent times I have raised the matter during the past week.  I was 
reported in The West Australian on 21 March to have called for proper security fences to be built around 
minimum-security prisons, as I was on ABC Radio on 24 March.  I was reported also on Curtin FM Radio, 6PR 
and 92.9 FM to have asked the government about putting fences around these types of prisons.  Although they 
are minimum-security prisons, they are nevertheless prisons, and they are housing hardened criminals.  It took 
the escape of a double murderer before the mob opposite could get off their hands and commit to building fences 
around minimum-security prisons.  What a disgrace.  We now have a farcical situation whereby the government 
intends to build the fence behind the double murderer.  What if he wants to get back in?  What will happen then?  
He will be absolutely devastated that a fence has been built around the place.  What about all the other prisoners 
recently who have looked at the waist-high fence at the minimum-security prisons and with a great whooping cry 
of joy have done a hop, skip and jump and forward roll over the top of it to secure their freedom?  It took the 
escape of a double murderer for the government to be jolted into action.  If the government were not being so 
political, it would have accepted my call to build the prison fences when I first called for them to be built.  Why 
did the government wait until a double murderer escaped from prison? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  You knew about this in 1997.  Why didn’t you do something then? 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The minister is living in the past.  He is the minister.  He needs to wake up.  He is now in 
charge.  I know that it has come as a complete shock to him, because he is incapable of doing anything.  He still 
cannot believe he has become a minister.  However, he is a minister, and he should do something. 

Mr N.R. Marlborough interjected. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  There are two important issues.  Firstly, the Premier admitted he made a mistake in signing 
the executive council document to have the double murderer transferred to a minimum-security prison.  The 
Premier admitted that he made a mistake.  Secondly, and more importantly, he tried to conceal that mistake, 
which makes it worse.  If he were big enough simply to say that he had made a mistake, he might have just got 
through the day.  Importantly, he and the Minister for Justice concealed it.  This has been a cover-up.  Make no 
mistake about it. 

Mr N.R. Marlborough interjected. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Let us consider why the Premier made a mistake and how it could be allowed to happen.  
Let us think about how it could transpire that the government of the day - 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Lift your game. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Somebody give that fellow a pat on the head and a lolly.  Does anyone have any lollies? 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  You’re not in the front bar of the Kalgoorlie Hotel.   

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 
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Several members interjected. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Somebody give him a pat on the head, that might shut him up for a minute. 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  You are not sleazing around the dance floor of the nightclub in Kalgoorlie at 2.00 am.  
Lift your game, son.   

The SPEAKER:  Order, members for Albany and Peel.  The interjection levels have got to a stage whereby they 
should not be interjecting. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Thank you very much for your protection from that fearful attack, Mr Speaker.  Let us deal 
with the issue of why the government made such a fundamental mistake. 

Mr N.R. Marlborough interjected. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, member for Peel! 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  The member for Peel might want to listen, because this is a very important point. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I know that the member will have a lot of difficulty with this, but I will get it out no matter 
how long it takes.  The government admitted it made a mistake in approving the transfer of this prisoner to a 
minimum-security prison.  The question must be asked: why was the prisoner transferred?  The answer is 
contained in question without notice 622 asked of the Attorney General in the upper House. 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  Which one.  Yours?  Peter Foss?   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  I refer to the member for Fremantle.  This is quite relevant. 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  I remember when Peter Foss, the then Attorney General, was faced with a similar 
situation. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  This is very relevant.  If the member stopped banging his gums together for a minute, he 
would actually learn something. 

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  I wanted to clarify it.  We will get to Peter Foss and what he did under the same set of 
circumstances. 

The SPEAKER:  Order, members! 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Hon Peter Foss asked the Attorney General whether any changes had been made to the way 
in which the Attorney General issued approvals for parole, to which the Attorney General responded yes.  I will 
tell members what is the fundamental difference.  When Peter Foss was the Attorney General, he used to request 
not only the Parole Board of WA’s report but also any previous Parole Board reports.  He used to request files 
from the Department of Justice and from the prisons in which the criminals had been housed.  On every 
occasion, he also requested an independent psychiatric report on the prisoner.  He set up what is known as the 
forensic case management team.  All those matters that were brought before the then Attorney General allowed 
him to make a considered decision about whether a person should be considered for parole.  Mr Speaker, you can 
imagine my surprise when I read a question asked in the upper house by Hon Peter Foss on whether the process 
had been changed, to which the Attorney General provided the reply - 

Yes.  The process has been simplified.  The Parole Board recommends inclusion in the prerelease 
program to the Attorney General. 

That is it; the Parole Board says yes or no, the Attorney General says that it must know what it is doing, and so 
he approves it or otherwise.  The former Attorney General used to request all the files, all the documents, all the 
information and all the psychiatric reports before he made those decisions.  It is no wonder that the Premier 
made a mistake; he has a lazy Attorney General.  The Attorney General does not avail himself of all the facts 
before making these decisions or recommendations.  There we have it.  The reason the Premier “made a 
mistake” is that he has a lazy Attorney General.  The Attorney General has, by his own admission, simplified the 
process so that he does not have to be bothered with the psychiatric reports and files from prisons on the 
behaviour of a fellow in prison.  He did not want to be bothered with all of that.  He just makes a decision based 
on what the Parole Board has said.  We all know that the Parole Board has got it wrong on more than one 
occasion.   

While I am talking about the current Attorney General, I will deal with his involvement with prisoner Keating 
who was held at the medium-security prison in Bunbury.  The Attorney General was quoted recently in The 
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Australian as questioning why prisoner Keating was in the Bunbury medium-security prison.  He went on to say 
in that article - 

I think there was a lack of diligence in making sure that the right security classification applied to this 
person, . . .  

He was effectively saying that he could not believe that this hardened crook, Keating, was in a medium-security 
prison, being Bunbury Regional Prison.  Members can again imagine my surprise when I discovered that when 
the Parole Board made a recommendation to the Attorney General to consider Keating for prerelease, it advised 
him that Keating was in a medium-security prison and that the prison was Bunbury Regional Prison.  The 
Attorney General was crying crocodile tears when he told The Australian that he was concerned that this fellow, 
Keating, was in a medium-security prison.  They were crocodile tears because when the Parole Board requested 
the Attorney General’s support to parole this fellow, he was advised that the prisoner was in a medium-security 
prison.  What happened when the shadow Minister for Justice put that question to the Attorney General 
yesterday during question time?  He went to water.  He used the Carmen Lawrence approach of “I do not recall”.  
The Minister for Justice is hell-bent on concealing the truth from the public.  The Premier is dancing around the 
issue and is refusing to answer.  The Attorney General is using the Carmen Lawrence defence.  The absolute 
rabble on the other side of the house cannot handle the justice system in Western Australia.   

It is important that we understand the philosophy of the Labor Party.  We could probably get an understanding of 
the philosophy of the Labor Party by considering its formal policy, which is known as Labor’s reduced 
imprisonment strategy.  That strategy was implemented by this Labor government.  In the first couple of years of 
this government, that strategy resulted in the prisons being absolutely cleaned out.  That happened before the 
DNA legislation was passed and a few crooks started to be caught.  The government went through a whole raft 
of changes in the justice system to ensure that hardened criminals did not end up in jail.  That is the philosophy 
of the Labor Party; it has a warm and fuzzy view that jails are bad places and that we should not put these poor 
souls in them but should show them the error of their ways and try to make them see the light.  Of course, plenty 
of them have seen the light from Karnet Prison Farm in recent times - they have gone straight over the waist-
high fence and off into the distance.  Under this Labor government it is harder to get into jail than to get out of it.  
That is the truth.   

I turn now to the issue of the long-heralded inquiry, which was announced with great fanfare by the Minister for 
Justice.  We have not seen any details of this inquiry.  Every time the minister is questioned about it he goes to 
water.  He puts up a barrier by saying that the government is considering the inquiry and whom it will get to run 
it.  One question that the minister has not answered, and which I hope he will answer by way of interjection, is: 
will the minister set up this inquiry under the Public Sector Management Act?   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I will set it up under whatever process is required. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  That is not a good answer.  Mr Speaker, could I request an extension of time? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I answered that question earlier.  I want to wait until we appoint the head of the inquiry so 
that, in conjunction with him, we can give him all the power that he will require to achieve the end result; that is, 
a blueprint for prison reform.   

The SPEAKER:  There is no extension. 

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Will the minister set up the inquiry under the Public Sector Management Act? 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I will respond to you later.   

Mr M.J. BIRNEY:  Although the Public Sector Management Act allows for a minister of the Crown to be 
questioned, it does not allow for a finding to be made against a minister of the Crown because, technically 
speaking, a minister of the Crown is not a member of the public sector.  I have a copy of the Public Sector 
Management Act with me.  It states - 

“Public Sector” means all -  

(a) the agencies;  
(b) the ministerial offices; and  
(c) the non-SES organisations;  

That definition does not include ministers.  That means that if the Minister for Justice convenes this inquiry 
under the terms and conditions of the Public Sector Management Act, it may well be able to question the former 
minister’s role, but it will not be able to make a finding on the former minister’s culpability or otherwise.  We 
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will see how serious the government is about setting up, in its words, an open, accountable and independent 
inquiry.  We will see whether the Public Sector Management Act comes to the fore in the next couple of days.  I 
suspect that it might.  That happened with the Hooker inquiry, which was set up under the Public Sector 
Management Act.  The Labor Party announced with great fanfare that the minister, Michelle Roberts, would be 
questioned under that inquiry.  However, we now know that no findings were made against or in favour of the 
minister.  The inquirer could not do that because the minister is not a member of the public sector.  We will see 
how things progress.   

It gives me no pleasure to support the amendment moved by the member for Bunbury, albeit that I find that I 
have no choice other than to do that.  This government has been a dismal failure in the area of Justice.  I repeat: 
we have a crisis in our justice system, we have a scandal at the top level of government, and we have a 
government that is doing everything possible to avoid proper scrutiny in this area.  Something tells me that in the 
next few days that scrutiny will continue to be applied to the government.  I suspect that there will be a lot more 
to come on the issue of justice in Western Australia.   

DR G.I. GALLOP (Victoria Park - Premier) [4.27 pm]:  I will say a number of things in my contribution this 
afternoon.  First, I will have a general look at the government’s record in this area.  My conclusion will be that 
the government has made improvements.  We have improved the system, but it is clear that there is more to be 
done.  We intend to get advice on that matter from the inquiry that we propose to set up.  The second point 
relates to the case of Mr Edwards.  I dealt with that issue by way of a brief ministerial statement this morning, 
but I will make another point or two.  Finally, I will look at the overall system in Western Australia and point out 
to members of Parliament, and through the Parliament to the public, the hypocrisy of the Liberal Party on this 
matter.  I first go to the ALP’s record.  We have toughened the procedures in our prison system.  We have 
improved the performance, but clearly a lot more needs to be done.  I will just report to the Parliament.  We have 
put an extra $140 million into the correction system, without undergoing privatisation.  We also overhauled the 
contracts put in place by the opposition due to the privatisation of Acacia Prison and court security.  The 
privatisation undertaken by the previous government was one issue that our government had to deal with.  
Privatisation was never justified in a core service area such as this, and we have had to live with the 
consequences.  Our government abolished the previous government’s policy of immediately placing sex 
offenders in minimum-security prison farms and work camps.  The decision on that policy was made by the 
former Minister for Justice.  We abolished the previous government’s failed home detention program and its 
policy of allowing prisoners convicted of serious offences to go to the Royal Show or to sail on the Leeuwin.  
We have introduced tough new legislation designed to target serious juvenile offenders.  There is no doubt that 
the intervention policies that the government has put forward will produce good results for the people of Western 
Australia.  Security measures at maximum-security prisons have been boosted, and I am pleased to report that 
the government has halved the appalling prisoner escape rates that existed under the previous government.  In 
1998-99, there were 85 escapes from minimum-security prisons; in 1999-2000, there were 58; in 2000-01, there 
were 62; in 2001-02, there were 46; in 2002-03, there were 47; in 2003-04 there were 41; and from 1 July last 
year until today there have been 39 escapes.  That is a halving of the rate under the previous government.  A 
victims’ representative has been appointed to the Supervised Release Review Board and $20 million has been 
invested in a world-renowned intensive supervision program aimed at the state’s most serious repeat juvenile 
offenders.  The government has done all of that, but it is not enough.  Clearly, more must be done to improve the 
system.  The Minister for Justice has taken on that task with enthusiasm, and he has the full support of the 
government for his aim of examining the total system and how it is working.   

I was asked a question yesterday about the relocation of Mr Edwards to the Karnet Prison Farm.  I was well 
aware, of course, that he was on a prerelease program.  I made that clear to the Parliament and indicated that I 
accepted full responsibility in that area. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  You did not.  You must be joking! 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  The Leader of the Opposition should read what I said.  The Leader of the Opposition has 
difficulty, does he not?  He has difficulty remembering meetings he has had with well-known figures in the 
Liberal Party, and he has difficulty remembering speeches that were given in this Parliament yesterday.   

The Edwards case clearly indicates that security arrangements at minimum-security prisons are inadequate.  The 
member for South Perth would be interested in this, now that the Boronia Pre-release Centre for Women is 
located in his electorate as a result of boundary changes.  Previously, it was in my electorate.  When that prison 
was set up it was made absolutely clear that there would be proper security arrangements around it, but that what 
happened inside would ensure that reoffending rates went down.  That is the very point I made at the public 
meeting on that matter, and so far the prison has been a great success in ensuring that people who are about to go 
out into the community are specially chosen, and do not reoffend.  The government has a responsibility to 
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protect the community and reduce reoffending rates.  This balance is difficult to achieve, because judgments 
must be made about individuals and all such judgments involve a risk.  The Edwards case revealed to me the 
lack of proper security arrangements in our minimum-security prisons.  I have written to the director general of 
the department and indicated to him that the government would provide the funds to allow for the installation of 
proper fencing around the Wooroloo and Karnet Prison Farms and other minimum-security prisons.  The 
government has fully accounted to the Parliament.  In hindsight, there is no doubt that the decision to allow Mr 
Edwards to go to Karnet has proven to be wrong.  It is always easy to judge these issues in hindsight.  The advice 
that had come through from the Parole Board showed that there had been significant change in this prisoner.  It 
showed that he had met all the requirements and obligations placed upon him.  The prerelease program was put 
into place last September, and he was following the requirements of that program.  Tragically, he has now 
escaped and we now have an obligation to bring him back into custody. 
This leads me to the general issue of serious offenders being put into prerelease programs and moved to 
minimum-security prisons.  At the moment the system in Western Australia, which was put into place and 
operated under the previous government as it has operated under the present government, allows for prerelease 
programs for serious offenders and for parole for those offenders.  The present government inherited the 
situation in which the former Attorney General, Hon Peter Foss, made a decision in 1997 to allow prisoners to 
begin prerelease programs up to 18 months before their statutory review dates, so that they could finish the 
programs and be released at the earliest possible date.  The present government operates the program in such a 
way that when the review date comes up, the advice provided by the Parole Board is considered at that time, 
whereas the previous Attorney General prejudged the matter and allowed the prisoners to go into these programs 
before the statutory review dates.  I remind members of the opposition, who lecture and criticise the government 
about these matters that, between 1991 and 2000, 60 prisoners were placed on prerelease programs.  
Ms S.E. Walker:  What kind of prisoners were they? 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  They were very serious offenders.  We could look at the example of the 14 prisoners who 
were returned to maximum security yesterday following the escape of Mr Edwards.  It was reported to the house 
today that one of those prisoners, Mr Blunsdon, was put into that situation by the previous government.  It is 
very easy for people to play politics with issues like this, particularly those who do not have the responsibility of 
making a decision.  The escape is of great concern and the sooner Mr Edwards is brought back into custody, the 
better.  However, decisions must be made.  The people of Western Australia will see the comments of the 
opposition for what they are - politicising the issue.  The people of Western Australia will reflect upon the fact 
that the previous government made very similar decisions, allowing very serious offenders to be moved into 
minimum-security situations and, what is more, to go out into the community.  The government will look at the 
whole system to decide whether the classification process needs to be changed and whether some of the 
problems that emerged under not only the present government but also the previous government can be removed 
from the system.  Those matters will be examined in the review that the government has set up.  

I will summarise my argument.  Firstly, my government has made significant progress in this area, but it is 
clearly not enough.  There are too many escapes.  The justice system needs a shake-up and the government will 
make sure that that happens.  Secondly, in relation to Mr Edwards, a mistake was made and the sooner he is 
brought back into custody the better.  However, we can learn from that mistake, particularly in respect of the 
security arrangements in our minimum-security prisons.  Finally, I remind the house that the system that is in 
operation was operated by the previous government under the laws of Western Australia.  The previous 
government made many decisions that saw serious offenders go to minimum-security conditions, apparently 
without any constraint on their escaping.  In many cases, those decisions produced good results, just as they have 
done under the present government.  Government is about judgments and decisions.  It is very easy for the 
opposition to play politics, but these decisions must be made.  Two factors must be balanced - firstly, prisoners 
must serve their time according to the laws of the state and, secondly, the chance of reoffending must be 
minimised.  Western Australia has had very high reoffending rates, historically. 

Mr J.A. McGinty:  The highest in the nation. 

Dr G.I. GALLOP:  They are the highest in the nation, and that is a matter that must be addressed.  That is the 
whole point of the Boronia Pre-release Centre for Women in East Victoria Park.  Those reoffending rates must 
be reduced.  This is a difficult challenge for any government.  We are quite happy to take up that challenge, but 
we accept that the system we work under needs to be reformed.  For the opposition to come in here and lecture 
the government about decisions to put serious offenders into minimum security, and about parole, when the 
previous government made many such decisions is, if I may use an expression, a bit rich.  I give my full support 
to the minister in the work he is doing.  I am sure that, on behalf of the people of Western Australia, we can 
bring about significant improvements in a system that needs change.  
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DR E. CONSTABLE (Churchlands) [4.39 pm]:  I rise to make some brief remarks in support of this 
amendment.  One of the things I always find interesting when I listen to the Governor’s speech at the opening of 
Parliament is not what is included but what is left out of his speech.  One of the matters left out of the 
Governor’s speech yesterday is one of the most urgent issues facing this state; namely, the issue we are debating 
now - accountability and the safety of the community and the prison system.  Based on that fact alone - that the 
government did not recognise that issue in a speech as important as the Governor’s address to the Parliament - I 
support this amendment.  However, I support the amendment for other, more serious, reasons.  In the past few 
years there has been a rollcall of escapees.  People who have committed very serious crimes have escaped from 
custody.  Within the first few weeks of the second term of the Gallop government an appalling record has 
emerged.  

I will concentrate my remarks on the most recent escape of Brian Edwards.  I do that because the woman he 
raped before he committed the double murder was a constituent of mine.  I got to know her very well in the 
1990s when she lived in my electorate.  I am appalled that this man was placed in a situation that allowed him to 
escape from jail yet again.  Let us look at the record of this man and remind ourselves of what he has done and 
where he is now.  He committed some fairly minor crimes in 1976 such as stealing a car, breaking into a house, 
stealing a sewing machine and setting fire to a car a few days later.  He was sentenced to six months in prison for 
the thefts.   

In 1977 he broke into a Collie house and stole a shotgun and 30 shells.  He used the gun to shoot at a person, 
whom he injured.  He was sentenced to six months imprisonment for stealing the firearm and remanded to 
Bunbury Regional Prison, from which he escaped.  That was the first escape.  He surrendered about 13 days later 
and was sentenced to five years for the shooting.  He escaped from prison again and got himself to South 
Australia where he stole a car and a drum of petrol.  A couple of weeks later he returned to Western Australia, 
broke into a shed at Dowerin and stole four rifles and 2 500 rounds of ammunition.  Three days later he raped a 
17-year-old girl, a young woman, who, as I said earlier, I got to know pretty well some years later when she was 
living in my electorate and came to me for assistance.  She changed her name and identity because of her fear of 
him.  I read the transcript of the detective’s report this morning again to remind myself how bad this man really 
is.  Edwards held the gun at her for two hours and raped her.  He had pursued her.  He had followed her when 
she was riding her horse, had pulled her off the horse and had raped her at gunpoint.  The day after Edwards had 
raped her at gunpoint he murdered the two young people near Mandurah and in 1980 he was sentenced to death 
for those murders.  In August 2003, the Parole Board in its wisdom recommended that Edwards participate in a 
prerelease program at Karnet Prison Farm.  By September 2004 the executive order had been signed by the 
Attorney General and the Premier and he was sent to Karnet Prison.  Guess what happened six months later?  He 
escaped from Karnet Prison.  

I cannot believe that a person’s circumstances can change from facing the death sentence in 1980 to that of a 
prerelease program at a low-security prison from which he escaped.  Knowing what I know about what happened 
to that young girl, I cannot believe it was allowed to occur.  That man was never meant to be in a low-security 
prison and he was not meant to be out on the streets of Western Australia again; yet that is where he is today.  

The Premier admitted in a cavalier fashion that he was wrong to have signed the executive order.  It was wrong 
all right; it should never have been considered.  The people who recommended it should not be working in the 
state prison system.  It is just beyond belief that this situation has arisen.  

If anyone would like to read the report of the detective who interviewed Edwards after he was arrested after the 
murders, I can give them a copy and they can see for themselves what this is really all about.  

This government, the Attorney General, the Premier and others have forgotten why we have a prison system.  
The prison system is in place in the first instance to punish criminals such as this man and in the second instance 
to protect the community.  It is not a matter of protecting the community for only 25 or 26 years; it must be 
protected forever from people like Edwards.  The key should be thrown away.  That was meant to happen to this 
man, but it did not happen.  Over time people get soft and put people like him on prerelease programs.  They 
look at them and say that perhaps their behaviour was not that bad.  His behaviour was very bad.  Situations 
cannot get any worse than what happened to that young girl or the people he murdered.  On both counts of 
punishment and protecting the community this man should never have been transferred to a low-security prison. 

That brings me to the inquiry that we are discussing now: it should not be held behind closed doors.  The people 
of Western Australia have lost faith in this government’s ability to protect the community.  They have seen far 
too many escapes in the past few years.  Government members can talk about escapes under previous 
governments for as long as they like, but they are still happening.  The government has not done what it should 
have done about them.  The government is not protecting the community so it should stop talking about what 
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happened under the previous Liberal government and look at what is happening now.  It should hold an open 
inquiry because that is the only way to restore the community’s faith in the government’s ability to protect the 
community.  Please have an open inquiry.  The prime reason royal commissions and other judicial inquiries are 
held is to restore the community’s faith in the accountability of the government of the day.  I implore the 
minister, the Attorney General and the Premier to have an open inquiry if the situation is ever to be improved.  

MR J.B. D’ORAZIO (Ballajura - Minister for Justice) [4.47 pm]:  It does not give me pleasure to put on the 
record some points on this debate.  Firstly, in the first two and half weeks of my role as a minister, the opposition 
has called my honesty into question.  I find that intolerable because I pride myself on telling the truth.  

Mr R.F. Johnson interjected. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The member for Hillarys should let me finish and then he can interject as much as he 
likes.  Yesterday during question time I was asked about the process for transferring prisoners to the prerelease 
program.  I was open and explained that the process is quite simple.  The Parole Board of WA makes a 
recommendation, the Attorney General/Minister for Justice must approve it and it is approved by the Governor.  
My explanation was consistent and truthful.  Members should have understood by implication that the Premier 
signs the recommendation to the Governor.  I have been absolutely honest and up front about the process.  This 
process has operated in the prison system since the Prisons Act 1981 was proclaimed.  Prerelease programs have 
operated for 20 years.  Ever since taking over this portfolio I have been honest.   

I must question how someone of the ilk of the person to whom the member for Churchlands referred could have 
been transferred to minimum security.  I was concerned about the first escapee, Cross, who had not murdered 
anyone but had been convicted of 10 armed robberies.  I immediately asked the Department of Justice to 
undertake an investigation into which prisoners had been transferred to minimum security.  I was astounded that 
a fellow of that calibre had been transferred to minimum security.  

That review was requested before the escape of Edwards, who is a murderer.  For the community’s sake, I hope 
he is captured because the paramount role of the government, the Parliament and myself, as minister, is to 
uphold community safety.  Secondly, we need to protect the people working within the system.  The situation 
that arose at Bunbury with the hostage was awful.  A person had undertaken to help a prisoner’s rehabilitation, 
and it is unacceptable, disgraceful and despicable that she suffered the treatment she received.  As members of 
Parliament we should condemn that and try to make sure that the processes protect people from that sort of 
situation.  It is just awful.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  He shouldn’t have been there.  He should have been kept in Casuarina.   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  At the end of the day, we need to try to fix the process.  I do not want to start saying that 
this or that should have happened.  The problem that I have inherited in the past two and a half weeks since I 
took over this portfolio is that there are a number of anomalies in the process and I want to highlight some of 
them.  Members of the previous government keep blaming us.  Again, I will refer to some of the statistics.  It is 
important that we consider some of the statistics.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  The previous government didn’t; the current opposition does.   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The opposition is of the same ilk as the previous government.   

I will refer to some of the statistics.  Wooroloo and Karnet Prison Farms are the two prisons that have been 
highlighted.  In 1998-99 there were 41 escapes from those two prisons.  In 2003-04 the number of escapes was 
12.  I have not cited this year’s number because the end of the year has not occurred, but so far it is six.   

Mr P.D. Omodei:  Is that an endorsement of AIMS?   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  It has absolutely nothing to do with AIMS Corporation.  AIMS is at Acacia Prison; that 
is how much the Deputy Leader of the Opposition knows about the prison system.   

The problem is that it is still unacceptable that minimum-security prisons have this number of escapes.  I find it 
strange that today the Leader of the Opposition has crowed about the fact that we should put a fence around this 
prison.  It was not part of the policy with which the opposition went to the election.  No mention was made of 
that in that policy.  When Peter Foss had the same problem - he had 41 escapes in 1998-99 - his idea for solving 
the problem was to redefine the word “escape” and try to say that because there was no fence, they were 
absconders, not escapees.  I am not about to hide behind words; I want to solve the problem.  All of us 
understand that this is a problem for the community.  The decision we made yesterday about putting fences 
around these two prisons should have happened a long time ago.  Our decision will help alleviate the problem.  It 
still will not solve all the problem.   
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We must understand that we need to deal with these people.  I will point out to members what these lifers and 
people who need the Governor’s approval before they go onto the next program are.  These people have 
indefinite sentences or are being held at the Governor’s pleasure.  That usually means that they are the most 
rotten of the rotten eggs.  I do not think they should be in a minimum-security prison.  That needs to be looked at 
as part of the review process.  As the minister, I was horrified when I found out that we had in minimum-security 
prisons not just people who had committed armed robberies, but murderers and the vicious people referred to by 
the member for Churchlands.  Some of the people who are on a prerelease program need special government 
approval, as well as the approval of the Governor, the minister and the Parole Board of WA.  However, they 
have indefinite sentences.  It is interesting that in 1997 the previous Attorney General, Peter Foss, decided that 
these people would be allowed to go onto a prerelease program.  Let me go back one step.  The people who have 
indefinite sentences and are being held at the Governor’s pleasure have, by law, statutory review dates.  Those 
dates are set by the courts, regardless of the fact that they are being held at the Governor’s pleasure.  That does 
not mean that they will be released; it just means that their sentence will be looked at.  The previous Attorney 
General, Peter Foss, decided that these people should be allowed onto a prerelease program 18 months prior to 
their statutory review dates.  I think that is a ridiculous proposition, but it happened.  Thanks to the decision of 
the previous government, people in this category were allowed onto a prerelease program after 1997.  Should I 
stand here and say, “Shock, horror; that was terrible”?  Maybe, but that will not fix the problem.  We need to 
look at how we will fix the problem for the future.   

I took great exception to the comment made by Hon Peter Foss on radio this morning.  He is reported as saying 
that the previous government did not allow prisoners into minimum security until they were in the last year of 
their sentence.  Let me point out something to members.  In 1997 Michael Blunsdon was transferred under this 
program.  He is a convicted child murderer.  In 2001, when the previous government was turfed out of office, he 
was still at the same place.  The argument suggested by Hon Peter Foss that he put these people in this location 
with only a year of their sentence left is absolute rubbish.  Again, that does not solve the problem.  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  I am sure that he will respond to that.   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  He may do, but the facts are that this person was one of the 14 people who were put back 
into maximum security yesterday.  I indicated to the Leader of the Opposition that Blunsdon was one of the 
prisoners who was transferred to a prerelease program under the previous Deputy Premier and the then Attorney 
General, Peter Foss.  He was one of the prisoners to whom I referred in response to a question today.  The 
statistics show that since this government has been in power, the number of escapes has decreased.  However, 
that is not the whole solution.  There are still enormous problems with the classification of prisoners.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  You said that Hendy Cowan had approved the movement of a serious prisoner to minimum 
security.  The parole system back then was completely different because Peter Foss used to request prison files, 
justice files, Parole Board files and psychiatric reports before he made a decision to move a prisoner, whereas 
these days all the Attorney General requests is the Parole Board report and that is it.   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  We still had the situation in which the convicted murderer of a young child was put in 
minimum security on a prerelease program.  He was not let out of jail, but he went onto a prerelease program.  
Hon Peter Foss could have had the same problem that we had yesterday.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  In actual fact, the person you are talking about was recommended to be released.  Hon Peter 
Foss ensured that he was not released.   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  If we are going to argue about the process, Hon Peter Foss signed off to allow that 
prisoner to go onto a prerelease program.  He also changed the previous policy and allowed prisoners to start 
these programs 18 months before their statutory review periods.  That is a real problem.  The people who 
conduct the statutory review should be allowed to make a decision.  In that situation, the previous Attorney 
General decided in his wisdom - I am not sure what his arguments are and I am sure he will respond at the 
appropriate time -  

Mr M.J. Birney:  Can I just interject? 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The Leader of the Opposition should let me finish.  His argument is irrelevant.  The fact 
is that 18 months before the statutory review, these prisoners were allowed to go onto a prerelease program.  I 
think the community at large does not accept that people of this calibre should be in minimum-security locations. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  Hon Peter Foss allowed that prisoner to be transferred only after he received all the files and 
reports from the justice system.  Your Attorney General allowed this double murderer to be moved after 
receiving only one report from the Parole Board.   
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Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The West Australian and others have been extolling the virtues of the Attorney General 
for his actions in the case of Keating.  There will always be value judgments, and I do not want to denigrate the 
previous minister.  This is an important issue that we all need to take seriously.  I hope that the opposition comes 
on board with me.  I want to solve this problem.  I want people to have confidence that community safety and the 
safety of the people who work in the system are important and paramount.  Then we can worry about the 
rehabilitation of prisoners.  That is the order we need to follow.  I understand that at some point these people will 
re-enter society, so they need to be rehabilitated.  However, we do not want to do that at the cost of community 
safety.  The community wants us to be honest.  I hope the opposition comes on board with me and helps me go 
through this process.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  We will see how you set up the inquiry before we decide whether to come on board.   

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  I say again to the Leader of the Opposition that this process is not about blame.  I want to 
set up a framework for the future that we can all sign up to.  Some difficult decisions and choices will need to be 
made throughout this process.  It is not an easy area.  I want to make sure that the community has confidence in 
the process, that the blueprint we end up with after the investigation process is such that we can all sign up to it 
and that the matter is depoliticised.  It is easy to score political points.  It is much more difficult to solve the 
problem.  I am about solving the problem, not about rhetoric.  I took over the portfolio two and a half weeks ago, 
and everyone has said that it has been a baptism of fire.  It has been; it has been really difficult.  However, I have 
kept in mind that I want to ensure that community safety and staff safety are paramount and that we will have 
rehabilitation of the process.   

The first escape I outlined requires a review of the standards applying to people being placed in various 
classifications.  That will be part of the review.  A problem obviously exists in that we have not had a director of 
prisons since the October resignation.  I went to the Premier and others and asked for that position to be 
upgraded.  The appointment of former Assistant Commissioner of Police Ian Johnson has helped that matter 
because he will provide some strong leadership and direction so that the process can take place.  The government 
has also announced a major review.  I cannot stop members opposite from politicising the review or from scoring 
political points, but I want this review to be as open as possible.  I want it to look to the future.  I want it to look 
at the programs we have in place to create a blueprint for the future.  It is easy to sit here and criticise; it is much 
more difficult to fix the problem, and I want to fix the problem.  This inquiry will be open and accountable.  I 
will discuss the process with the head of the inquiry in the next one or two days, and we hope to have it finalised 
by early next week - 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Who is he? 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  I cannot tell members at this stage, but we are almost there.  I think the member will be 
happy when he hears who it is.  At the same time, I want to discuss the powers this person needs to have access 
to whatever he wants.  I want to place no limitations on his investigations into whatever he wants to investigate.  
At the end of the process, I want members opposite, me as minister and the community to have confidence in 
what we are trying to do.   

Mr M.J. Birney:  Can you agree that you will not set up this inquiry under the Public Sector Management Act 
because that legislation prevents him from making a finding against the previous minister or the Attorney 
General?  Show us your bona fides! 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  I will repeat it again for the tenth time today: I will have discussions with the head of the 
inquiry and give him whatever powers he requires to conduct the inquiry.  If he said to me that he would like the 
inquiry to take place under a certain section, I would be happy.  If he stated he wanted some other powers, I 
would be happy.  All I want is to be seen to be independent.  I cannot be more open than saying that I want to 
discuss that with the person to be appointed to the position.   

As soon as we found out about the problem at the Karnet Prison Farm, the Premier approved the provision of 
further security fencing.  I could stand here and say that members opposite had 20 years to fix the problem, and 
that I fixed it in two weeks.  I will not do that because it would not help.  Does the improved security at the two 
locations mean that I will not have escapes and that I have solved the problems?  No.  We are dealing with some 
very difficult people who have some very clever ways of getting around the system.  We need to ensure that 
processes are in place so the community has confidence in the system.  That is what we did by putting the fence 
around the two facilities.  We hope that the seven and four escapes to which I referred earlier will be reduced to 
nil.  Does that mean we will stop every incident?  I do not think so.  Will we have security measures in place to 
try to improve the process?  Absolutely.  Will that solve every problem?  No.  I know the inquiry will be very 
important for the process.  It can produce a blueprint for prison reform.  I think it is long overdue.  I am not 
playing politics here, but it has been 23 years since a review was conducted.  It is needed to restore confidence in 
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the system, to restore confidence for people working in the system and to give prisoners some hope for 
rehabilitation.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  The danger here is that we could all throw away the key and, shock, horror, bury our 
heads and not want to know about the situation.  At some time, prisoners will come back into our system; they 
need rehabilitation, but it must not be at the cost of community and staff safety. 

I ask the opposition to please bear with us and support us.  This matter goes across political boundaries.  The 
community expects us to try to make positive improvements to the system.  I know I have been in the job for 
only two and a half weeks, but I have found that it is a system that needs upgrading.  I was astounded that we 
could have such people in a minimum-security jail. 

Mr M.J. Birney:  Is it the former minister’s fault? 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  If the member wants to talk about former ministers, I could stand here and extol the 
virtues of the previous minister with all the changes she made.  Members opposite ask whether it is her fault - 

Mr M.J. Birney:  Is it? 

Mr J.B. D’ORAZIO:  How can the member blame the previous minister for prisoners having a relationship 
with prison officers or for a hostage situation when staff allowed a person to be in that position?  If the Leader of 
the Opposition wants to play the blame game, I am happy to look at the record of the previous Liberal 
government.  However, that will not help one iota.  We need a blueprint for reform.  I again ask the opposition to 
join me to help me make this happen, and I think the community would thank the opposition and support the 
government in what it is trying to do.  I am committed to make a good system with three things: first, community 
safety; second, safety for people working in the system; and third, rehabilitation for prisoners in the system who 
can come back to be part of our society.  I ask members opposite to support that process. 

MR P.D. OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.07 pm]:  It seems that the 
Minister for Justice has been here for only five minutes.  I understand that he has been a member of Parliament 
for four years and two and a half weeks.  If all these things are so wrong in the system, it is a wonder that he has 
not realised it before and brought them to the attention of the Attorney General and the wider system.  As the 
member for Churchlands stated, this issue is about accountability and community safety.  The problem has not 
arisen in the last five minutes.  One need only listen to the Premier’s comments in trying to blame the Liberal 
Party for politicising the issue -  

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Absolute rubbish! 

Mr P.D. OMODEI:  The Premier said that just before he sat down.  In this crisis situation, why is the previous 
Minister for Justice who has responsibility for police not here in the house to face the music?  The buck stops 
with the minister of the day.  If people in our jail system at Casuarina Prison are making grog out of vegetables, 
the buck stops with the minister.  It is called ministerial responsibility.  If the minister is not convinced about that 
and he blames the Liberal Party for everything that has happened, he protests too much.  He is the new knight in 
shining armour for the Labor Party who arrived two and half weeks ago to solve the problem, but it is not that 
simple. 

I now refer the minister to an opinion in an editorial in The West Australian on Monday of this week.  The article 
under the headline “Panic evident in patch-up job on failed prison system” reads - 

New Justice Minister John D’Orazio’s attempted patch-up job on the Department of Justice does not 
amount to a solution of its problems. 

It has been evident for some time that the department - or at least the prisons part of it - is 
dysfunctional.   

The editorial then refers to the Director General of the Department of Justice.  It seems to me that the director 
general has had his hands tied behind his back by some of the current government’s policies on prisoner release, 
the Parole Board of WA and a range of other matters.  The article further reads -  

. . . Michelle Roberts, who has made an art form of ducking responsibility and shifting blame when 
things go wrong. 

It was hardly surprising hat Mrs Roberts was moved out of the portfolio after last month’s election. 

The article then refers to former Assistant Commissioner Ian Johnson.  I understand that Ian Johnson was a very 
good policeman.  I hope that he is not encumbered by some of the current Labor government’s policies as he has 
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the capacity to sort out the prisons system.  What an insult to Alan Piper to bring in someone above him.  What 
is Alan Piper’s role at the moment?  He is a long-serving public servant.  The article then refers to Ian Johnson as 
follows - 

. . . his appointment to the prisons job smacks of policy on the run and panic by the Government.   

The prisons system has been allowed to degenerate into a joke in extremely bad taste and the public can 
have little, if any, confidence in it.   

This is The West Australian, not the Liberal Party.  Remember that The West Australian was the newspaper that 
recommended that readers vote Labor on the day of the recent state election.  Let us consider issues that have 
occurred.  There was a siege at Bunbury Regional Prison.  There were two boys who repeatedly raped and 
bashed a 74-year-old great-grandmother in 2000 and who were being hunted by police because they were in 
breach of parole.  This is how that attack was described - 

In an attack described as one of the worst to go before the Perth Children’s Court, each boy raped the 
frail widow vaginally and anally four times and burgled her, leaving psychiatrists with grave concerns 
about whether they could be rehabilitated.   

It goes on; it is a litany.  I have a range of examples in a sheaf of at least 10 pages relating to Keating, Excell, 
Moir and Cross.  There is a lovely photo of Excell and of the Attorney General, who changed the law on 
paedophiles and allowed that person out into the community. 

This government has a lot to answer for.  The Minister for Justice can rest assured that we will continue to 
monitor his performance.  If a proper judicial inquiry is not called on these issues, this side of the house will 
pursue the minister and his government until there is a proper judicial system in this state. 

MR M.W. TRENORDEN (Avon - Leader of the National Party) [5.10 pm]:  I will not speak on this issue for 
very long.  I have been listening to the debate with some interest.  I congratulate the Minister for Justice on his 
first two and a half weeks.  The previous minister was a disgrace, as the new Minister for Justice said.  I thought 
that was a good thing for him to say.  The previous minister ran a very poor ministry and it was a very brave 
thing for the Minister for Justice, as a new minister, to point that out.   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  I am happy to be complimented for it.  I did not say it, but that is all right. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The minister did say it because, as the minister, he is responsible for this ministry.  
His predecessor was responsible.  If the ministry is not working, it is the minister’s fault.  The minister may read 
about all the ministerial processes.  That is the process.  Whether or not he wants to follow the process is not the 
issue.  He criticised the ministry, therefore, he criticised the previous minister.  There is no question about that.  
It is cut and dried.  I think he was correct to do so.  However, he must put some things into context in the earnest 
application of his job.  I do not watch much television but there is a great program on TV that I have seen twice 
now that dispels urban myths.  There is an urban myth in the Town of Northam -  

Mr P.B. Watson:  It’s called the National Party! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Yes, the poor incumbent gets only 72 per cent of the vote!   

Mr N.R. Marlborough interjected. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Yes, thanks to Wilson Tuckey.   

I actually think this story is true, but what the myth -  

Mr N.R. Marlborough:  I’m going to get Wilson to come and live next door to you.  You deserve each other! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The member for Peel and Wilson Tuckey are a photocopy of each other.  He and 
Wilson are bosom buddies.  The member for Peel has exactly the same character and exactly the same morals.  
They would make a great pair.  In fact, a child produced by those two would be an absolutely terrible thing!  
Madam Deputy Speaker, I do not intend to speak for long, but if interjections occur, I am happy to talk for 20 
minutes; that does not worry me at all.  Madam Deputy Speaker has seen me in action before. 

The urban myth was about a business proprietor in Northam who had his premises burnt down.  The story goes 
that a person paid his way out of Wooroloo Prison Farm - formerly Wooroloo hospital - was picked up on the 
highway and driven to Northam, burnt down the premises and went back to prison.  His alibi was that he was in 
prison, which he was.  Therefore, the statistics that the minister has been throwing around are absolute nonsense.  
Both Wooroloo Prison Farm and Karnet Prison Farm are minimum-security prisons.  Minimum security means 
just that, no matter which western country people visit.  Even some states of the United States have a law -   



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Wednesday, 30 March 2005] 

 p83c-110a 
Mr Tom Stephens; Mr John Castrilli; Deputy Speaker; Mr Rob Johnson; Ms Sue Walker; Mr Matt Birney; 

Speaker; Dr Geoff Gallop; Dr Elizabeth Constable; Mr John D'Orazio; Mr Paul Omodei; Mr Max Trenorden; Mr 
Grant Woodhams; Ms Margaret Quirk 

 [25] 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Are you saying that they are not escapes?  Is that what you are saying? 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  No, they are escapes.  The point is that the minister has said that he would put a 
fence there.  I suggest that is just rhetoric.  Minimum security means just that.  The pressure is on inmates not to 
make a mistake and escape because the retribution is greater than the period they would be in detention.  That is 
the whole point about minimum security and that is why they are put there. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  We have Boronia, which is minimum security as well, but it has a fence around it and is 
exactly what these two locations should be like.  We have a precedent for it. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  So what?  That is not the point.  The point I am making is that minimum security by 
definition is minimum security.  It means that prisoners are not under as much pressure as prisoners are in 
maximum-security and medium-security prisons.  That is the whole point of minimum-security detention; there 
is some emphasis on detainees for their own wellbeing.  Whether or not a fence is put around Wooroloo Prison 
Farm, prisoners will be able to walk out of that prison because the number of guards or wardens - whatever they 
are called - per inmate is a great deal fewer than in other prisons, and the chance of escaping, fence or no fence, 
is considerably higher.  Therefore, the argument about where people escape from is nonsense.  The debate is 
really about the question of the seriousness of their offences.  I agree that the minister has tried to focus on that 
question, but he has also done a bit of duckshoving by talking about what happened in the previous government.  
I point out to the minister that the previous government was actually from his side.  He was not involved in it as 
a minister because he was on the backbench.  However, the fact of the matter is that the previous government 
was Labor.  It had been in government for four years and the minister is responsible for what happened in those 
four years.  The minister is already on record as saying that the Department of Justice is in an appalling mess; we 
agree with him.  The minister is already on record, but not directly, as saying that the previous minister botched 
her department; we agree with him.  The question is: what will happen in future?  This issue is all about the 
process that allows very dangerous people to go from maximum-security prisons to medium-security and 
minimum-security prisons. 

I had the luck many years ago, when I was first elected as a member of this place, to be appointed to a select 
committee on sentencing.  One of the first things I learnt on that committee, which was not a popular view but 
one with which I absolutely agree, was that there is no such thing as rehabilitating prisoners; it is an 
impossibility.   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  There is. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  It is an impossibility.  The only way of rehabilitating prisoners is to have them 
rehabilitate themselves voluntarily.  The only time rehabilitation works is when prisoners voluntarily enter a 
program with a desire to improve themselves.  It is said that it is rehabilitation, but it is not rehabilitation; it is a 
movement from within prisoners themselves.  Forced rehabilitation is nonsense.   

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Some people, especially those with temper problems, attend anger management courses that 
have helped them overcome those problems. 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  The minister had better tell me who runs those programs and I will attend the anger 
management one.   

Mr J.H.D. Day:  Put him inside for a while! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  Yes, put me inside for a while; that would be a good idea! 

Madam Deputy Speaker, I have spoken for long enough.  I do not intend to hold up the house and would much 
prefer to hear the maiden speeches.  However, I want to make the point that by definition minimum security is 
just that.  It is pointless arguing about 41 and eight, or whatever the figures were - it is absolute nonsense - but 
the question about public security is important. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio:  Absolutely! 

Mr M.W. TRENORDEN:  I am on record - the minister can quote me around the world if he likes - saying that 
there is no such thing as rehabilitation.  The only time rehabilitation occurs is when prisoners themselves enter a 
program for their own benefit.  We should support 100 per cent - perhaps 110 per cent - the people who make 
that decision.  However, we cannot take a horse to water and make it drink.  That has been proved over a couple 
of hundred years; in fact, over 10 000 years; it does not work.  The minister will never convince me and as much 
as he tries I am sure he will never convince the public that, because serious offenders have been model prisoners 
while they were locked up in jail for 10, 15 or 20 years, all of a sudden they will be model citizens.  That is 
arrant nonsense. 
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Amendment put and negatived. 

Point of Order 

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  Madam Deputy Speaker, a division was called.   

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  The division was called for after I made the call.  No division was called prior to 
that. 

Motion Resumed 

MR G.A. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [5.20 pm]:  It is a great honour to address this Assembly.  Peter Watson 
and I have run a few long races in our lives.  Today is probably the longest race I have run.  There have been a 
few false starts, but it is great to be able to get to say what I want to say. 

I represent the electorate of Greenough.  It is a very famous electorate in Western Australia.  Its history goes 
back to the middle of the 19th century.  I begin by talking about the electorate and why it is called Greenough.  It 
is named after George Bellas Greenough, who was a president of the Royal Geographical Society of WA.  
Originally, George Bellas Greenough’s name was just George Bellas.  He lost his parents in his early years and 
was raised by his paternal grandfather, whose last name was Greenough.  George Bellas Greenough thus became 
his name. 

It is unfortunate that the Attorney General is not in the Legislative Assembly because I would like to thank him 
for inspiring me by providing some history to this gathering.  History is very important when considering politics 
in Western Australia. 

The first reference I can find to the seat of Greenough names George Shenton Junior.  It is recorded in the 
parliamentary debates in 1870.  George Shenton Junior was the son of George Shenton, who was a prominent 
businessperson in Champion Bay at the time.  Champion Bay is otherwise known as Geraldton.  George Shenton 
Junior was a champion in this house for two things in which he believed very strongly in his part of the world.  
The first was railways and the second was making improvements to the harbour.  I add to George Shenton 
Junior’s request to the house that today’s members consider making improvements to the railways around 
Greenough and to its harbour.  The situation has changed, given the times we live in, but those improvements to 
the railways and harbour continue to be needed. 

Another cause about which George Shenton Junior felt strongly was providing free land to Aboriginal 
communities.  There are some echoes in this house to this very day of some of those causes.  I humbly suggest to 
members of this house on all sides of politics that we need to do a lot more work with our fellow members of the 
Western Australian Aboriginal community. 

I will stay on the track of history by speaking of William Traylen, who was the first elected member for 
Greenough.  William Traylen was elected in the Legislative Assembly election of 1890.  I refer to the Attorney 
General’s comments this morning when he talked about the one vote, one value bill that is before the house.  
Probably not many members are familiar with the name William Traylen.  I certainly was not.  William Traylen 
was elected unopposed for his first four-year term in government.  At the next election William Traylen did have 
an opponent.  While I am talking about one vote, one value and electorates of considerable size or lesser size, I 
refer to the electorate of Greenough in 1894, which had just 112 voters.  William Traylen won the election by 
one vote.  He received 56 votes, his opponent received 55 votes and there was one informal vote.  My election to 
the seat of Greenough was won by a slightly larger margin.  Nevertheless, it was probably just as nerve-racking 
as William Traylen’s one-vote victory. 

In his maiden speech to Parliament William Traylen stated that we all come here inspired with one common 
feeling of patriotism.  I believe that is the case.  I am certainly inspired by it.  Although I might have some 
differences with members of the government or even sometimes with members of my own party, I am inspired 
by patriotism.  It is a wonderful thing.  I allude to yesterday’s swearing in and the address by the Governor.  
Other members and I had the privilege of meeting the Governor at Government House.  The tradition of 
Parliament is incredibly important.  It enables us to perform or jobs in a privileged manner.  Although some of 
the circumstances and some of the pomp and ceremony may seem unnecessary to some people, I believe that 
tradition is one of the great underpinnings of this Assembly and of the Westminster system, which is a fantastic 
basis for the government we have.  The Westminster system has given all members the opportunity to represent 
their constituents. 

I will mention one final member from the seat of Greenough.  It would be remiss of me to not mention him.  
David Brand, as he was in 1945, and later Sir David Brand, was a former Premier of Western Australia.  David 
Brand won the seat of Greenough in a by-election in 1945.  The by-election was caused by the death of Flight 
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Lieutenant Newton, who was the then sitting member for Greenough.  He lost his life in World War II.  At that 
time David Brand was the very first member of the Liberal Party to be elected to any Parliament in Australia.  
On 10 March the first poll was declared for the seat of Greenough, and 60 years later, a National Party 
representative was able to claim a seat from the Liberal Party.  That was a great and historic moment.  I feel very 
humble and proud to have been elected by the people of Greenough, who obviously have a very strong 
conservative leaning and a Liberal leaning.  It is fantastic that they placed their faith in me and, hopefully, it will 
be a fantastic outcome for this house.   

David Brand, in his first speech to this Parliament at the conclusion of a long day of debating estimates, asked 
the relevant minister to consider the north when framing his estimates.  I ask the same of this house; that it 
consider the north.  I suggest, albeit humbly, that there is a preoccupation with the south in the community of 
Western Australia.  I know that other members of this house would agree with me.  I am here to represent the 
north.  What has brought me here?  Why am I here?   

I had the great privilege of working with the Premier at Murdoch University.  I will clarify that: the Premier was 
my tutor at times during my university career. 

Dr G.I. Gallop:  You were the guild president, weren’t you?   

Mr G.A. WOODHAMS:  No, I was not the guild president.  I was the warden of convocation, which, for those 
who may be unaccustomed with this style of speech, has nothing to do with naval matters or even with navel 
gazing.  In fact it is the title given to the person who heads the alumni body at Murdoch University.  That person 
is probably now called the president of the alumni, but at that point I was called the warden of convocation.  I 
thank you, Mr Premier, for your early inspiration at Murdoch University.   

Dr G.I. Gallop:  I don’t know what happened!   

Mr G.A. WOODHAMS:  Some of us go off the rails and others are trying to build them.  We will leave that 
alone for another day!  I thank the Premier for that inspiration.   
I am also inspired by the member for Geraldton, who, before I declared an interest in politics, was often able to 
provide me with information about matters in the house.   
I have mentioned the north.  One thing that is terribly important for this house to contemplate is the drift to our 
major regional centres and the very Rome-like state of Western Australia; that is, all roads lead to Perth and 
nothing decent or good can happen in any other part of Western Australia.  I ask all members to give 
consideration to the fact that the powerhouse of Western Australia is regional Western Australia, the benefits of 
which are often visited upon the metropolitan area.  I ask all members to always consider that without regional 
Western Australia, Perth is but a hollow shell.   
Greenough has trees leaning away from Perth.  I will talk a little about the electorate of Greenough, which I 
knew very well even before standing for election.  These days it extends from Three Springs in the south to 
Kalbarri in the north.  I have found one thing in particular with the electorate of Greenough, particularly when 
doorknocking.  Given my light frame, I was unable to wear out even one pair of shoes, although I contend that I 
knocked on about half the doors in the electorate of Greenough!  As conservative as that electorate has been and 
as blue ribbon as it once was, there is great poverty and great deprivation in that electorate, and opportunities are 
missed by many members of our community.  Housing conditions in several of the communities that make up 
the electorate of Greenough are in desperate need of attention and repair.  I suggest that there are people living 
below the poverty line in the electorate of Greenough.  This situation should not be allowed to continue.  I ask 
members on both sides of the house to consider housing in Western Australia as a priority.  We heard the 
member for Central Kimberley-Pilbara talk about housing in his seat and I am sure that areas of Greenough have 
conditions that are similar to those he described.  It is not a party political position; it is a reality that we need to 
deal with.   
Yesterday I had the privilege of meeting with two gentlemen from the Department of Indigenous Affairs.  
Roughly eight per cent of the population of the electorate of Greenough is indigenous.  I suggest that our 
indigenous communities are no different from the communities in which we live.  They represent a range of 
interests, pursuits and abilities.  However, as the Parliament of Western Australia, we need to provide more 
opportunities for many of these people in these communities to gain equality, because I do not believe that they 
have equality at this point.  I recently visited the community known as Barrow Well.  I think one member of this 
house might recognise the name Barrow Well.  It is an Aboriginal community inland from Kalbarri.  It is a 
unique community in that it is run by only one family, the Mallard family, who have a long history in 
Greenough, a long history in the north, and a long history with white society throughout the Greenough 
electorate.  They are seeking equality.  They are seeking the opportunities to run businesses in the same way that 
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we can run our businesses.  At this point they are denied those opportunities.  The member for Geraldton and I 
will work in tandem to try to create opportunities for disadvantaged communities in the electorates of both 
Geraldton and Greenough, because these are not political issues; these are issues of social and educational 
equity.   

I am reminded in a historical sense of a previous Governor of Western Australia, Governor Fitzgerald, who 
travelled through the Greenough region in the late 1840s.  He travelled north on the recommendation of the 
explorer A.C. Gregory, who had found what he believed to be some reasonably strong ore bodies of copper.  
Governor Fitzgerald travelled north to visit these ore bodies for himself and to see whether he could be 
convinced that there were business opportunities.  Business opportunities go back a long way in Western 
Australia.  Government involvement in business opportunities also goes back a long way.  The interesting thing 
about Governor Fitzgerald’s visit to the area, which became known as the Geraldine mine, is that on his return 
journey to Champion Bay to get on a boat to come back to the Swan River Colony, to Perth, he was attacked, 
assailed and confronted by a group of local residents, who speared him through the leg.  I am sure that the 
Governor was not impressed.  He responded to the spearing with a volley from the guns he and his men were 
carrying, and fought off the local residents.  He returned to Perth still with very strong views about the ore-
bearing opportunities; the lode of copper that was to be found at Geraldine.  That venture went ahead.  The 
Geraldine mine was established and Champion Bay became a settlement.  It was called Champion Bay until it 
became known as Geraldton.  For a great part of the early days of Western Australia’s colonial history the area 
was known simply as the Greenough.  The first public railway line in Western Australia ran from Geraldton to 
Northampton, mainly through the electorate of Greenough.  I wonder whether the government would like to 
replace that railway line.  I wonder what the costings of it would be. 
The issue of health was raised by a previous speaker.  I will touch on one area of health in particular; that is, 
mental health, and the difficulties faced by people caring for mentally ill family members.  These people have 
been thrust upon their families due to lack of government funding or consideration, whatever it may be.  Some 
may say that this is fair enough.  However, the difficulty is that the majority of carers are ageing, and there is no 
support for them.  Their own mental health and welfare is at stake here.  Once again, this should not be a 
political issue; it should be an issue of social equity and compassion, and a recognition that the government has a 
responsibility towards not only those with mental health problems but also those who are shouldering the burden 
of caring for them.  In the main, these are family members who provide care with virtually no support.  

I will touch also on the fishing industry.  My electorate and that of the member for Moore share a common 
boundary.  The western rock lobster fishing industry along what is popularly known as the Batavia Coast - there 
have been commercial suggestions that it become the Coral Coast - is the most important and most commercially 
successful single-species fishery in Australia.  The majority of people in that fishery catch fish, on a good day.  
The majority of those people are family operators, and they need to remain family operators.  They do not need 
to be swallowed up by big business.  There is a danger that that fishery will become politicised to the extent that 
big business will take over and small operators will be pushed out.  I am here to defend the family operators in 
that fishery, and not to support the big business operators, who might think they are entitled to all of that fishery. 

The population of Greenough continues to grow, particularly in the urban fringe of Geraldton.  One of the 
challenges I have is with people who come to our community and do not know whether they are in Geraldton or 
Greenough.  Educating them is a very important goal for me.  I am very passionate about education, as the 
Premier would know.  Before being elected to this house my previous occupation was in the educational field, as 
an education consultant.  It is incredibly important that, once again, the resources that seem to be readily 
available to the metropolitan area be made available to regional areas like Geraldton, where the two major high 
schools of the Greenough region are located.  The other two schools of great importance are in Kalbarri and 
Dongara, and both are suffering severe neglect.  Thirteen of the 19 buildings at the Dongara school are 
transportables, and the situation is similar at Kalbarri.  Both communities have pleaded with the government for 
some recognition to enable staff to deliver successful product in those schools.  It is a battle when schools are 
dealing with not only second-hand but often fifth-hand transportable buildings.  
In closing this maiden speech, I congratulate all the new members of this house on their success in the election.  I 
congratulate the government on its re-election.  There are some people I would like to thank.  I thank the 
member for Avon and Hon Murray Criddle for talking me into this.  
Mr N.R. Marlborough:  So they are the ones responsible! 

Mr G.A. WOODHAMS:  Correct.  I thank my mother and father, who are lifelong members of what was the 
Country Party and is now the National Party.  I thank my wife, Gabrielle, and my daughter, Phoebe, for their 
support through the campaign.  I thank the house for hearing me out.  
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[Applause.] 

MS M.M. QUIRK (Girrawheen - Parliamentary Secretary) [5.50 pm]:  Can I say how pleased I am to see 
you in that exalted position, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr P.B. Watson).   
Dr G.I. Gallop:  Hear, hear! 

Ms M.M. QUIRK:  I take this opportunity to congratulate the Speaker, who has been re-elected, and I extend 
my congratulations to all the new members of this place and wish them well.  In particular I congratulate the 
member for Kingsley.  She represents my neighbouring electorate and I wish her all the best for a very fruitful 
parliamentary career.  The member has already represented my constituents in her capacity as a councillor in the 
south ward of the City of Wanneroo for the past six years.  I have no doubt she will bring the same level of 
commitment and dedication to her new role.  I also welcome to this place my colleague the member for Central 
Kimberley-Pilbara.  I am very glad that we will be working together again.  It is wonderful that he will continue 
to represent the people of Central Kimberley-Pilbara, for whom he has great affection and obvious commitment.  
It is also terrific that the seat has been returned to its rightful home!  
I congratulate my colleagues in the Assembly from the class of 2001 who were recently appointed ministers; 
namely, the Minister for Justice; Small Business; the Minister for Housing and Works; Heritage; Minister 
Assisting the Minister for Planning and Infrastructure; and, finally, the Minister for Local Government and 
Regional Development; Land Information; Goldfields-Esperance and Great Southern.  I also congratulate the 
more senior, although not in years, recently appointed Minister for Tourism; Racing and Gaming; Youth; Peel 
and the South West.  I wish them all very happy, long and successful ministerial careers.   
As retiring government Whip I also extend my best wishes to the new government Whip, the member for 
Mandurah.  I wish him well in his endeavours and assure him that I will conscientiously and diligently try to 
answer every page promptly, attend every division reliably, and ask with animation and spontaneity every 
dorothy dixer I am given.  I am sure he will be a more benign and forgiving Whip than I was.  I formally record 
that the experience was one that I value greatly, and I thank my colleagues, especially the deputy Whip, the 
member for Collie-Wellington, and the officers of the Parliament, for their support and forbearance.  I 
particularly extend my heartfelt appreciation to Kylie Turner, the Whip’s assistant.  Kylie began working for me 
four years ago as my electorate officer and graduated to working at Parliament House as assistant to the Whip.  I 
am very sad to see Kylie move on to greater things.  I am certain that her new colleagues will grow to value as 
much as I do her intelligence, maturity, wisdom, enthusiasm, integrity, compassion and commitment.   
I also take this opportunity to thank a number of people who worked on my campaign.  This list is by no means 
exhaustive, and their roles varied, but I particularly valued the contribution of Julie Cunningham, Batong Pham, 
Lisa Benarzyck, Emi Barzotto, Nathan Hondros, Gary Stokes, Steve Leslie, Patrick Turner, Una and Ron 
Harrison, Jimmy Yoo, Alison Karmelich, Anne Stewart, Syd Rostrom, John Goodwin, Mohammed Tahir Tahar, 
Amat Moostafar, David Talbot, Sten Jakobsen, Dave Holohan, Tim Fraser, Jai Wilson, Marino Salinas, Bobby 
Tanasoski, Steve McDougall, Lizzy Needer, Jenny Gately, Natalie Telikosoglov, Alan Stafford, Stewart 
McKenzie, Mal, Margaret and Kane Burgess, Cathy Hutchings, Sue Deveraux, Mr Hung Le, City of Stirling 
Councillor June Copley, Ken and Ida Hosking, and Simon Mead.   

My gratitude also extends to my fantastic upper house North Metropolitan colleagues and their staff, particularly 
the members from Wanneroo and Joondalup and Hon Ken Travers, MLC.  It is a formidable team and their 
loyalty, collaboration and commonsense are valued.  Their efforts pretty much sum up what my beloved ALP is 
all about.  Their belief in the efficacy of collective action, and the importance of teamwork for the greater good 
are values that we all share.   

Special and very honourable mention must be made of Lynne and Ian Turner who, during the campaign, 
travelled from Tasmania to enthusiastically lend a hand with whatever needed doing.  I am very grateful and 
indebted for their support and tireless efforts.  

To secretary Dave Kelly and the organisers of the Liquor, Hospitality and Miscellaneous Union Western 
Australian Branch go my great appreciation.  My electorate has the highest number of members of the missos in 
the state.  They are very effectively represented by that union.  We share the privilege of ensuring that the needs 
and aspirations of all working people are adequately addressed and articulated.  In my case that occurs in caucus 
and the various forums of this Parliament and within the ALP. 

They say it is difficult to make friends in politics.  However, over the past couple of years I have found that some 
friends confound this proposition by remaining steadfast and loyal despite very trying and difficult 
circumstances.  Most notable among these is the Minister for Police and Emergency Services; Community 
Safety, and her husband, Greg.  Similarly, my colleagues the Leader of the House, the members for Geraldton, 
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Swan Hills and Perth, and Hon Sue Ellery, MLC are constant and great friends.  The Assistant State Secretary of 
the ALP, Sally Talbot, the Secretary of the Australian Manufacturing Workers’ Union, Jock Ferguson, and Hon 
Jon Ford, MLC are also the staunchest of allies.   

Most importantly, my thanks to the good people of Girrawheen for again placing their faith and trust in me.   

In my first speech in this place a little under four years ago I noted - 

. . . that the choice between the major parties is a real one.  It is not like choosing between Pepsi and 
Coke; rather, they understand that the Gallop Labor Government does not subscribe to individualism 
and the notion of looking after number one, when such a path would create inequality, divisiveness, 
greed and anxiety.  They know intuitively that politics should reflect our best values; that is, those of 
compassion, diversity, hope and service.  Like members on this side of the House, they consider that the 
Government is not an impediment; rather, it is a crucial force in building and realising the full potential 
of individuals, the economy and society.  They also adhere to the belief that a strong and active 
Government, with an effective and efficient public sector, operating in partnership with a thriving 
private sector, can best manage change to provide security and opportunity for all Western Australians. 

I do not retreat from those sentiments.  If anything, they are stronger today than when I first said them.  In 
Girrawheen I believe that the community also overwhelmingly accepted those sentiments when they chose the 
real thing!  My constituents not only understood and appreciated what the ALP stood for, but also had faith in 
the leadership of the Premier and believed at a local level we had listened to and were conscious of what people 
considered were their priorities and concerns.  That is not to say that there is room for complacency and that 
there are not significant challenges that we must confront in the electorate of Girrawheen.   

In particular, in my first term, we were able to increase the east-west bus route capacity in the northern part of 
my electorate through Alexander Heights, Marangaroo, Girrawheen and Koondoola to Warwick station.  
However, there are still many pockets where public transport options are non-existent or minimal.  In many parts 
of my electorate the choice between the car and public transport is illusory and people must rely heavily on the 
car because of the paucity of options.  That is simply not acceptable and I will continue to work hard to achieve 
more satisfactory outcomes.  

Secondly, since 2001 police in both the north west metropolitan and the west metropolitan districts have 
achieved very impressive reductions in crime rates, which I have spoken about in this place on many occasions.  
These reductions in the crime rates and the increase in clearance rates mirror statewide trends.  In practice they 
mean that far fewer Western Australians have had to go through the trauma of having their car stolen or their 
home burgled or of being the victim of an assault.   

However, what is of continuing concern is low-level antisocial behaviour and vandalism.  Community members 
are very frustrated at this kind of senseless activity.  In my electorate, the diminished role of the City of 
Wanneroo safer citizens patrols has caused a level of community frustration.  Community members are well 
aware and accept that police must prioritise their business and that, clearly, serious indictable offences will 
always take priority over so-called antisocial behaviour.  However, they do not accept that the latter conduct 
should be condoned, tolerated or ignored or be immune from appropriate sanctions.   

I hope that, with the reduction in serious crime rates, from time to time resources can be allocated to target such 
antisocial criminal conduct.  In this context, I should make special mention of one such very successful 
operation, Operation Sematic, which was conducted by the north west metropolitan district a couple of months 
ago.  In its first two weeks officers charged 65 people, laid 154 charges, issued 67 traffic infringements and 
stopped 1 159 drivers for random breath testing.  Of particular note was the large number of youths caught 
drinking in public areas, resulting in 16 liquor infringements and 67 cautions.  Police noted that parents need to 
take more responsibility and make themselves aware of where their children are and what they are doing.  In 
some cases, police inquiries disclosed that it was parents who were supplying alcohol to underage children and 
then dropping them off at local beaches and parks, where they become a nuisance to the public or even a danger 
to themselves.   

In making this observation, I need to emphasise that only a small number of young people are causing these 
problems, and the vast majority are a credit to themselves and their families.  Nevertheless, I am keen that we 
expand our focus in this term of government so that we can work with the parents of kids at risk and also within 
schools so that early intervention strategies are effectively deployed.  For this reason, I was very gratified to hear 
yesterday that the government’s new parent support initiatives will provide assistance to parents who are 
struggling with children engaged in offending, truancy or antisocial behaviour.  The introduction of responsible 
parenting agreements and the provision of specialised parenting classes, mentoring and counselling will ensure 
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that parents acquire those skills that assist in the management of their children’s behaviour.  In this context, I 
also believe that the physical environment of our community is conducive to this activity occurring.  I firmly 
believe that the planning orthodoxy that was used extensively in our suburbs in the past has now been 
discredited.  The notion of crime prevention through environmental design needs to filter through the layout and 
design of our suburbs.  In an electorate such as Girrawheen, it is very difficult to retrofit bad planning practice.  
However, I am pleased to say that through the New North New Living project, and with the demolition of large 
sites such as those around the Mia Mia flats in Balga, we have a real opportunity to work on greenfield sites and 
to get things right.   

While on the subject of urban renewal, I recognise the significant contribution, drive and commitment of the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, who is very enthusiastic about a project to reinvigorate Koondoola 
Plaza.  What we are hoping for is that Koondoola Plaza becomes a lively community focal point and 
incorporates best practice in design.  The minister has backed that enthusiasm with a commitment of $1 million 
of state government funding, and I look forward to having an alfresco coffee with the minister when this project 
is completed.   

The final issue that is consistently raised with me is our schools and how they are resourced.  I am pleased to say 
that in the last term of government, the electorate of Girrawheen fared very well, with funding for a range of 
programs addressing behaviour management and discipline, numeracy and literacy, and issues associated with 
English as a second language and social disadvantage.  Even within this short time the investment has paid 
dividends, with a number of local schools being recognised for their excellent work in these areas.   

In terms of capital investment, I was also very pleased and excited that Rawlinson Primary School in East 
Marangaroo opened its doors this year.  I note that sitting to my left is the member for Wanneroo, who was a 
very vocal and active advocate over many years for the building of this school.  The building of this school was 
an election commitment in 2001 by my colleague the member for Wanneroo, and I am very pleased that we have 
delivered.  Now that this school is established and operating, we can better assess its impact within the 
surrounding areas and we can undertake a local area planning process within the Swan education district.  The 
outcome of such a process I hope will guarantee for the future that quality education and modern facilities are 
accessible to all children within the electorate.  Although this process is in its early stages, some very exciting 
concepts are being considered, and I look forward to actively participating in the discussions.   

In short, it is my intention to continue the hard work that I have done in my first term, and I look forward to 
doing so with the same commitment and passion I have had in the past.   

In closing, I also take this opportunity to place on record one last thankyou.  That thankyou is to my electorate 
officer, Ingried Telikosoglou.  Ingried came to work with me a little over a year ago and it has been a real 
privilege to work with Ingried.  Her professionalism is of the highest order and I value her loyalty, her friendship 
and her very sound advice.  Many constituents take the trouble to tell me that she is a wonderful person, and of 
course I know that for myself.  I look forward to a long and fulfilling partnership with her for many years to 
come.   

Debate adjourned, on motion by Dr G.G. Jacobs.   

House adjourned at 6.05 pm 

__________ 
 


