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ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL PROTECTION BILL 2008 

Second Reading 

Resumed from 7 April. 

MR A.J. WADDELL (Forrestfield) [1.09 pm]: This is one of those very short bills that come before the house 
and seem to be the result of an election promise. I first became aware of the movement to save Royal Perth 
Hospital when I visited the hospital and saw the little auxiliary shop where they sell flowers, get-well cards and 
all that sort of thing, and they had a petition to save Royal Perth Hospital. At the time I thought, �Why would 
you want to save this place?� At the time I really wondered at the motivation behind these people. I rapidly came 
to the conclusion that they had an attachment to the place; it is a building with an incredible sense of history and 
it means a lot to this city. I can understand that attachment and understand why these people want to preserve it. 
At a very simple level, one can say that makes a lot of sense. However, at a practical level, one must ask oneself 
whether Royal Perth Hospital really serves our needs very well. I am sure that many members have availed 
themselves of its services over the years and have their own stories about times when the hospital has been of 
great benefit, and times when the hospital has nearly killed them. I certainly hear those stories, and there are 
stories within my own family about some terrible things that have happened at that hospital. Terrible things 
happen at all hospitals; I am not saying it is Royal Perth Hospital in particular that has caused these problems, 
but one has to ask: if members were today debating what a hospital of the year 2200 should look like, what 
exactly could we contribute to that debate? I think the answer is very little, because we have technological 
knowledge the equivalent of banging rocks together. We probably do not understand the needs and demands of a 
twenty-third century hospital. In fact, everyone here would quite rightfully say that it would be ridiculous for us 
to talk about something so far in the future and to try to second guess what the future will be like. Unfortunately, 
in Royal Perth Hospital we are stuck with an institution that was created at a time when medical science as we 
know it today simply did not exist. The designs and functions of the hospital reflect that fact, and 
unfortunately � 

Dr K.D. Hames: Have you actually read the policy document that says we will build a new replacement for the 
old part of the hospital? 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Yes, and I have also read the bill. 

Dr K.D. Hames: The old part of the hospital will not be there anymore. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: The government would have an interesting heritage problem if it tried to knock down the 
old part. 

Dr K.D. Hames: No, we wouldn�t. There are heritage buildings, but that doesn�t include the old A block. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: The point I am making is that if one were to sit down and design a modern hospital�
such as Fiona Stanley Hospital�one would design it very differently to the way that Royal Perth Hospital is 
designed. 

Dr K.D. Hames: That�s exactly what we plan to do across the road. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: I am glad; across the road�right. 

I understand why the Liberal Party went to the election with a policy to save Royal Perth Hospital. It was not for 
good medical reasons or for the good of the community; it was just a really good political issue and something it 
could hang its hat on. Frankly, I am sure that the Liberal Party was as surprised as we were when it actually won 
the election. Government members probably woke up the next day with a celebratory hangover and said, �Oh, 
my God, look what we promised; now we have to do that.� That must have been an awful feeling in some 
respects because it meant that it would have to actually deliver on some of these ridiculous opposition stunts. I 
am no stranger to those sorts of things. I once ran a campaign at Curtin University back in my old student 
politics days � 

Mrs L.M. Harvey interjected. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: No, I was not a stranger to stupid stunts. I ran an entire campaign on whether the name of 
the student newspaper should be changed. I did that for what I considered to be good reasons at the time, but 
when I reflect back on it, I probably could have spent my time a little better. I think the house could today be 
spending its time a little better than to be worrying about preserving an institution that is well past its use-by 
date. 
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I have spoken before about my interest in technology and I would like to draw that interest into this debate to 
some extent. When one is involved with computer software and technology, every so often one reaches a point at 
which one says, �This is not worth it anymore; it is easier to throw out the old and bring in the new than it is to 
try to retrofit the old system.� There have been some good examples of that in recent times in the software 
world. It happened to Microsoft; it kept trying to improve Windows until eventually it could improve it no 
further, and had to throw it out and start again, which delayed Windows Vista by several years. I must admit that 
Windows Vista was not a huge improvement after it was finally redesigned, but the point is that every so often 
one needs to sit back and ask, �Is it worth retrofitting this thing?� If one applies that question to hospitals, one 
needs to go back to the principle of best practice and ask, �Does the structure of that place actually meet the 
needs of a twenty-first century hospital?� Again, the answer is no. It is never more apparent than when one looks 
at the information technology infrastructure in Royal Perth Hospital, which is bolted on or strapped on, and there 
are all sorts of problems. Anyone who knows anyone who has worked at Royal Perth Hospital will have heard 
stories about the hospital�s inability to put certain equipment in certain places and how staff cannot do their job 
in an efficient way. 

The Minister for Health has made several assertions during this debate that he will try his damnedest to ensure 
that the Midland hospital is built in time, and several other such things. He has also talked about the budget 
shortfalls he is currently faced with. 

Dr K.D. Hames: PMH and Shenton Park. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Exactly, yes. 
He has talked about the budget shortfalls he is faced with, and how he has to generate an income stream from 
somewhere to be able to deal with that. Obviously I am concerned that projects such as the Midland hospital can 
be delivered on time, because it will make a huge impact in my electorate of Forrestfield; it will be the major 
medical facility for those people. I would hate to see anything that could potentially detract from such projects, 
but I am afraid that the movement to preserve Royal Perth Hospital will do exactly that, because it is essentially 
as though we are trying to divide the pie into ever smaller pieces. 

Once when I was campaigning someone said to me, �I don�t understand what the problem is with the health 
system. They keep saying that there are not enough beds, but beds are cheap�why don�t you go and buy some?� 
We all know that that is ridiculous and that the bed is just the item used as a sort of basic count, and that really 
we are talking about all the facilities and services that go into a hospital. We have heard much debate about how 
there are not enough nurses and doctors, that doctors are ageing and that we cannot attract the right people to the 
medical profession. The government, through this bill, will create a hospital surplus to what was recommended 
by the Reid review. Where will these people come from? Where are the nurses? Where are the doctors? If they 
are going to be at Royal Perth Hospital, they cannot be at Fiona Stanley Hospital or Joondalup Health Campus. 
They will not appear out of thin air. 

Mr P. Abetz interjected. 
Mr A.J. WADDELL: The government is going to grow nurses, is it? It is going to grow nurses and doctors? 
Mr W.J. Johnston interjected. 
Mr A.J. WADDELL: Perhaps he can pray for it! 

It means that there will be fewer resources at the other facilities, which means that there will be cutbacks. My 
fear, and the fear of many members on this side of the chamber, is that those cutbacks will be made to the 
essential twenty-first century medical facilities that we need for our constituents, as opposed to a historical 
edifice that the government for some reason wants to preserve to keep the ladies at the auxiliary happy. 

Dr K.D. Hames: These comments are good, because when we run the next election campaign, our members for 
Morley and Mt Lawley will use all of them with great pleasure.  

Mr R.H. Cook: What lies will you tell about our position then, minister? 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Dr K.D. HAMES: Mr Deputy Speaker, I think the member for Kwinana just accused me of telling lies. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Will the member please withdraw that comment. 

Mr R.H. COOK: I withdraw unreservedly, Mr Deputy Speaker. 

Debate Resumed 
Mr A.J. WADDELL: The minister raised a point of order on his own interjection; that is impressive! 
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I will let all the people in my electorate know that I was out there arguing for a modern facility which serves 
their needs, which can properly service Forrestfield, High Wycombe and Maida Vale and which they will have 
access to, rather than an ageing facility in the city which is frankly nearly impossible to get to. I guarantee Royal 
Perth Hospital will not serve patients as well as the proposed Midland facility, if it is completed on time.  

Dr K.D. Hames: It is easier to get to Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital than to Royal Perth Hospital from your area.  

Mr A.J. WADDELL: My point is that it is easier to get to Midland. Clause 6 refers to �maintaining Royal Perth 
Hospital as a tertiary hospital�. That indicates it will be a hospital with the full gamut of facilities and will be one 
of the state�s top hospitals. I hear arguments that the government will redesign this, cut back on that and 
redevelop this, yet when the minister spoke yesterday I think he said it would cost $10 million. 

Dr K.D. Hames: I didn�t say that at all. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: He said that over the next four years the government would spend $10 million and that it 
would not do anything.  

Dr K.D. Hames: We are not building it over the next four years. We are building it in the second term of 
government. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: This government will never have a second term of government. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Member for Nollamara, are you in your seat?  

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Clause 5 calls on each house of Parliament, if necessary, to pass a resolution approving 
the closure of the hospital. It is quite extraordinary that this government feels that it does not trust its Minister for 
Health to such an extent that it needs to take away his discretion to control the health system and hand it over to 
the Parliament.  

Mr R.H. Cook: It is all controlled by the Premier and it is run by the Premier. 

Mr A.J. WADDELL: Quite possibly. Perhaps we should include the Premier and exclude �each house of 
Parliament� in clause 5. Clause 8 provides that the name will not be changed unless there is a resolution by each 
house of Parliament. I think we should change the name of the hospital to St Jude�s, after the patron saint for 
hopeless causes. 

When the population is increasingly moving to the outer suburbs, why do we want one of the major health 
campuses right in the centre of the metropolitan area? When I first started working in the city, I noticed a strange 
phenomenon. Once a month it was easier to get into the city. It took me a time to work out why that was. It was 
the result of a low activity day at Royal Perth Hospital when 5 000 people did not go to work. It had a huge 
impact on people�s ability to get in and out of the city. It reduced traffic flow and so forth. As we concentrate 
facilities in the centre of the city, there must be the corresponding infrastructure because of the demands on roads 
and on a range of other facilities that we are not considering here. I commend the government for wanting to 
keep its election promises, but how about taking this promise off the table because it is a bit silly? Then we 
would not make fun of the government.  

MR F. ALBAN (Swan Hills) [1.23 pm]: I have been sitting on the back bench quietly minding my own 
business and listening to drivel for hours. The member for Forrestfield managed to rouse some passion. Only 
yesterday the member for Rockingham, a senior member of the Labor opposition, said that the Labor 
government would have kept the hospital anyway, yet the member for Forrestfield wants to get rid of it. I have 
some expertise in this area so I might help the opposition understand something. I live in a building that was 
built in 1869, and it is more relevant now than when it was built. I live opposite the oldest operating hotel in 
Western Australia, which was built in 1841. It functions better and is more successful today than when it was 
first built. I know that opposition members are good at heckling. They should go for it because it makes my day. 
I will give them a modern-day example. Have any of them been to the Duxton Hotel? It was the old premises of 
the Australian Taxation Office. It was not demolished. The Labor Party�s attitude is that we must get rid of the 
old and rebuild. However, some time ago a group of Singaporeans bought that building for a song. I do not think 
that we Australians were quite bright enough. I believe they bought it for $6 million. I was a member of the 
demolition crew that stripped it out.  

Mr M.P. Whitely: Who was it? 

Mr F. ALBAN: It does not matter who it was. The Duxton Hotel rates among Perth�s better hotels. The 
opposition members would have said that it could not be done, in the same way as they say that Royal Perth 
Hospital should be knocked over because it is only an election promise. I am really proud that we Liberals 
remember our election promises and stand by them. The Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill is in this chamber 
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because opposition members would have knocked it over. What would they do with all the patients in the 
hospital? Does it not make more sense to do what has happened a hundred times before? Opposition members 
may want to learn some lessons because they do not seem to have the experience. They should look at the 
Duxton Hotel and learn of other examples. It will happen with Royal Perth Hospital, and I am firmly behind the 
Minister for Health and the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill. I have not heard so much drivel as I have heard 
from the opposition, because opposition members are way out of their depth. 

MR W.J. JOHNSTON (Cannington) [1.28 pm]: I am very pleased to follow the member for Swan Hills. 
Rarely do I get a greater honour than to follow such a contribution. I was going to make the point that no Liberal 
member had spoken on the bill, apart from a couple of interjections of varying quality. The minister had spoken 
but none of the government backbenchers had. I can now see why the minister does not want his backbenchers 
participating in the debate. The member for Swan Hills gave such an incredible contribution that we will 
circulate it to demonstrate the depth of understanding on the back bench of the Liberal government on these 
matters.  

The Labor Party says that the Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill is a political bill that has been brought to the 
house to deal with an election promise. That is a reasonable thing for the government to do. Of course, we are 
disappointed that the government has not met so many of its other commitments, but we are interested to see that 
it is meeting this commitment. There are many things not contained in this bill. It makes no provision for extra 
nurses, for more patients being treated or for more surgery being conducted. I wonder whether any more Liberal 
members will be speaking to this bill, because the bill is simply about politics. It does not provide additional 
services or set out what services are to be protected. All we are doing is protecting infrastructure in the form of a 
building, bricks and mortar and a location on a map. The Royal Perth Hospital Protection Bill does not 
demonstrate any commitment to additional services or an increased number of nurses. There is also absent any 
commitment to protect other health institutions in the state�for example, Bentley Hospital, which is 100 metres 
outside the Cannington electorate. Could we achieve the retention of Royal Perth Hospital by a decision of the 
minister? If the minister is so committed to retaining Royal Perth Hospital, the minister could simply have 
retained it, because it would be his decision. We are happy to have Parliament account for the minister�s words, 
and I am happy to make sure that the minister�s words are enshrined in law. It is interesting that the Premier was 
not prepared to have � 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Kimberley and the Minister for Health � 

Mrs C.A. Martin: He started it! 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Member for Kimberley, I do not want you apportioning blame. The member for 
Cannington will continue. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I am happy for Parliament to hold the Minister for Health accountable for his words 
through this bill, but I wonder why the Premier did not want the Parliament to hold the Treasurer to account 
through the Treasurer�s Advance Authorisation Bill 2009. The Premier tried to shut down debate on that bill. He 
wandered into the house late at night and said that he was not interested in parliamentary scrutiny of the TAA. 
However, the Minister for Health is obviously in a different category. The Parliament is to hold him to account 
for his words. That is a demonstration of the arrogance of the government. This is a political bill, and we 
understand that. The only reason this bill has been introduced is that the Liberal Party promised to do it before 
the election. It has nothing to do with providing health care to Western Australians, and everybody in this 
chamber knows that. Nobody from the Liberal back bench has spoken on the bill, apart from the member for 
Swan Hills, who made a contribution that we will make sure everybody knows about, because it was of such 
high quality. 

We look forward to answers from the minister. Why has no extra funding been allocated? The government 
brings $1.2 billion of additional spending to the chamber, but it includes no money for Royal Perth Hospital. 
There is no money in the current financial year for Royal Perth Hospital. Page 92 of the 2008-09 Government 
Mid-year Financial Projections Statement shows no money in the current financial year for Royal Perth 
Hospital. 

Dr K.D. Hames: We didn�t do the last budget. It was your budget. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: What was the Treasurer�s Advance Authorisation Bill? The Treasurer asked the house 
for $1.2 billion, and not one cent of that amount is allocated to Royal Perth Hospital. In 2009-10, no money is 
allocated to Royal Perth Hospital. 

Dr K.D. Hames: Yes, there is. 
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Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: I refer to page 92 of the midyear financial statement. Can the minister get the midyear 
financial statement and show me? Page 92 sets out the future additional expenditure. 

Dr K.D. Hames: One of your other colleagues just read that out. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: As it happens, minister, I have it here. Under the line item �Purchase of non-financial 
assets� the amount for this year is shown as nothing � 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: If the minister does not understand his own accounting, that is not my problem. This is 
the government�s accounts. The performance of the Premier last Tuesday night demonstrates that he does not 
understand the midyear financial statement, and he does not understand how to read it. I, on the other hand, am 
very happy to read it to the house, and now I am doing that. I can see why the government would be 
embarrassed. It brought in a bill for $1.2 billion worth of expenditure and not one cent is allocated to Royal Perth 
Hospital. The government tells the people of Western Australia that it does not intend to spend any additional 
money in 2008-09 and 2009-10. It has allocated $10 million for 2010-11 and the same for 2011-12. That is what 
the government says it will do. Why is there no guarantee in this bill that will ensure future funding of the 
hospital? The government says that it is such an important piece of infrastructure that it cannot trust the word of 
its own health minister, yet it does not say in this bill that funding needs to be retained at the current level. If the 
government is so worried about the services being provided by the hospital, why does it not put a provision in 
the bill saying that the funding must not be less than the amount in the current forward estimates? That would be 
an easy provision to include if the government was genuine and was actually interested in the facilities of the 
hospital rather than in meeting its own political agenda. 

There is also no prohibition in this bill on contracting out. Every aspect of the operations of the hospital can be 
given away to the private sector without any reference back to the Parliament. If the minister is so keen to retain 
the current services of Royal Perth Hospital, why is a provision not included that would prevent the private 
sector from delivering those services, rather than the public sector? Indeed, there is no prohibition on 
privatisation. We note the government�s views on finances. On page 3 of the midyear financial statement the 
government revealed its position on that. It reads � 

The forward estimates presented in this mid-year review require significant corrective action to ensure 
the State remains in a financially sustainable position. 

We know that the government intends to take major corrective action to bring its uncontrolled spending back 
under some semblance of control. It needs to cut services to the people of Western Australia to end the 
$3.7 billion spending binge outlined in the midyear financial projections. What is the corrective action? What 
staff reductions will take place to meet the demands of the government for significant corrective action to ensure 
that the state�s finances remain in a sustainable position? What service cuts will take place? What privatisation? 
None of these things is dealt with in this bill. If the government were genuine, it would be saying that it was 
going to keep not only the bricks and mortar but also the services and the staff, and would allocate funding to the 
needs of the hospital. None of these things has been done by this bill because it is just a piece of political theatre. 
The only reason the government has introduced this bill is that it made an election commitment to do so. There is 
no policy agenda or thought process involved, and nothing is contained in this bill other than the political 
agenda. 

Another issue that is not addressed by this bill is that of car parking for staff at the hospital. Much comment has 
been made by way of interjection from the minister and others about how accessible Royal Perth Hospital is. 
One of the inevitable consequences of the decision by the government to rebuild the whole hospital on the 
existing site is that it will have to knock over the car park for the staff at the site. If that is wrong, the minister 
should make a commitment in his reply to the second reading debate that the car parking facilities will be 
retained for staff not only at the end of the process, but during the process of reconstruction. There is no 
commitment to the staff of the hospital in this bill. There is no commitment to the standards of employment 
arrangements for the staff of the hospital in this bill. The bill talks only about the bricks and mortar, and not the 
services and the staff. 

Dr K.D. Hames interjected. 

Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: The bill has only to do with whatever the minister wrote in it; it is the minister�s bill. If 
he had any genuine commitment to the staff at the hospital, it would be contained in this bill. If there were any 
genuine commitment to the services of the hospital, it would be contained in this bill. If the government had any 
genuine commitment to preventing the services of the hospital from being contracted out, it would be contained 
in this bill. It is the minister�s bill and he should tell us what he wants. The bill does not include protection for 
staff, nurses or the resources of the hospital. If the minister chose, these issues could easily be contained in the 
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bill, but the minister has chosen not to do so. I am happy to hold the minister to account for his words. The 
Premier obviously does not trust him, otherwise this legislation would not be necessary. Any future government 
could repeal this bill. There is a possibility that if a future Liberal government wanted to repeal the bill � 
Mr C.J. Barnett: So now you say it: a future Labor government will repeal the bill and knock down the 
hospital. 
Mr W.J. JOHNSTON: This is exactly what I say: when a future Liberal government wants to sell this facility 
off, it will simply repeal the bill and sell it off. Previous Liberal governments have sold hospitals, and I am sure 
that future Liberal governments will do the same. The Liberal Party has a pathological dislike for the public 
sector. That can be seen from the commentary in this place from the Treasurer over the past four years. There is 
no commitment to delivery of services through the public sector by the Liberal Party. We know that the Premier 
sold off Alinta after promising not to do so in the 1996 election campaign. He sold off the pipeline. We know 
that he likes to sell things. This legislation does not guarantee that the Premier will not sell Royal Perth Hospital 
in the future. He was a member of a government that sold the former Wanneroo Hospital and the state�s rail 
network. The bill does not guarantee the delivery of health services. Why does the bill not provide guaranteed 
services and guaranteed standards? This bill guarantees bricks and dirt, but it does not provide guarantees to the 
staff of the hospital, it does not guarantee the delivery of health services for the community, and it does not 
guarantee honesty from the Liberal Party. 

MR J.E. McGRATH (South Perth) [1.40 pm]: Last night and today I have listened to opposition members 
accuse the government of seeking to water down the Reid report by saving Royal Perth Hospital and risking the 
delivery of health services at other hospitals in the northern, southern, and eastern corridors of the metropolitan 
area. I have listened to their speeches and I guess that I can understand the right of opposition members to fight 
for the provision of health services in their electorates. However, this bill is about saving a hospital that has been 
an icon in Western Australia for more years than any of us can remember. 

The reason that the Liberal Party went to the last election with a clear promise to save Royal Perth Hospital was 
twofold. The community of Perth told us in overwhelming numbers that they wanted Royal Perth Hospital 
saved. They knew that the former Minister for Health and Attorney General�the former member for 
Fremantle�had the demolition ball ready to bowl over Royal Perth Hospital. The people of Perth told the 
Liberal Party that they wanted us to save Royal Perth Hospital. Like a lot of other people in Perth, I carry on my 
car the �Save Royal Perth Hospital� sticker. I have not taken off the sticker, even though the Liberal Party and 
National Party have formed a coalition government. I am waiting for the word from the Minister for Health 
about when I should peel off that sticker. Ever since I was elected, whenever I have talked to the people in my 
electorate about the issues that affect their lives, they have told me that the word was out that the Labor 
government was looking to close Royal Perth Hospital. I have heard the member for Rockingham say in a couple 
of speeches that the Labor government was not going to close Royal Perth Hospital. If that was the case, the 
government of the day certainly kept that message very well hidden. Most people in Perth thought that Royal 
Perth Hospital would disappear. 

Members on the other side who have been carrying on for the past few hours and last night seem to have 
forgotten that the government was not elected just on the platform of saving Royal Perth Hospital; it was elected 
on the platform of putting proper funding into health and education. They are the two areas that were seen by the 
people of Western Australia as having been ignored, to some extent, by the previous government. The people of 
Western Australia said that they would prefer us to put money into health and education rather than build a 
sports stadium, which is a matter that is very close to my heart. I would love to see the project at Subiaco Oval 
go ahead. The Western Australian community told us that it was more important to them to get a bed in an 
emergency ward in a hospital and for their children to get a decent education in a public school than it was to 
build a new stadium. The Liberal Party went to the election on that platform. Unlike members opposite, I have 
great confidence that the ministers in both those areas will deliver on those promises. For several years when we 
were in opposition, the now Minister for Health told us in the Liberal party room that we should save Royal 
Perth Hospital. He said that of all the policies that we would take to the election, the one that the people of Perth 
were really concerned about was the one on Royal Perth Hospital. 
The reason people want Royal Perth Hospital to be saved�this matter has been raised by members on the other 
side�is that there are areas of Perth from which it will be difficult to get to Fiona Stanley Hospital. I do not 
know how the people who live south of Cannington on the Armadale railway line would get to Murdoch. They 
would probably have to go into the city by train, past Royal Perth Hospital, change trains at Perth station, and 
then go to Murdoch. For many years the people of Perth have become used to Royal Perth Hospital being the 
central hospital. They can travel to it easily by train or bus from the western and eastern suburbs. The people 
from Armadale can catch a train there. Royal Perth Hospital has been a great central tertiary hospital. 
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Some of us saw the television footage of the bombing of the London Underground. The victims of those 
shocking atrocities were taken by trolley to a hospital in central London. That made some of us wonder what 
would happen here if we were faced with a similar situation. Some opposition members ridiculed the notion of a 
terrorism attack in Perth and said that the hospital would probably be targeted too, but that is not necessarily the 
case. If, for instance, the Perth train station or another part of the central city were attacked, Royal Perth Hospital 
would be very accessible. I am not so sure whether it would be easy to get victims to Fiona Stanley Hospital at 
Murdoch. We saw what happened when Perth was totally gridlocked a couple of years ago when a water main 
burst in South Perth, in my electorate. An opposition member mentioned Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, but even 
that hospital can be very difficult to get to. There are a lot of areas around Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital that are 
sometimes gridlocked. There has been some talk about providing a better public transport route or a light rail 
system to link Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital to the city. 

On 13 April 2007, the reporter Leonie Harris interviewed on radio Geoff Dobb, the then president of the 
Australian Medical Association. According to my notes, the reporter said � 

The Australian Medical Association agrees a CBD hospital is vital. It points to examples like the 
London bombings, where the wounded could walk to hospital. And it says the Government should learn 
from mistakes made elsewhere, like Calgary in Canada, which closed its city hospital and was then 
forced to reopen it. 

Geoff Dobb said � 

They moved the services about ten kilometers out of the city centre, this it turns out has caused 
significant problems. It certainly doesn�t appear to have worked elsewhere and there have to be some 
concerns about repeating that experiment in Perth. 

That is a comment from the former president of the Australian Medical Association. Members on the other side 
ask why the Liberal Party went to the election with a policy of saving Royal Perth Hospital. My personal view is 
that Royal Perth Hospital has taken many decades to develop the reputation and respect that it has built up 
internationally. It would be totally irresponsible and a shame to take all that away by an unjustified closure. 

Yesterday in her speech, the member for Armadale said that the Reid report was commissioned to look into the 
provision of medical services to service the City of Perth and the surrounding suburbs in the future. She also said 
that there was a great need for hospitals in the burgeoning northern and southern suburbs and, to a lesser extent, 
in the eastern districts of the city. I agree with that. There has been massive development to the north and south 
of the city. I point out to the member for Armadale that I asked the Deputy Speaker, the member for Mount 
Lawley, a former Deputy Mayor of Perth, how many workers are in the city on any given day, and he estimated 
it was about 90 000. If 90 000 people go to the city to work�and that number will only increase�the city will 
need a centrally � 
Mr A.P. O�Gorman: We need that in the regions, too. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: I understand that, member for Joondalup. However, we need a centrally located hospital. 
All the great cities of the world have a centrally located emergency hospital and I believe that is another reason 
the people of Perth supported the Liberal Party when it promised to retain Royal Perth Hospital. I heard what the 
member for Joondalup said about the hospital in his electorate. I have no argument; that service is needed. We 
need more hospitals and this government would be derelict in its duty if, in retaining Royal Perth Hospital, it 
allowed the services provided at the Joondalup hospital to be diminished. I think the arguments have been made 
about why this hospital has to stay. 
I note a reference in the bill to the provision of prescribed medical and support services at the hospital. Clause 6 
states that those services are to be provided by �the entity for the time being having management and control of 
Royal Perth Hospital�. 
The management and control of public hospitals is an issue that needs to be addressed. I have strong reservations 
about the current system and about whether having the health department run hospitals is the right way to go 
forward. I would be interested to hear the minister�s comments in his reply to the second reading debate.  
Mr A.P. O�Gorman interjected. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: No; I am informed that at the time the Royal Perth Hospital multi-building was opened in 
the 1950s, the management board appointed an educated hospital management professional from the United 
Kingdom as hospital administrator. He had a lengthy tenure in the position of administrator at Royal Perth 
Hospital; and he was followed by a similar appointment from overseas. We have a similar situation in South 
Perth. Once known as the South Perth Community Hospital, the now South Perth Hospital has a board and an 
administrator. The system of non-medical professionals managing hospitals under the direction of a board has 
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been successful in other places. I wonder whether the size of the health department bureaucracy lends itself to 
the day-to-day management of individual hospitals or even to a public perception of proper accountability for the 
operation of particular hospitals. I believe that each public hospital should revert to an appointed board of 
management, which board can be held responsible and accountable for the management and control of the 
hospital�if a hospital is not meeting the performance expectations, the buck stops with the board. I would be 
interested to hear the minister�s comments on that, because I think all hospitals are different despite being linked 
to the same system under the Department of Health. All hospitals have their own characteristics and patient 
demographic. As a rule, hospitals service a specific region. I wonder whether we should look to again trialling a 
board system in which a board is made responsible for each hospital and its performance.  

The role of the health department in the operation of hospitals would be to issue operating licences to the board 
of management and, thereafter, to monitor the provision of medical and support services by the board under the 
terms of the board�s licence. The South Perth Hospital operates under a like system and provides a very effective 
and efficient service to the community. I commend the idea to the minister. I know it is a quite radical idea, but I 
think it is worth considering, especially as we look to improve our health system. The Western Australian health 
system needs a lot of attention. The health portfolio is probably the most important of all government ministerial 
portfolios because so many people are dependent on the health system.  

The Liberal Party went to the last election with a promise to save Royal Perth Hospital. The Royal Perth 
Hospital Protection Bill 2008 is important because we promised the people of Perth that we would not step aside 
and let the Labor Party bowl over an iconic hospital that has served the people well for many years. To do that, 
the Liberal Party promised the people of Perth statutory protection for Royal Perth Hospital. That was a good 
decision. People have said it was a political decision, but, if that is the case, it was a smart political decision. 
Having made that decision, the challenge for the minister�I am sure he is up to meeting the challenge�is to 
maintain Royal Perth Hospital as a fine emergency and tertiary hospital. I think it totally unreasonable for 
opposition members to expect the minister to put in the bill details about job certainty and nursing numbers and 
the size of the hospital. This bill is about protecting Royal Perth Hospital from the sledgehammer of Jim 
McGinty and the former Labor government. Some action had to be taken. The Minister for Health, in his 
previous role as the shadow minister, spent hours at Royal Perth Hospital talking to the professionals�that is, 
the doctors, the nurses and other staff�and to the people who have attended Royal Perth Hospital and its 
emergency wards. At the end of all those discussions, the now Minister for Health knew�as did those of us who 
campaigned in electorates close to the centre of Perth, such as the member for Mount Lawley and the member 
for Morley�that if we did nothing else for the people of Perth, we must save Royal Perth Hospital. That 
resounding message was heard right through the Liberal Party campaign. If Labor Party members want to 
complain about that, they have to understand that they probably did the wrong thing. The former Labor 
government thought it was following the Reid report. I believe that report was written in good faith and that, 
obviously, Professor Reid had the vision to create a health system in Perth that would serve the community for 
many years to come. However, I think Professor Reid lost sight of the link that has been forged between Royal 
Perth Hospital and the people of Perth over many years. For many years now, the people of Perth have attended 
Royal Perth Hospital and people from the country regions have been flown in by the Royal Flying Doctor 
Service and by helicopter. I think to remove a major emergency hospital of international standing from Perth 
would be to leave our city without a facility that is the envy of other parts of the world.  

Dr J.M. Woollard: Fiona Stanley Hospital is in the city. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: I understand that, but it is not in the city centre. The point I made before, member for 
Alfred Cove�who I hope will support this bill�is that hospitals have been moved out of the central business 
district in other parts of the world and I think there is evidence to suggest that where that has happened it has not 
been to the benefit of the community or the people who live and work in the CBD. Perth will possibly be the 
second biggest city in Australia one day and we can only imagine what the traffic will be like. If we do not keep 
that hospital, we will let down the people of Perth. I urge all members, including members on the other side who 
have electorates like mine close to the city, to vote for this bill. 

Mr A.P. O�Gorman: Does that include people in the Joondalup area? 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: No; the people in Joondalup are well looked after. The member for Joondalup has a 
hospital in his electorate yet he wants to close down Royal Perth Hospital. He wants a hospital in Joondalup but 
he does not care about the people who live in the city. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr J.E. McGRATH: The member for Armadale, the former Minister for Planning and Infrastructure, had a 
vision called Network City. Do members know what that was? It was a scheme to get people to live in the city. 
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Now members opposite want to get rid of the hospital in the city. Even though they had a minister who wanted 
people to live in the city, they had another policy to take away the hospital, so that when people got hurt or 
needed emergency treatment, they would have to go to Murdoch. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 

[Continued on page 3006.] 
 


