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ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [11.13 pm]:  I move - 

That the House do now adjourn. 

Radar Detectors - Adjournment Debate 

HON FRANK HOUGH (Agricultural) [11.13 pm]:  I will be reasonably brief.  It was mentioned in a weekend 
newspaper that radar detectors in motor vehicles may be banned in Western Australia.  I think the reason radar 
detectors may be banned is to extract more revenue from the cash cow Multanovas.  I have a copy of a report on 
radar detectors in the United Kingdom, which highlights a few facts and figures about the use of radar detectors 
and the correlation between radar use and accidents caused by speeding or unsafe driving.  It is an important 
report.  It states, in part - 

The use of radar detectors became legal in the UK on 29/1/98 when a Mr David Foot won an appeal 
when a High Court judge overturned a conviction for using a detector.   

The United Kingdom is now in line with most European states, including Germany, Spain, Sweden, Denmark, 
Norway, Greece, Italy and Portugal, in allowing the free use of radar detectors.  The United States has in the 
vicinity of 15 million radar detectors in cars.  They can be bought from such stores as Wal-Mart Stores Inc.  
Mori poll research of 19 May 2001 reported that United Kingdom radar users are involved in 24 per cent fewer 
accidents.  As a result of that survey in the United Kingdom, motoring organisations, such as the Royal 
Automobile Club and the Association of British Drivers, are now supporting their use.  The statistics resulting 
from the Mori poll support an earlier United States survey by Yankelovich, Clancy and Schulman, which 
disclosed a figure of 23 per cent fewer accidents and motorists driving almost 60 000 more miles between 
accidents.  My car has a radar and so do the cars of many other members. 

Hon Ken Travers:  You do not speed anyway. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I do not speed, but the radar detector has a tendency to keep me awake.  It beeps at 
various times and makes me aware of my speed.  Radar detectors are a very good thing. 

Many British police officers, when questioned, said that they support the use of radar detectors.  They argue that 
radar detector users are regularly made aware of both their speed and the police presence, which in turn has a 
moderating or calming influence on other traffic.  Radar detector users are more regularly confronted with their 
own speed through the false alarm condition of a detector.  My radar detector goes off regularly.  It makes me 
look at my speed.  When there is a car in front, or a service station or a shopping centre with electronic doors, the 
radar detector continually beeps.  However, when the car passes a Multanova or a radar speed detector, it has a 
slightly different tone.  At times when I have passed a radar speed detector, fortunately I have been within the 
speed limit.   

The Government should look at radar detectors.  The Mori poll survey supports this.  After purchasing a 
detector, 76 per cent of users agree that they have become more conscious about keeping to the speed limit; 
59 per cent agree that they have become safer drivers; 78 per cent agree that they are more aware of the speed 
limit in the areas in which they are driving; and 81 per cent agree that they have become more aware of speed 
generally.  I could go on and on about this, but I will not. 

Hon Kim Chance:  Only for another five minutes and four seconds. 

Hon FRANK HOUGH:  I do have five minutes but I will not use them. 

It worries me that this is becoming another area of cash-cow-type income for the Government.  I guess that one 
could refer to it as a road tax.  Radar detectors are important.  If one drives in the country or at night, the radar 
detector keeps one aware of what is going on.  It would be a crying shame for this State to ban or outlaw radar 
detectors.   

If the Minister for Police is considering banning radar detectors, I suggest that she do her homework with great 
care to make sure that she gets her facts right.  Rather than look at another income opportunity, she should look 
at the safety factors that are very clearly reported, particularly in the United Kingdom and the United States; that 
is, that radar detectors do help motorists and make them aware that keeping within the speed limit is important. 

Australian Universities, Student Places - Adjournment Debate 

HON JOHN FISCHER (Mining and Pastoral) [11.19 pm]:  I will direct my remarks to the issue of foreign 
students in Australian universities.  In 2000, there were 153 400 foreign students in Australia.  Forty-seven per 
cent of those students studied at the higher education level, with 64 per cent studying for bachelor degrees and 
the rest studying at vocational training institutions.  These students generate about $3.7 billion for the Australian 
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economy.  No-one would deny that this industry is beneficial to our country from both an economic and cultural 
viewpoint.  This industry predominantly forges links with Asian countries, which will prove to be an invaluable 
asset to Australia in the future.  Having said that, although this is admirable, the proposition becomes less 
attractive when one understands the negative effects that this industry inadvertently has on domestic tertiary 
education.   

Our education institutions were largely established with taxpayers’ money for the benefit of our children, who 
will be the future leaders of our country.  The better educated we are, the more prosperous and happy we will be.  
Since the Dawkins reforms of 1987, the number of students in Australian universities has increased from 
420 000 in 1988 to 730 000 in 2001, of which 614 000 are Australian.  There is no doubt that these are admirable 
figures.  However, although the federal Government may have had lofty ideals in 1987, it must carry those 
through in the form of funding.  The States have done their bit by keeping kids at school, but the federal 
Government has failed our youth.  To facilitate the Dawkins reforms, both the State and federal Governments 
have encouraged children to stay at school until the end of year 12, so that they can avail themselves of tertiary 
education either via the technical and further education vocational system or through universities.  In 1988, only 
40 per cent of 17-year-olds stayed on at school.  Today the retention rates have increased to 62 per cent.  That is 
admirable, or it would be if we could guarantee that these students could get a place at university.  Sadly, we 
cannot.  Nationally in 2002, some 53 925 students who had eligible grades did not receive offers from 
universities.  That is an increase from 2001 when 40 449 students did not receive an offer.  That was an increase 
of some 33 per cent. 

Hon Ken Travers:  The underfunding of university places in Western Australia is a scandal.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  I will get to that point.  I believe it is a national disgrace. 

Hon Ken Travers:  We are particularly underfunded in Western Australia.  

Hon JOHN FISCHER:  Victoria and New South Wales are hardest hit by this, with between 15 000 and 22 000 
students failing to receive an offer this year.  In Western Australia, 2 436 students were unsuccessful.  It is true 
that this figure is inflated by the fact that students apply at several institutions at once in the hope of getting a 
place; therefore, the figure of 53 925 is not as accurate as it would seem.   

The break-up by discipline is even more worrying.  The figures show that 2 934 students who wished to study 
nursing were unsuccessful in gaining a place.  This, by itself, is a disgraceful figure.  We are crying out for 
nurses, yet we are turning them away at the gate.  In all, some 14 431 students who wished to study a variety of 
health-related degrees were turned away.  These were eligible applicants and not students who failed to pass the 
tertiary entrance examinations.  I knew there was a problem, but I had no idea how big the problem was until I 
saw these statistics.  In Victoria and New South Wales, universities have in the past assigned a number of 
partially funded higher education contribution scheme places to students.  This, however, has placed 
unacceptable financial burdens on the institutions and they have had to stop the practice, which has led to a large 
number of students being denied a place.  This is because the federal Government simply has not increased 
funding at the same rate as school retentions and natural population increases.   

The number of fully funded places has remained static for years.  In 1987 the Commonwealth provided some 83 
per cent of university income.  Today that has been reduced to 47 per cent.  This shortfall is taken up largely by 
fee-paying foreign students.  In 1998 in Western Australia there were some 39 865 Commonwealth fully funded 
places at universities.  In 2000 that had increased marginally to 40 065.  The population in Western Australia 
increases by some 1.4 per cent annually, and taking into account the increased population and the retention rates 
of year 12 students, it is no wonder that we are going backwards. 

Anecdotally, it is common knowledge in Asia that it is easy to get into university in Australia, and even easier to 
get awarded a degree.  While I am not suggesting that all universities in Australia compromise their entrance 
standards for foreign students, it does happen, particularly in cash-strapped institutions.  There is also anecdotal 
evidence in some circumstances that foreign students just have to show up to be awarded a degree.  Given that a 
large percentage of lecturers believe that the standard of English among foreign students is unacceptably low, it 
is easy to believe that many foreign students simply could not satisfy the standards that Australian students must 
satisfy to enter university.   

The federal Government has created this situation.  It is capitalising on the increasing popularity of Australian 
universities to foreign students.  The income this generates allows the universities to distance themselves from 
their own obligations to our Australian youth.  How can we tell our youth who have satisfied all entry standards 
that they must make way for fee-paying foreign students who can barely speak English?  We must tell them that 
university is now a business and they must sacrifice their education for the almighty dollar.  If we are sacrificing 
our children’s education, we will pay for it in the future.  As a State, we must continue to press this issue at 
federal level.   
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Some of the figures in this speech came from the Australian Bureau of Statistics; the Curriculum Council of 
Western Australia; the Australian Vice-Chancellors Committee report “Forward from the Crossroads: Pathways 
to Effective and Diverse Australian Universities”, dated September 2002; the Victorian Auditor General; and the 
Western Australian Auditor General’s report on public universities and TAFE colleges, June 2001.  

Interjections during Second Reading Speeches - Adjournment Debate 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural - Leader of the House) [11.28]:  I promise not to keep members of the 
House long.  I want to comment on a practice that is beginning to develop in the House of interjecting on second 
reading speeches.  The House has a convention that requires that interjections not be made at any time, but it is 
particularly relevant during a second reading speech.  I am not allocating any blame here, because we all get 
excited from time to time.  There is a particular reason for the convention existing in relation to a second reading 
speech, because in the event that a judge is required to make a determination of the policy of an Act, he will look 
to that speech for guidance for his decision.  

Hon Norman Moore:  What about the political jargon that is creeping into second reading speeches these days?  
That is the problem, Mr Leader.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I will not get engaged in that, because I could give Hon Norman Moore some beauties of 
his own.  

Hon Norman Moore:  Have a look at that speech and the President’s vote speech; they are both appalling.  

Hon KIM CHANCE:  I listened very carefully to that speech, and I thought it was outstanding, but that is not the 
reason I am making this comment.  I am making this comment to remind members why this convention exists.  It 
is a very good reason.  Many of the conventions we have are a load of nonsense, but this one is worthwhile 
having.  It is there for a very important and proper reason.  

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 11.30 pm 
__________ 

 


