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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from 21 August. 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Roleystone) [8.47 pm]:  I began my contribution to the Address-in-Reply debate well 
over a month ago.  In the intervening month much has happened in Western Australian politics and to our 
society, and I extend my commiserations and condolences to the families who have lost relatives in Bali.   

I will now discuss last Friday’s Supreme Court decision on the one vote, one value legislation.  I was extremely 
disappointed with the result.  However, I am equally determined that we should get true democracy based on the 
principle of one vote, one value because I believe that every Western Australian has the right to participate 
equally in our democracy.  I will be ready to take up the fight to do my part in delivering true democracy to the 
people of Western Australia.  The debate about one vote, one value is at the heart of Labor values.  If Labor 
stands for anything, it stands for equality of opportunity; that is, equality of democratic, educational and 
economic opportunities.  There is nothing more simple than the fundamental democratic principle that all people 
should have an equal say.  The electoral reform legislation should have been passed with the same mutual 
agreement as the second reading to the last Bill was passed.  The fundamental principle of democracy must be 
that everyone has the right to an equal say and an equal vote.  I will quickly comment on the system that we have 
returned to, and how it is an affront to that democratic principle. 

A lot has been said about the fact that currently the member for Eyre has about 9 000 electors and the member 
for Wanneroo has about 44 000 - I am not sure of the exact numbers - which is approaching five to one, but is 
certainly more than four to one.  Every elector in Eyre has at least four times the electoral clout of every elector 
in Wanneroo.  Frankly, that is unfair.  I can understand the National Party’s opposition to this proposition.  It has 
party status because it has five members of Parliament.  The reality is that on its primary vote, it deserves two 
members of Parliament.   

Mr T.K. Waldron interjected. 

Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I have not said which two.  A total of 66 524 votes were cast in the five National Party 
seats at the last election.  The seats of Wanneroo and Southern River, both of which have grown rapidly so the 
disproportion has grown since then, had 71 854 voters.  About 5 300 more voters get two votes in this Parliament 
than do those who are represented by the five National Party members in this Parliament.  That is unacceptable.  
The member for Avon polled fewer than 3 000 primary votes.  He had the second lowest primary vote of any 
member in this House, yet he leads a political party.  That is an absurdity.  He polled 2 965 primary votes, which 
is less than the swing I achieved.  I achieved a 12.1 per cent swing in Roleystone - some 3 414 votes.  My swing 
was greater than the primary vote achieved by somebody who leads a political party in this House.   

There is an interesting geometry with the National Party seats.  The member for Avon, who had the lowest 
primary vote, is the leader of a political party.  I have great respect for the members for Wagin and Merredin, but 
it is an inescapable fact that the member for Wagin, who polled the second lowest primary vote of any member 
of the National Party, is the deputy leader of that party.  The member for Roe polled the third lowest vote.  The 
second highest vote was achieved by the member for Stirling, who I believe used to be the Deputy Leader of the 
National Party.  The highest vote was achieved by the former member for Merredin, Hendy Cowan, to whom we 
all owe a debt of gratitude for his contribution to Western Australian politics.  He polled the highest primary vote 
of any of those members.  He was sacked, presumably because he was too popular.  It seems that the “Max” 
principle has been adopted by the National Party in its approach to democracy.  If a member is unpopular, he is 
rewarded by being the leader of a party.  I do not want to cast aspersions on the character of the member for 
Wagin; he is a fine fellow.  However, he is the second most unpopular member of the National Party, so 
therefore he gets to be the deputy leader.  It is just bizarre.  I have great respect for the current members of the 
National Party.  I have cited simple statistics.   

The relevance of this for the people of Roleystone is that my electorate, which has double the number of electors 
of most country seats in Western Australia, has only one member of Parliament; it has only one voice in this 
place.  Why did the Labor Party win seats such as Roleystone and Swan Hills, which it was not supposed to win?  
It won them because those seats were neglected by the Court Government.  The Court Government regarded 
them as non-marginal seats.  It was not concerned about them.  Also, the members for Roleystone and Swan 
Hills have only one vote in this place.  They do not have two voices in this place.  In any debate I have one 
voice; I do not speak with two voices as do the members for Mandurah and Dawesville and the members for 
Bunbury and Mitchell.  I do not have two voices to lobby with.  It is absolutely unfair.  The consequence is that, 
typically, outer metropolitan electorates such as Roleystone and Swan Hills have been ignored for a long time.  
Frankly, that is one of the reasons I am here.   
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I will run through some other statistics that relate to the issue of one vote, one value.  My electorate of 
Roleystone covers 1 648 square kilometres.  The total area of seven country seats is 522 square kilometres.  
Liberal members from those seven country seats think it is okay to have twice the voice of any other Western 
Australian.  None of them are National Party seats, but I will go through them.  In fact, four of them are Labor 
seats.  However, that is not the issue.  If the land area of those seven seats is totalled, the seats could fit into less 
than one-third of the geographical area of Roleystone.  The electorates of Bunbury, Mandurah, Albany, 
Kalgoorlie, Geraldton and Dawesville each service one local government area.  The electorate of Mitchell 
services four local government areas.  The electorate of Roleystone covers six local government areas; that is, 
Kalamunda, Gosnells, Armadale, Serpentine-Jarrahdale, Kwinana and Rockingham.  The population of 
Roleystone is 26 427, which is about double the population of each of these electorates.  It is absolutely absurd.  
This is the system that the other side of politics is defending.  I can understand why National Party members 
defend this system; it is in their self-interest.  On behalf of my electors, I ask National Party members their 
justification for people who live in my electorate having half the democratic rights of those who live in the 
electorate of the member for Merredin.  How can I tell the people in Roleystone that they do not matter and that 
they have half the voting rights of the people in Merredin or Wagin?  I do not know whether members have been 
to Keysbrook.  It is a rural area.  Serpentine is also a rural area.  I have lots of agricultural and farming areas in 
my electorate.  What justification is there for farmers who live in my electorate to have half the democratic rights 
of urban dwellers in Mandurah?  It is absolutely absurd.  This is the system that members opposite are protecting 
and defending.  The members for Wagin and Merredin know in their heart of hearts that it is absurd.  I know 
they are sticking up for the interests of their constituents, but they know it is unfair on the people in my 
electorate.  That is the truth.  I know they are reasonable people and can understand that.  If they want to tell me 
how I can explain to the people in Roleystone why they matter half as much as the people in their electorates, I 
am happy to listen.  Do the members have anything to offer?  I do not think so.   

I have talked about the importance of one vote, one value and true electoral reform and democracy in my 
electorate.  It matters not in a way that affects the daily lives of people, but in the way that resources are 
allocated over a long period.  Why should people in the member for Wanneroo’s electorate have one-fifth the 
voice of people in the member for Eyre’s electorate?  I have no idea why that should happen.   
I will leave the issue of one vote, one value and turn to the electorate of Roleystone.   
Mr B.J. Grylls interjected.  
Mr M.P. WHITELY:  I am a country member.  Keysbrook, Jarrahdale and Serpentine are all country areas.  I am 
looking after country people, because I have a bucket load of them in my electorate.  They do not have the same 
rights as do the people in the member for Merredin’s electorate.  I am sticking up for them. 
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  Member for Roleystone, I draw your attention to the fact that 
you should address the Chair.  
Mr M.P. WHITELY:  Sorry, Mr Acting Speaker.   
I will speak about my electorate of Roleystone.  The geographical size and spread of the Roleystone electorate 
make it impossible to approach the electorate as one community of interest.  There are 10 to 15 communities of 
interest.  I have to service many different and diverse communities of interest.  The electorate includes areas 
such as Maddington, Beckenham and Kenwick, which are inner metropolitan suburban areas.  It also includes 
areas such as Keysbrook, Serpentine, Jarrahdale, Mardella and Mundijong, which are essentially rural in nature.  
There is no one community of interest.  Geographical isolation is not the only factor creating these different 
communities of interest; they have different interests and concerns.   
I will talk briefly about the community of Roleystone in which I live.  My family moved from East Fremantle to 
Roleystone some six months after the election.  It is not easy to uproot young kids.  At the time, my sons were 10 
and seven years of age.  It was a huge wrench for them to leave their mates and start again in a new community.  
Roleystone is a fantastic community, and they have been made welcome.  Two of the great features of the 
Roleystone community are its two government schools, both of which my sons attend.  Roleystone Primary 
School is a fantastic little community school.  It is like many other Western Australian primary schools: it is the 
heart of the community.  About 350 students attend the school, and it is a great primary school.  Roleystone 
District High School, which my eldest son attends as a year 6 student, is quite different.  As an ex-teacher, I 
value the education that my son receives at Roleystone District High School.  It is quite different from other high 
schools because it is a very small school of about 320 students.  Although that comes at the cost of not having 
some of the flash facilities that the bigger schools get and the options they offer, it comes with a very valuable 
commodity; that is, the fact that it is a small school community in which children do not get lost.  I know that 
when my son goes to that school he is looked after by teachers who know him.  It is a small school of 320 kids as 
opposed to other high schools that perhaps have 2 000 kids and in which kids tend to get lost.  I am a great fan of 
the small school model.  I am also a great fan of the middle school model.   
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Roleystone District High School goes from year 6 to year 10.  Some parents are concerned about that, because 
they do not want their children to face the transition between schools when they must also confront the two 
challenging and difficult years 11 and 12.  However, all the evidence suggest that kids from Roleystone District 
High School who move on to other schools in the area - and there are some fantastic schools - thrive.  I think it is 
because they come from a community school, where they all know each other well and where they fit in and 
belong, and they move over as a gang.  They look after each other.  I value that model.  Roleystone is a fantastic 
community and I am proud to live there.  I am proud to represent Roleystone, as well as all the other 
communities in my electorate.   

One issue that I have pursued since being elected is that of policing in Roleystone.  Roleystone is relatively 
isolated in terms of an urban community.  The community of Roleystone, including surrounding districts, has 
about 6 000 people.  It is serviced by the Armadale Police Station, which is some kilometres away.  The target 
response time for a call-out to Roleystone is 17 minutes.  I suggest that is fairly unusual for a community of its 
size in the metropolitan area.  That concerns me.  I have consistently argued that Roleystone would be better 
served by having its own, permanent police presence.  However, as all members know, decisions about police 
resources are determined by the Commissioner of Police and not the Minister for Police.  I have tried to use my 
influence to argue for a permanent police presence in Roleystone, but frankly the response from the police has 
been that the crime statistics do not justify it, and until they do - and hopefully they never will - the police do not 
intend to pursue the option of having a permanent police presence in Roleystone.  I will continue to lobby for 
that, because I believe that a community of 6 000 people has a right to a permanent police presence.  In the 
meantime, I will work with the Armadale police.  There are fantastic police officers at that station.  I give credit 
to the new officer in charge of the Armadale Police Station, Senior Sergeant Kim Fergusson, who was appointed 
some two months ago and has already brought a new energy and drive to the Armadale Police Station.  The 
station did a great job under difficult circumstances, but it has struggled for the past two years because it did not 
have a permanent officer in charge.  I welcome his appointment and, as the elected member for the Roleystone 
community, I look forward to working with him.   

I have a concern with an article that appeared in the fine publication the Roleystone Courier, which is a monthly 
publication distributed to all homes in Roleystone and Karragullen.  It generally does a fantastic job.  It is a well-
read publication that does a lot of good work.  Its editor, Deb Hopper, is a local councillor for the City of 
Armadale.  Deb does a lot of good work in her community.  However, I feel that I cannot let the contents of the 
latest editorial of the Roleystone Courier go unchallenged.  The editorial starts by discussing two separate 
accidents on Mills Road East in Martin that tragically resulted in three fatalities in the past two months.  The 
editorial accurately states -  

Three young men have now lost their lives on that stretch of road due to excessive speed or disregard 
for the principles of safe defensive driving.   

I do not have any problem with that comment; it states the tragically obvious.  However, I have some problems 
with where this editorial goes; that is, its criticism of the operations of the Armadale police.  It states -  

The irony is that when such accidents occur, police vehicles turn up from everywhere, but it is difficult 
to get the police to pay attention to that small number of people in our community who drive their cars 
with reckless abandon.  

Police generally, and the Armadale police in particular, do not deserve that criticism.  They do the best job they 
possibly can under difficult circumstances.  They have the horrible duty of attending fatal traffic accidents and 
the equally horrific duty of knocking on the doors of the families of the deceased.  They need our support; they 
certainly do not deserve our criticism.  There has of course been a problem with dangerous driving around 
Roleystone.  I have highlighted that problem as well as antisocial and criminal behaviour that has occurred 
around Roleystone on a number of occasions.  I have also had discussions with the Premier and the Minister for 
Police on this issue.  The Armadale police have recently put considerable effort into cracking down on 
dangerous driving and criminal and antisocial behaviour around Roleystone.  In fact, in the week prior to the 
second of the fatal accidents to which I referred, there was a police crackdown on drivers in Roleystone.  I 
received feedback from some of my constituents who were upset that the police had been targeting traffic 
offences and speeding around the primary school.  The police are in a very difficult situation because they 
simply cannot win either way.  If they are in attendance they are accused of over policing, and if they are not 
present, they receive the type of comments made by the editor of the Roleystone Courier.  The reality is that the 
police cannot be on every corner, and it is only with community involvement that they can achieve success.  The 
editorial then goes off on a tangent - even though it continues to criticise the work of the Armadale police - by 
making what I consider to be a twisted comparison between a shooting in Northbridge and a firearm offence in 
Roleystone.  The editorial states -  
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This weekend posed an interesting scenario - Northbridge hosted a firearm incident, with a handgun 
being fired in a built up area.   

It received television coverage, appeals from Crimestoppers for witnesses to come forward and enough 
police attention to cover the entire metropolitan area.   

It was not just a firearms incident.  In fact, the incident in Northbridge involved a man being shot in the hand 
during a fight outside a Northbridge nightclub, which is believed to have been related to a road rage incident in 
the early hours of the morning.  It was not simply the discharge of a firearm that attracted all the attention.  The 
editorial continues -  

Roleystone has been the scene of numerous firearm incidents, including at least two cars receiving 
bullets into the bodywork and the local hall windows being targeted, but.... no local police attendance, 
no television or newspaper coverage (except your own Roleystone Courier), and certainly no appeals on 
Crimestoppers for witnesses to the crimes.   

I will put this issue in context.  The editorial states that at least two cars had bullet holes.  I am aware of one such 
incident, but I have no knowledge of the other.  As far as I can ascertain, one of the incidents to which the editor 
refers is at least 12 months old, and possibly predates my election to Parliament in February 2001.  We are 
talking about a very old incident.  The second incident, which concerned me greatly, and which deserved and 
received appropriate police attention, occurred at 11.00 pm on Monday, 22 July.  A Roleystone resident was 
dropping off to sleep when a loud bang awoke him from his half slumber.  He went outside to investigate the 
noise, and, upon seeing nothing, went back to bed.  At lunch time the following day the man was hitching his 
trailer to his car when he saw a bullet hole in the boot.  The man later showed me the bullet hole.  Obviously, it 
was an issue of great concern.  He phoned the local police at about 12.30 pm that day and was told to await a call 
from a forensic expert.  The forensic expert phoned and later that day went to the man’s house to take evidence.  
It is true that the crime remains unsolved.  However, as a result of the investigations undertaken by the Armadale 
police, a number of arrests have been made.   

The other firearm incident occurred on Saturday, 20 July at about midnight.  Shots were fired into a window of 
the Roleystone hall, which pierced the roller door on the kitchen window.  Both incidents occurred near Cross 
Park in Roleystone within 48 hours of each other, so it is reasonable to assume that they were related.  The police 
have not been able to solve the crimes, but they have dedicated considerable energy to investigate the matters - 
as they should - and, as a result of their investigation, charges have been laid.  The editorial continues -  

Am I being cynical, or does there seem to be some discriminatory practices being carried out? 

That is a question that the author of the article must answer.  However, we must put the issue in context; we are 
talking about a firearm discharge into a car that was not noticed by the victim until the next day, as opposed to a 
shooting outside a nightclub in Northbridge in which a person was injured.  We must be careful about that.  It is 
my duty as an elected representative in the State Government and the duty of representatives of local 
governments, to work with the police and to encourage and support them.  We must be careful not to create an 
environment of fear.  Real problems exist, but much energy is being used to address the problems.   

The editor of the Roleystone Courier wears a number of hats, and, until now, they have been worn in a fair and 
balanced manner.  The editor is also an elected representative of the City of Armadale and has a responsibility to 
carry out that role in a balanced and positive way.  I hope we can move on from the issue.  I hope that state and 
local government representatives can work together to deliver better services for the people of Roleystone.   

MR J.H.D. DAY (Darling Range) [9.17 pm]:  At the outset I place on record my condolences and express my 
sympathy to all the families who have been affected by the tragedy in Bali.  Many Western Australian families 
will long be affected by the tragedy.  I am not aware of any person from my electorate who has been directly 
affected, but, as time goes by, it is difficult to believe that that situation will remain the same.  Wherever affected 
Western Australians live, they certainly have the support of all members of Parliament.   

I will raise a number of issues concerning the provision of health services in my electorate.  The first relates to 
the redevelopment of the Kalamunda District Community Hospital, an issue I have raised in Parliament on a 
number of occasions since the February 2001 election.  I would prefer not to keep raising this issue; however, 
there has been no effective action since February last year.  Following the promises made by the Labor Party in 
the election campaign, it appeared that the Government would provide $5.5 million for the redevelopment of the 
hospital, the same amount that had been committed and funded by the previous Liberal Government.  It appeared 
that the funding would finally begin to flow, because following the handing down of the state budget in May the 
Minister for Health advised that $2.226 million would be available from the capital works component of the 
health budget.  However, the Minister for Health recently advised through the Echo newspaper, which, in part, 
covers my electorate, that -  
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. . . there are more pressing priorities in health at this point in time, and the Government is focused on 
dealing with our priorities,” . . . 

“These include dealing with the problems at emergency departments in our tertiary hospitals, the 
shortage of nurses and waiting lists.” 

As I have stated via the media, issues relating to the shortage of nurses and elective surgery waiting lists are 
related only remotely to the redevelopment of the Kalamunda hospital.  In particular, the source of funds for 
such issues is quite different from the source for hospital redevelopments and major capital works projects.  At 
best, the minister is trying to muddy the waters and mislead my constituents by claiming that such matters have 
to compete with the redevelopment of the Kalamunda hospital.   
Emergency departments in tertiary hospitals are probably a related matter.  It appears that the Government is 
seeking to redirect funds that would otherwise be made available for the redevelopment of the Kalamunda 
hospital and for other similar projects in some of the smaller hospitals around the State, to the capital works 
needs of tertiary hospitals.  As I have made clear on many occasions, both when I was Minister for Health and 
since then, tertiary hospitals are crucial in our health system.  That is very evident at the moment in the high-
level treatment being provided to the victims of the Bali bombings.  No-one would question the need for world-
class facilities in tertiary hospitals, but it is also important for the Government to give attention to the needs of 
some of the smaller hospitals in the outer parts of the Perth metropolitan area, and in rural and regional Western 
Australia.  I am concerned that the Government is not taking a balanced view of the needs of the health system 
as a whole in Western Australia.  The Government has been captured by some of the interests promoting certain 
redevelopments perceived as being needed in the tertiary hospitals, and it is unable to take a broader view of the 
system.  Unfortunately, either the Government’s health planning is in a shambles, given that it has indicated on 
the one hand that the redevelopment of Kalamunda hospital will go ahead, and on the other hand it is now trying 
to back away from it, or it is not taking a balanced view of the system.  Maybe it is a combination of both.  That 
is very concerning to my constituents, particularly given the promise made by the Labor Party in the election 
campaign in early 2001. 
The Government appears to have a centralist view of the provision of health services in Western Australia, 
which is unfortunate.  It is an easy view to take, in a sense, because the loudest voices come from the centre of 
the metropolitan area.  They are important, but there are also important needs in other parts of Western Australia.  
The Government needs to revise this very centralist view of the provision of health services in this State.  As I 
have said, no-one in my area pretends that the Kalamunda hospital should offer all of the services of a tertiary 
hospital, but it is able to provide its current range of services in a cost-effective manner, and the planned 
redevelopment should go ahead as soon as possible - it should have already been under way - so that the local 
hospital in Kalamunda can continue to play its role as part of the network of public hospitals in the Perth 
metropolitan area.  It is high time that the Minister for Health gave a full explanation of his plans for Kalamunda 
hospital, and for other hospitals, particularly in the outer Perth metropolitan area.   
Another related issue in the provision of health services at Kalamunda hospital is that of obstetric services.  At 
the moment we are very fortunate that obstetric services are provided at Kalamunda hospital, mainly by general 
practitioners skilled in the area.  However, they rely on having backup from specialist obstetricians and 
gynaecologists, so that if problems arise, specialist intervention can be provided, and support is available.  A 
problem is looming, in that the specialists who cover Kalamunda hospital, either have now, or will soon have, 
limited or no indemnity insurance.  Because of the cost of that insurance, and other pressures, many of the 
specialists are withdrawing from private practice, and will be working only as sessional or salaried specialists 
within the public hospital system.  A number of those who will be providing such services through Swan District 
Hospital, I am advised are prepared to make their services available to provide back-up and support to 
Kalamunda hospital as long as indemnity cover can be provided for them by the Government, as will be done at 
Swan District Hospital.  It would be a very great loss, not only to the residents of the Kalamunda district, but 
also to the health system in the metropolitan area, if obstetric services cannot continue to be provided through 
Kalamunda hospital by general practitioners, with back-up from specialists because indemnity insurance is not 
available to them.  The Government needs to look at this issue very carefully and provide the same sort of cover 
as is provided to specialists at Swan District Hospital, for the limited number of occasions when the same 
specialists will be available to provide support to general practitioner obstetricians at Kalamunda hospital.  The 
answer seems to be quite simple, and it is of some concern that, to my knowledge, the Government has not so far 
indicated that such support will be available.  One can only wonder whether the Government is seeking to wind 
down and phase out obstetric services at Kalamunda hospital, by not providing the sort of support I am asking 
for now.  It has been asked for by the general practitioner obstetricians who are providing a very good and - to 
look at it from an economic point of view - cost-effective service through Kalamunda hospital.  
Mr M.F. Board:  That is why the indemnity insurance issue is so important.  Today in the hearings of the 
Education and Health Standing Committee, Kalamunda was being discussed as an area in which a successful 
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multipurpose service system could be put in place.  The representative from the Council on the Ageing indicated 
that some of our outlying secondary hospitals could utilise an MPS model to service the community 
exceptionally well, especially for people awaiting placement out of the tertiary hospitals.  I would think that 
Kalamunda would be an ideal hospital for that purpose.  
Mr J.H.D. DAY:  The member for Murdoch has raised the issue of aged care and sub-acute health services.  
Kalamunda provides a lot of those services at the moment.  If it were possible to provide a multipurpose service, 
as has been established in many rural parts of Western Australia - generally in much smaller areas than 
Kalamunda - where a combination of aged cared and health care services is provided on the one site, that would 
be a wonderful thing.  

Mr M.F. Board:  My point was that, if the MPS system is so successful in the country, why could it not work in 
some of our outlying secondary hospitals, where there is a need for that kind of facility?  

Mr J.H.D. DAY:  I do not see any reason that it could not work, so long as it did not result in a downgrading of 
the existing services provided at Kalamunda hospital.  There is an increasing need for aged care in the 
Kalamunda area, as there is in nearly all parts of Western Australia, particularly where there are more older 
residents.  A greater number of nursing home beds available in the Kalamunda district would be welcomed by 
the community.  If that model could be developed further, I am sure that local residents would be very happy 
about that.   

A couple of other issues relating to health care in my electorate are also of concern.  One is the provision of 
community-based health services, in particular services to children who need assessment and intervention from 
allied health professionals such as occupational therapists and speech pathologists.  I have taken this issue up 
with the Minister for Health.  There is a great deal of concern about excessive waiting times for such assessment 
and intervention, particularly for young children, often below the age of five or six, who have developmental 
problems in coordination or speech development.  The waiting times are simply far too long.  I became aware of 
this issue when I was Minister for Health, and I successfully had additional funds put into this area to reduce 
quite unreasonable waiting times, particularly across the Perth metropolitan area.  Unfortunately, following the 
change of Government, the situation has been allowed to slip again, and I have suggested to the Minister for 
Health that he do what the Opposition did when in government - reallocate some of the funds being kept aside to 
reduce waiting lists.  Initially it was envisaged that all these funds would be used to reduce elective surgery 
waiting lists, which are extremely important, but this sort of health service is also very important.  The previous 
Government diverted a small amount of those funds to reducing the waiting times for people waiting for 
community-based health services.  

Unfortunately, the minister has not taken up that suggestion and, as a result, we are seeing grossly excessive 
median waiting times for services such as occupational therapy and speech pathology in the Kalamunda Health 
Service area.  That is of great concern, particularly to parents and some teachers of young children who need that 
sort of intervention.  Unfortunately, the message simply has not got through to the Minister for Health.  I hope 
that he gives the matter much more attention and serious thought than has been the case so far.   

The third issue regarding health services in my area concerns the provision of child and adolescent mental health 
services.  I am pleased to say that the mental health system in Western Australia has been expanded and 
upgraded substantially over the past six or so years.  That has included making services available closer to where 
people are living and where much-needed services can be more readily accessed.  For example, the Kalamunda 
Child and Adolescence Mental Health Service was established in High Wycombe about three years ago.  I recall 
opening a similar service in Kelmscott at about the same time.  More recently, a service was established in 
Clarkson, and there are other examples in Western Australia of a more decentralised approach to the provision of 
these much-needed services.  I was informed the other day that the Kalamunda Child and Adolescence Mental 
Health Service has been closed for the past six weeks, and that there are suggestions that it may be closed 
permanently.  I have not yet confirmed that, but if it is correct, it is extremely concerning.  It would be a very 
backward step and further confirmation of the approach that is being taken by this Government to the provision 
of all health services.  A very centralised model is being put in place.  The improvement in access to health 
services over the past eight or so years was the result of a conscious decision by our Government to engage in a 
more decentralised approach.  We are seeing a reversal of that by the current Government, and that can only 
result in a bad outcome for the many people in my electorate, the surrounding electorates and other outlying 
parts of the Perth metropolitan area.  If health services are harder to access, people will be less likely to make use 
of them or feel that they can make use of them.  That would certainly lead to worse health outcomes and the 
treatment of fewer mental health problems than would otherwise be the case.  That could lead to all sorts of 
major problems for both the individuals concerned and the community.  A few days ago, I wrote to the Minister 
for Health about this issue.  I hope that he will ensure that the worst fears I have about this matter are not 
realised.   
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I have raised three areas of major concern regarding the health system in my electorate.  I did not raise them out 
of a sense of wanting to make them political issues; I raised them because I have very genuine concerns about 
the backward steps that the current Government appears to be taking in relation to the provision of health 
services.  That is of major concern to my constituents.  

I move on to a couple of portfolio issues.  I have responsibility for the shadow education portfolio.  I have raised 
the matter of government school fees in this Chamber on a number of occasions this year.  It is an ongoing issue.  
Unfortunately, the Government has a policy that fees will be voluntary for students in years 8 to 10.  It went to 
the election with a policy that such fees would be voluntary.  However, the Minister for Education has indicated 
that he expects people to pay the fees.  He cannot have it both ways.  He cannot on the one hand say that the fees 
are voluntary but on the other hand say that if parents do not pay, they are not doing the right thing.  I believe 
that unless there is a good reason families cannot pay, they should pay.  The Liberal Party has always had the 
attitude, in both opposition and government, that if a family has genuine difficulty affording the fees, the schools 
should put in place special arrangements so that payments can be made over an extended period, or give 
exemptions where appropriate.  It should also be recognised that any family with a health care card has almost 
all its fees paid for by the Government.  That was the case under the previous Government, and it is still the case.  
A compassionate approach was taken in both respects when we were in government.  Unfortunately, the policy 
of this Government is clearly resulting in a reduction in the funds available to schools to provide programs.  The 
minister admitted at the recent Western Australian Council of State School Organisations conference that this 
matter is a real issue, thus implying that it is one of concern.  We have asked the minister to make available to 
the Parliament the figures of the amounts that have been collected by high schools following the implementation 
of the Government’s policy.  He should do that, but he has so far refused to do it.  We know that in many cases, 
the amount of fees collected is quite substantially reduced.  The minister should provide us with detailed 
information so that we can make an informed judgment about the effects of his policy on the collection rates this 
year compared with those of the previous two years.  The minister has so far refused to provide that information.  
There is clearly only one reason for that: he does not want us to know the full impact of the policy the 
Government has put in place.  The information I have indicates that high schools are experiencing reductions in 
fee collection in the order of $40 000.  It was put on the record a couple of months ago that Greenwood Senior 
High School, in the electorate of the member for Kingsley, had experienced a reduction in fee payments of 
$43 000 compared with the same time last year.  It was also mentioned at the WACSSO conference that 
Sevenoaks Senior College, which admits only years 11 and 12, had experienced a reduction of $52 000.  The 
Government maintains that fee collection for years 11 and 12 is compulsory.  Despite this, one of the 
consequences of the Government’s policy has been that even schools such as Sevenoaks are experiencing a 
substantial reduction in the funds available for the provision of programs.  We now have something of a 
shambles.  A significant number of parents continue to pay.  They are doing the right thing.  No doubt some 
parents who pay find it rather more difficult than others who could pay but choose not to.  Some parents are 
doing the right thing, but an increasing number of parents who could afford to pay the $235 in fees each year are 
choosing not to do so because the minister and the Labor Party have said that it is not compulsory.  That is an 
unfair situation.  It puts an undue burden on those families who are doing the right thing and paying the fees.  
Some families who could afford to pay are choosing not to because they were effectively invited by the current 
Government to not do so.  The Government’s approach is inconsistent.  The minister has said that he does not 
believe that any action should be taken against students or the families of students in years 8 to 10 who do not 
pay fees, but that it is okay to require the collection of fees from students in years 11 and 12.  That distinction 
between students in years 8 to 10 and students in years 11 and 12 is artificial.  It is the case that education is not 
compulsory in years 11 and 12.  With some justification, the minister has said that he would like to see more 
students continue their education beyond the post-compulsory years.  That is appropriate; however, to make a 
distinction about the collection of fees is somewhat artificial.  In response to the member for Kingsley, who 
wrote to the minister about concerns regarding the impact of the Government’s policy on the provision of 
programs at Greenwood Senior High School, the minister stated about the collection of fees for years 11 and 12 - 

They can for example seek a confirmation charge of up to 50 per cent before enrolling the student in the 
course.  In addition to reminder letters, and the rendering of monthly accounts, schools have available to 
them the use of debt collectors within the guidelines of the ‘Contributions, Charges and Fees’ policy. 

On the one hand, the minister has made a big issue about the fact that he does not believe it appropriate that debt 
collectors be used for the collection of fees for years 8 to 10 - although he does not spell that out - but, on the 
other hand, he is saying in black and white in his response to the member for Kingsley that it is okay for schools 
to use debt collectors for years 11 and 12.  What is the difference?  There is none between years 8 to 10 and 
years 11 and 12.  The Government is being inconsistent.  The Government took a populist policy to the last 
election as it thought it would be good for getting votes.  After achieving government, it felt it had to continue 
with its policy of voluntary fees for years 8 to 10.  The minister now clearly concedes that there is a problem that 
must be addressed further.  He has indicated that there will be a reduction of $100 for each student from the 
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beginning of the next school year.  That is fine as far as it goes.  The Opposition does not oppose that; in fact, it 
welcomes it.  The minister has not spelt out how that will be funded from the current education budget.  There is 
no clear additional funding available.  According to the minister, the estimated cost is about $8 million a year.  
That is a significant amount to find in the education budget, even within a budget of $1.6 billion.  I am sure no 
discretionary funding can be found easily to cover the $8 million loss.  Other programs will have to be cut in one 
way or another.  When I asked the minister about this in this House, he said it would be funded through proper 
budget management.  That is a very nebulous and vague statement.  The minister has a lot more explaining to do. 

Another important issue in the education portfolio is the registration of teachers.  The minister has indicated that 
legislation will be introduced.  Drafting commenced under the previous Government to put in place a system of 
teacher registration in Western Australia.  I hope we will see the legislation before the end of this year but time is 
fast running out.  If the Government gives this issue the priority it deserves, the Bill should be before the House 
before the end of the year and, ideally, passed through both Houses of this Parliament.  At the very least, it 
should be passed through the Legislative Assembly before the end of the year.  I will be very interested to see 
whether the Government will achieve that. 

During the recent parliamentary break, I took the opportunity of visiting Tasmania and Victoria.  I met with the 
Tasmanian Teachers Registration Board and the Victorian Institute of Teaching.  Both States are going through a 
similar process of putting in place a full registration system for teachers.  Once Western Australia has in place a 
registration system, New South Wales will be the only State not to have a comprehensive registration system.  In 
Tasmania, all teachers must apply for registration, even if they are in the profession and actively teaching.  In 
Victoria, a different approach has been adopted in which all teachers currently teaching are deemed to be 
registered unless there is a good reason for them not to be.  I will be interested to see the approach taken in 
Western Australia.  I encourage the minister to get on with the legislation so that we can put in place a system 
that will receive bipartisan support.  Naturally, the Opposition wants to see the detail of the legislation first. 

During question time today I asked a question about the energy reform task force and its recommended changes.  
It is a subject in which the Leader of the Opposition has a strong interest.  It is essential for people to realise that 
the Opposition is not opposed to energy reform in Western Australia.  As the Leader of the Opposition has made 
clear on many occasions through comment and actions when in government, major reform occurred in this 
State’s energy sector - in the electricity industry in particular - under the previous Government.  The Opposition 
is not opposed to reform.  The detail of how reform is put in place is important.  We need to ensure safe and 
secure electricity supplies to the people of Western Australia at the cheapest possible cost.  This issue will 
receive much more attention and debate from the Opposition. 

MR B.J. GRYLLS (Merredin) [9.46 pm]:  I begin my speech on the Address-in-Reply by expressing, on behalf 
of my electorate and myself, our heartfelt condolences to the families and friends of the victims of the Bali 
terrorist bombings.  Without a doubt, the lives of all Western Australians have been changed forever after the 
events of the weekend.  The graphic images on television and the newspaper reports are having a great effect on 
everybody, myself included.  It is disappointing and distressing that this is what the world has come to.  Now 
that terror is at our backdoor we must strengthen our resolve to bring the perpetrators to justice.  We cannot have 
our great country living in fear of these sorts of events.  These events encompass great human tragedy.  I put on 
record my sympathies and thoughts to those who have been so terribly affected.  It is something we will all live 
with for a very long time. 

In framing my remarks on the Address-in-Reply I had prepared a very long speech as there are many important 
issues.  However, I cannot go past the comments of the member for Roleystone who used his speech on the 
Address-in-Reply as a way of attacking the National Party.  I have visited the library to research statistics.  It is 
amazing what they show.  The member for Roleystone stated that the member for Avon had the least number of 
votes in the recent election. 

Mr M.P. Whitely:  The second lowest. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Who was the lowest? 

Mr M.P. Whitely:  The member for Geraldton. 

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  The member for Roleystone referred to many National Party members.  On a two-party 
preferred basis, the member for Roleystone achieved 54.8 per cent in the last election; the member for Avon also 
achieved 54.8 per cent; the member for Wagin achieved 55.9 per cent - he was more popular in his electorate 
than was the member for Roleystone; the member for Roe achieved 69 per cent - he was more popular; and the 
member for Stirling achieved 62 per cent. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr J.P.D. Edwards):  Order, members!  The conversation on my right is taking a toll 
on Hansard.  I request members to conduct their conversation elsewhere.  

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  Even I in my first election managed to get 56 per cent of the two-party preferred vote.  That 
means that four out of the five National Party members in the lower House are more popular than the member 
for Roleystone, and the member for Avon has the same popularity as the member for Roleystone.  The member 
for Roleystone also pointed out his strong principled stand for one vote, one value and said that his Government 
would be pursuing this at all costs.  However, this strong principled stand in his party disappears when it gets to 
the other House, because in an effort to rip the heart out of the country electorates, his party is willing to increase 
the malapportionment of votes in the upper House.  This allows the Greens (WA) in the Agricultural Region in 
the upper House to get four per cent of the vote, which equals one member of Parliament in the upper House, yet 
the National Party, which gained 19 per cent of the vote in the upper House, has only one member in the upper 
House.  Therefore, the strong principled stand of the Labor Government disappears when it gets to deal making 
in the upper House and trying to ensure its electoral success in the future. 

One issue that is affecting my electorate at the moment is the dry season that we are experiencing.  All of the 
media reporting and government response in a dry season seems to be directed at farmers.  No doubt farmers are 
very much affected.  However, I put on the record that the small businesses in those communities and all the 
other people in those communities are equally affected by drought.  Therefore, any government response, either 
state or federal, must be directed at the whole community.  The idea of picking out the farmers to assist them 
through the tough times and leaving the rest of the community - the schools, the small businesses and the shires - 
hanging out in the wind is certainly not a solution to the problem.  The National Party has put on the record its 
concern about the current system of exceptional circumstances funding.  We have a plan to reform the EC 
scheme, and it is important that I mention that in my Address-in-Reply speech.   

The National Party has come up with three key issues that should be addressed.  Those issues do not involve a 
large payout to farmers only but will allow assistance to be spread across the whole community.  The first issue 
is family support payments, which put food on the table of people who are affected, not only farmers but also 
small business people and others in the community.  The second issue is the work for the dole scheme.  The 
work for the dole scheme should be adjusted to allow young people who are in employment in small towns and 
on farms and who are usually the first to go in tough times to continue to stay with their existing employers with 
the assistance of a work for the dole scheme and with a top up from their employer.  That will allow them to 
work their way through that tough time so that their experience and expertise will still be around at the end of the 
dry period rather than have the drought lead to an exodus from the country town and leave nothing when the 
rains come.  The third issue is access to education.  In my area, children in years 11 and 12 have to travel long 
distances to go to senior high school.  We believe the isolated children’s fund, which assists these children, 
should be increased to reflect the full value of the cost of boarding at a state high school.  If that adjustment were 
made, every year 11 and 12 student in Western Australia would have equal access to education.  In order to have 
the money to put this program into effect, we will need to change the EC scheme by taking away the interest 
subsidy component.  This will allow the EC scheme to be spread across more people and to have a greater effect 
in alleviating the problems experienced during a dry season.   

Most of these issues are federal Government issues.  However, the State Government has a role to play.  One 
fairly simple role that I would like the State Government to play is to give some recognition to the issues that dry 
communities have to face.  I will use the example of Mukinbudin, which, as shown by the picture on the front 
page of The West Australian two Saturdays ago, is very dry and will have no crops this year.  If the father of one 
family in Mukinbudin loses his job and three students leave the Mukinbudin Primary School, it will lose half an 
allocation for a teacher.  Therefore, the cycle of exodus from the country will begin, because if there are fewer 
teachers, people will think that the standard of education is not what they require and will leave the community 
to access a better standard of education for their children.  I would like some recognition from the Minister for 
Education that during a dry time there needs to be some flexibility in the system so that if the student numbers 
drop, the teachers and the resources of the school are not pulled away from the area.   

One of my shadow portfolio responsibilities in the National Party is the national action plan on salinity and water 
quality.  The Federal Government has offered $158 million over seven years to Western Australia.  That 
$158 million needs to be matched with state government funds.  Our Labor Government in Western Australia 
has offered only $60 million over five years.  Today the Minister for the Environment and Heritage mentioned a 
figure of $80 million.  We will welcome that if it is true.  We have yet to see the details, but we hope that will be 
the case.  However, all these figures mean nothing and are just blowing in the wind until the bilateral agreements 
are signed, because until that is done no money can flow to Western Australian land care.  Even that $80 million 
still leaves us $78 million short of matching the full federal government initiative.  If we match that $78 million 
with the federal money, more than $150 million will come into land care in Western Australia.  This new plan 
needs to be backed by the Labor Government.  We need to get this money into the areas that need it the most.  It 
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is extremely unfair that land care in Western Australia is being penalised because the Labor Government will not 
give priority to land care.  We will continue to ask questions and put pressure on the minister to make sure that 
the full allocation of $158 million is met so that this critical issue can be tackled.  The Labor Government was 
elected on an environmental platform.  It is very disappointing to National Party members that this 
environmental concern extends only to the old-growth forests and that when we get to salinity and land care 
issues in inland Western Australia, the commitment and energy seem to disappear.   

I want to speak also about the issue of water.  The drought in my region is having a major effect.  Many of the 
dams are dry, which means that farmers have to cart stock water and drinking water to their properties.  This has 
led to queues at standpipes in my electorate.  Last week we had a meeting in the small town of Bullaring in my 
electorate and got a commitment from the Water Corporation that extra standpipes would be erected in that town 
to try to meet the demand by the farmers and householders who need to cart water.  We hope the Water 
Corporation will recognise the issue and put some money into it.  The cost of a standpipe is a couple of thousand 
dollars; it is not a major expenditure.  However, it is very important to people who are carting water to get them 
through the day.  The farm water grants scheme has also been under a lot of pressure because of the huge 
increase in the number of people who are applying for funding under this scheme.  This scheme is operating very 
effectively; the reason for the high number of applications is that it is effective.  We hope the Labor Government 
will commit extra funding to the farm water grants scheme at a time when these funds are being called for.  
There is no point in having funds in the years when we have good rains.  We need to have the funds now to 
recognise the problems we are having at the moment.  

I must put on the record my disappointment with the water symposium that was held in Parliament last week.  
There was no mention of the issues that affect my electorate; that is, inland desalination and ground water 
pumping.  They were simply left off the list in favour of the subject of desalinating seawater.  These problems 
form a big issue that will not go away.  It needs government support to fully investigate it.  I was also very 
disappointed with the angle that was pursued on the pipeline from the north.  The bottom line is a figure of 
$10 billion, which has been promoted by the Water Corporation and the Government as far too expensive.  That 
$10 billion plan would bring Perth’s total water supply of 300 gigalitres to Perth.  The proponent of the plan, 
Watering Australia Foundation Ltd, is talking about a pipeline of only one-third that size to bring a 
supplementary amount of water to the metropolitan area.  The main thrust of the pipeline from the north is not 
about bringing copious amounts of water to Perth; it is about opening up the regions and supplying the remote 
communities in the north and the mining communities, which contribute so much to our State, with a reliable 
water source.   

The National Party certainly has committed to continue to push for a full investigation of this plan rather than a 
half-hearted effort that will condemn it to the past.  We will continue to keep it on the record.  The community 
wants us to do that; the community is asking for that.  The people who advocate this certainly have not gone 
away, and they believe it is the way forward.  The Government needs to commit to a full investigation of the 
issue.   

I turn now to small business.  As I said when I referred to the dry season, small businesses are left out of the loop 
when there is a drought.  They have been affected as much as any other business in the region.  We need to look 
closely at this issue and ensure that these small businesses are still around and are still viable when the rains 
come again next year.  Many of the small businesses in my electorate are having issues with the new workplace 
reforms.  The penalty rates on weekends are of major concern to the small businesses that are trying to cater for 
the tourism industry.  The tourism industry is going through major issues as a result of events that have occurred 
in the world.  We must ensure that we support these businesses and do not put up more barriers to their being 
successful.  These small regional businesses have access to a smaller customer base, but they bear the same 
burden as metropolitan businesses.  Until members have run a small regional business, they will not understand 
how it works.  We have a base of fewer customers and there needs to be some recognition of the differing 
circumstances by all levels of government.  Perhaps some allowances need to be made to ensure that the 
businesses and the main streets of country towns continue to be viable, because if the main street of a country 
town is on its knees, the town will be on its knees.  No-one will want to live and grow up in the regions if the 
small towns have died and gone.  We need to prioritise this issue.   

Another issue that flows from small business is the Western Power issue.  I will provide an example of a new 
aquaculture business that has been started up near Badgingarra by a young family that is pioneering aquaculture 
in Western Australia.  It has made a very large commitment to do it properly.  It has the science behind it.  It is 
working closely with the Department of Fisheries to ensure that it comes up with world best practice.  It hopes to 
expand its pond capacity and its ability to store and process its produce.  However, when it asked Western Power 
to supply more power to the property, it was faced with a $350 000 bill just to get the power to the property, not 
to turn on the switch.  That is simply for seven kilometres of three-phase powerline.  An amount of $350 000 is 
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an impediment to small businesses that will continue to impede any growth in regional businesses.  Businesses 
that want to establish in Dowerin have been told by Western Power that no power is available.  They have been 
told that they would be far better off starting up their businesses in the metropolitan area simply because Western 
Power does not have the capacity in the lines to Dowerin to provide them with power.  How can we possibly talk 
about developing the regions when basic government services such as those supplied by Western Power are not 
available to those people?  This issue was assisted by the regional headworks development scheme, which was in 
place under the previous Government.  It was an initiative of the previous member for Merredin, Hendy Cowan.  
That headworks grant scheme was exactly focused on companies such as Arcadia Aquaculture, when big capital 
expenditures were required to get access to power.  I will lobby the Government very strongly to consider 
reintroducing the headworks development scheme and allowing regional businesses to have a fair go and fair 
access to the power resource that is so important to them.   

Another issue I have taken a close interest in is the public liability crisis.  The National Party forced the Labor 
Government’s hand on this issue.  After months of asking questions of the relevant member of the Labor Party, 
all I received in return was rhetoric, no real substance and no legislation.  With the limited resources available to 
the National Party, it put together and introduced into the Parliament the Volunteer Protection Bill to provide 
protection to volunteers.  Amazingly, the Government got itself into gear and within two weeks introduced a 
very similar Bill into the House.  We supported that Bill.  We had reservations about it because unincorporated 
groups were not covered by the Bill and this would cause problems for many smaller groups in the regions.  As I 
said, we were glad that at last the Government had recognised there was a public liability crisis and had 
introduced some legislation.   

Currently, two other similar Bills are before the House.  The Civil Liability Bill will change tort law.  That Bill 
has passed through the House, but I highlight once again the need for changes to the tort law, which takes away 
people’s rights.  Those changes to the tort law need to result in lower premiums.  The parliamentary secretary 
was taken to task on this issue.  If we are to change tort law, we need to see a result.  We hope that that will be 
the case and that premiums will be reduced as a result of this Bill.  The other Bill is the Insurance Commission of 
Western Australia Amendment Bill.  Once again we had concerns that unincorporated groups would not be able 
to access insurance cover under the Bill.  The parliamentary secretary stated in his second reading speech that 
premiums would be offered only at the rate of the last bill the groups received, which is the bill that has caused 
the crisis.  We put to the parliamentary secretary that we need to see some results on this issue.  We also look 
forward to further government legislation to strengthen waivers for sporting and adventure tourism, which 
obviously is a critical issue for these businesses as they struggle to remain viable in the current climate.   

I also look forward to legislation to enable builders to access affordable building indemnity insurance.  Many 
small builders in small country towns have been put under the pump because of the building indemnity insurance 
crisis.  We need a government response to that crisis to ensure the viability of those builders.   

I refer also to the medical indemnity issue.  

Mr M.W. Trenorden:  Those people were left clean out of the process.   

Mr B.J. GRYLLS:  That is exactly right.  It is not only up to the Parliament in this respect; the community also 
needs to take some responsibility for this issue.  A good example is obstetrics.  The community in my electorate 
of Merredin would like to see an obstetrics facility in the town, but some obstetricians are faced with a medical 
indemnity bill of up to $100 000.  This has two flow-on effects.  The first is that obstetricians are simply leaving 
that speciality.  They are saying that they cannot afford the insurance, and that they do not want to work in an 
environment that requires it.  The second is that the number of babies that obstetricians would need to deliver to 
pay this level of insurance takes a town the size of Merredin out of the equation.  This system needs to be 
changed.  The result is that Merredin does not have an obstetrics service.  In the current climate, it is not likely 
that it will have one in the future.  It has to be hoped that changes in the public liability system could lead to it 
once again being viable for an obstetrician to be available in Merredin, so that more wheatbelt families could 
have their children in the region.   

On the subject of medicine, I raise the issue of attracting doctors to my electorate.  There are some critical issues 
in attracting doctors to regional towns.  I am led to believe that Australia currently has a shortage of 4 000 
doctors, a figure which was provided by the Australian Medical Association.  This shortage is critical in inland 
areas of Western Australia, which are not deemed to be the most desirable places to live.  I challenge that notion; 
the wheatbelt is the greatest place to live in Western Australia.  We have taken upon our heads the need to 
promote the wheatbelt as a place for doctors.  Once the AMA has nominated a doctor who would perhaps like to 
come to the wheatbelt region, we take it upon ourselves to meet that doctor before he comes out to the region.  
Many are foreign doctors.  They face the culture shock of being in a new country and the lack of a peer group 
once they come to small country towns.  The Government and the community must take these doctors, who are 
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such an important part of our community, under their wing and ensure that they want to live and work for 
extended periods in our electorates.  I am committed to ensuring that this can continue to happen in the electorate 
of Merredin.  

Education is also a critical issue.  I spoke earlier about providing equal access to education for all Western 
Australians by increasing the allowance to boarders who need to travel from their home town to attend high 
school.  Other critical issues are rearing their heads.  One example is that the status of the district high school in 
the town of Narembeen is being considered because student numbers have fallen.  I ask all members of 
Parliament to consider the repercussions that the loss of its district high school status would have on a town like 
Narembeen.  It would go back to simply having a primary school.  It would be devastating if Narembeen were to 
lose this facility; it would lead to a further population drain.  The different issues faced by country towns must be 
recognised.  The people of Narembeen need to be assured that the town’s district high school status is not under 
pressure.   

Another issue involves school bus contractors, who have been hung out to dry by this Labor Government.  What 
they believed to be contracts in perpetuity have been ripped away from them.  The system that school bus 
contractors face is simply unfair.  I hope that the responsible minister will see some sense in this issue and let 
school bus contractors get back to what they do best, which is to look after our most precious resource, our 
young children, as they travel to school.   

There is a major issue with road funding in the regions.  Country projects are out on a limb.  More than 50 
projects have not been funded in the forward estimates, which is extremely disappointing.  That is particularly 
disappointing to swallow when members of my electorate read about the expenditure on the Perth to Mandurah 
railway.  We hope that there can be some recognition by the Government of the importance of transport 
infrastructure in the region.   

I find it hard to understand how a $2 billion railway link that will carry 28 000 passengers can be a visionary and 
innovative government measure that the Labor Government views as progressive when plans to drought proof 
our great State, which are of a similar cost, are dismissed out of hand by this Government.  That is disappointing.  
A plan for a railway can be visionary, but a critically important plan to drought proof our State barely gets a 
mention.  Perhaps the people of Western Australia will decide which of these issues is more important come the 
next state election.  I am glad that I am on the side of drought proofing the State rather than the side that backs 
the plan to reduce the travelling time between Perth and Mandurah by 12 minutes.   

I will conclude by discussing the one vote, one value legislation.  I thank the individuals, groups and local 
government organisations that put their money where their mouths were to support the principle of effective and 
strong political representation.  The Gallop Labor Government has united regional, remote and coastal Western 
Australia in a fight against its draconian changes to the legislation.  They have worked out from this fight in the 
Supreme Court that they can come together and fight an effective political campaign, and that they can actually 
win.  That is the great result from this fight; country people had a win.  We have not had too many wins since 
this Labor Government came to power.  Every turn has seen a reduction in funding.  The Supreme Court 
supported the country view that the Labor Government was wrong to force through this legislation without an 
absolute majority.  This victory has given country people an impetus to rally together again and fight as one for a 
fair go for country people.  The National Party will lead this fight in the great country areas of Western Australia 
that we represent.  I am proud to be a new member of Parliament and to represent such strong, resilient and 
innovative people who stare down adversity and who will ensure that the great wheatbelt region will continue to 
prosper in the future.   

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr R.F. Johnson.  

House adjourned at 10.16 pm 
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