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PREMIER’S STATEMENT 

Consideration 

Resumed from 23 February on the following question — 

That the Premier’s Statement be noted. 

MR M.P. WHITELY (Bassendean) [3.33 pm]: The Premier obviously uses the Premier’s Statement to outline 
his plans for the future. I intend to use this debate as an opportunity to outline my plans for the future and what I 
intend to achieve over the next two years as the member for Bassendean. It has been 10 years and two weeks 
today since I was elected as the member for Roleystone. There have been many twists and turns over that 
decade, and some of my colleagues have been here with me for the entire duration. We had quite a happy dinner 
to celebrate the tenth anniversary of the election of the Gallop government at the Cervantes Labor love-in. It was 
good to see the former Premier there. It was good to reflect on just what a privilege it is to be a member of this 
Parliament. Sometimes, with the ups and downs of politics, people can become a little self-obsessed and forget 
what an absolute honour it is to be a member of this place and the unique opportunities that members of this 
place are given. It is very easy to be resentful of those who have perhaps flown a little further and a little higher 
in their political careers, but it is worth remembering those who never got the chance to fly at all or those who 
had a lot of talent but had their careers cut short. Having been here for a decade, I recommit; I am totally mindful 
of what an honour and privilege it is to be a member of this place. 

I want to use this speech as a chance to briefly outline some 16 issues that I intend to pursue with vigour over the 
next two years. The first four are specifically related to local issues in my electorate. I have spoken about them at 
length previously in this place and elsewhere, so I will not go into them in great detail. The remainder are issues 
that affect either individuals or the state or the nation as a whole. 

The first of the four local issues is the progress of the Pyrton site at Eden Hill in the Bassendean electorate. I 
have had some recent media coverage in the Eastern Suburbs Reporter, and I am quite disturbed at the lack of 
progress that has been made since we lost government. It has been two and a half years and basically nothing has 
moved. In my term in government as the member for Bassendean, we made rapid progress on the demolition of 
the buildings on that site and the relocation of Technology Assisting Disability Western Australia to another site 
on Collier Road in Bassendean. We had developed plans that built upon the original draft structure plan that was 
in place when I was first elected in 2005. We had developed those plans to the point at which we were not far off 
implementing them. It is disappointing that little progress has been made on that issue since we were in 
government. I have been in correspondence with the relevant ministers in recent months, and I have given them a 
prod and will continue to prod them as hard as I need to to get more progress on that issue. 

Similarly, the Ashfield precinct plan came out of the Midland–Guildford transit-oriented design program, which 
was a great initiative of the former government and was led by the former member for Armadale, as the then 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure. It was co-chaired by me and Judy Edwards, the former member for 
Maylands. Again, I am disappointed to have been removed from that process, and it is disappointing that little 
progress has been made on that plan. It seems that in the past two and a half years virtually nothing has happened 
with all the issues that I am raising. In fact, there seems to be even less clarity from government than there was 
two and a half years ago about when and where these programs will be progressed. 

I have pushed very hard for the principal shared path for the cycle network addition from Tonkin Highway to 
Bassendean, as have many in the cycling community in my electorate and further out towards Midland. That 
commuter network needs to be developed with haste. It is disappointing that the latest correspondence I have had 
from the relevant ministers indicates that we will not get any work on that project done until, at best, September 
or October this year, even though they had indicated that the project would commence in the 2010–11 financial 
year. Again, they are dragging their feet and, again, that is disappointing. 

Another issue that has attracted a bit of local media recently is Hampton Senior High School. Hampton high 
school is a good school. It benefited from the addition of a state-of-the-art information and communications 
technology centre during our time in government. But it is fair to say that some of the other facilities at Hampton 
high school are, sadly, lagging behind the sorts of standards we expect in government high schools in the twenty-
first century. Fortunately, due to the intervention of the federal government, it got new science facilities. The 
Minister for Education certainly dragged her feet on that matter. If not for the intervention of the federal 
government, we would not have had progress in that area. Unfortunately, the inadequate gym and performing 
arts facilities remain. The plan that various principals at Hampton Senior High School had been working on at 
length involved selling some excess land. A soccer oval that is not used by the high school was going to be sold 
off, with the proceeds being used to build new facilities such as a gymnasium and a performing arts centre. That 
plan had been progressed. The understanding was that the land use change would be incorporated into an 
omnibus amendment that would be brought into this Parliament so that that land sale could go ahead. We 
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understood it was all systems go, and that was confirmed in writing by the Minister for Education after I wrote to 
her. It was somewhat disappointing to get completely conflicting advice from the new minister, Minister 
Buswell. It is difficult to keep track of his ministerial career. In his new capacity he gave us advice late last year 
that that land sale would not be going ahead. I then raised the issue with the Minister for Education, who 
confirmed that the land sale was not going ahead, although the provision of those new facilities was nonetheless 
a priority but there was no mechanism for delivering upon that priority. The process that had been running 
along—that is, the land sale—was knocked on the head. It seemed that the Minister for Education was 
completely unaware of this and has completely failed to develop alternative strategies to make those facilities a 
reality. I pushed hard for those facilities. I believe that the Minister for Education is visiting Hampton Senior 
High School shortly. I hope she is visiting with good news because, if she is not, I assure her that Hampton 
Senior High School community will be even angrier with her than it is at the moment.  

They are the four issues I want to discuss briefly. I have discussed them at length. I want to move onto some 
more general issues that affect people outside my electorate. The first issue I want to discuss relates to Claire 
Murray. On 1 April 2010, Claire Murray tragically passed away after complications with her second liver 
transplant. Fortunately, she was surrounded by her family in Singapore when she passed away. I advocated, as 
did the member for North West, for support for Claire Murray. The loan that was provided by the government so 
that the Murray family could pay for Claire’s operation in Singapore was welcome at the time. Obviously, no-
one was too concerned about the financial implications at the time because we were trying to do what we could 
to save a life. Unfortunately, it all went wrong. It was a chance that needed to be taken but, unfortunately, it did 
not end happily and Claire tragically passed away. Claire’s family has been left with a significant financial 
burden. They have been left not only to deal with the tragic loss of their daughter, but also with the responsibility 
of helping to bring up the young children that Claire left behind with the children’s father.  

The Murray family has the added financial burden of trying to find a substantial amount of money—about 
$250 000—to pay the interest-free loan. I take this opportunity to call on the government to wipe that loan and to 
turn that loan into a grant. I am doing so in the full knowledge that some very ugly commentary was made by 
members of the public when Claire Murray’s predicament was made public. As a Western Australian, I found 
some of those comments hideous and embarrassing. I was extraordinarily disappointed with the reaction of some 
members of the public to Claire Murray’s plight. What seemed to be lost in the whole thing was that Claire 
became addicted to amphetamines because she was put on a very high dose of amphetamines by a quack—a 
paediatrician—at the age of 12 years. She was put on 40 milligrams of amphetamines a day by a quack and had 
no opportunity to make that choice. For reasons that she had no control over as a very young girl, she was put on 
a high dose of dexamphetamine and went on to become, as we would predict with those sorts of doses, addicted 
to amphetamines; and from there it spiralled out towards heroin use and tragically the events that eventually took 
her life. Claire was in every sense the victim of bad medical practice. She was the victim of inadequate checks 
being in place to monitor the prescription of these sorts of drugs, which was a government responsibility. While I 
am not suggesting that the Murray family should be suing the state government for compensation, the fitting 
question should be: who pays the bill for her tragic loss? Again, I call on the state government to wipe that debt. 
That would be the only decent and humane thing to do.  

If any good was to come out of that personal tragedy, it would be my increased interest in organ donation. I am 
encouraged by the recent announcements relating to the work that I have been doing with the Minister for 
Health, who has been getting together a paper to be circulated to members of Parliament that will discuss the 
various mechanisms of organ donation. I am fairly open-minded on whether the final proposal that is agreed 
upon is an opt-out system or some other system such as a compulsory question on licence renewals that asks 
people whether they wish to be an organ donor. I would prefer an opt-out system, although I realise that in the 
end the only system that will prevail is a system that enjoys the support of a majority of members of both houses 
of Parliament. If the compromise needs to be something that is slightly less effective—something along the lines 
of a compulsory question on licence registrations—I am open to that and supportive of that. I am keen to see that 
issue progress. 

Another issue that came out of an interaction with a lady who lives in Perth relates to concerns that she has about 
the operation of the State Administrative Tribunal, and the issue of guardianship and the mental capacity of 
adults. This is a growing issue with the increasing prevalence of Alzheimer’s disease and the ageing population. 
She was particularly concerned about the vulnerability of some people to possible exploitation of the system. She 
was not critical of the operation of SAT itself but, rather, the expert advice upon which SAT relies. I recently 
outlined these concerns in a letter to the Attorney General, which stated — 

She asserts that anyone can propose that someone be declared incapable of making decisions and in 
reality need only keep searching for the “expert” of their choice until they get the desired outcome. 

In other words, she was arguing that any adult—I have had this confirmed by people at SAT—can apply to have 
someone determined to be mentally incompetent and have the opportunity to choose the expert advisers, the 
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doctors, who will provide the advice to SAT. Having had discussions with SAT, more robust processes than that 
sit above it. The SAT tribunal goes through some fairly robust processes. Nonetheless, there is enough there for 
us to be concerned about, especially this idea that the applicant can choose the expert who provides the evidence 
which SAT considers in determining whether someone is mentally capable. The situation that was outlined to me 
was one of which she had some personal experience. I will not mention her name, as it may be embarrassing to 
her. She had personal experience of relatives seeking to have her partner found to be mentally incapable and to 
take control of her partner’s assets. She believed it was being done as a mechanism for gaining financial control 
of her partner’s assets. That is something that we need to be concerned about. We need to have a look at the 
process of initiating an action. Sure, people should be able to initiate an action and voice concerns about the 
mental competence of a loved one, but they should not have the capacity to choose the experts to provide the 
information to the State Administrative Tribunal. That is an issue, therefore, that needs review in some further 
detail. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr M.P. WHITELY: Another issue I intend to pursue, although I have probably said everything I need to say 
about it, is that of the internal operations of political parties and the way in which they preselect candidates. On 
13 November 2008, I outlined the case for the Western Australian Electoral Commission’s involvement in 
conducting preselections for major political parties. I outlined issues around the operation of preselections, both 
within my own party and within the party of the government. I particularly outlined some of the activities of Hon 
Peter Collier. It is quite obvious that political parties have demonstrated in those activities that on occasions they 
cannot be trusted to follow their own rules and that we need an independent set of eyes to oversee those selection 
processes. 

It is interesting to note an article written by Paul Murray, published in The West Australian on 20 November 
2008 titled “Balance of power breath of fresh air”. It was about the new parliamentary committee structure 
whereby the opposition gets to chair a couple of committees. The member for Kalgoorlie, John Bowler, gave me 
some credit for instigating the discussions around that change. Paul Murray picked up on my idea of having 
WAEC oversee preselections. He wrote — 

It will be interesting to see if Mr Whitely gets such support for another initiative he is pursuing — a 
plan to have the WA Electoral Commission take over political party pre-selection ballots. 

He quoted me as saying — 

“Frankly, if it is good enough to ask the union movement and student guilds to have their operations 
overseen by the WAEC, I cannot see why it should not equally apply to political parties,” … 

Murray goes on — 

Both sides of politics have a sorry history of rorting pre-selections, allowing cronyism and corruption to 
put duds in Parliament. 

Let’s hope we don’t have to wait another 16 years for that blight on our political system to be fixed. 

Two years have passed and I am not confident that in the following 14 years we will see change. Nonetheless, to 
the extent that I can influence it, I think it is time we had a look at the blight on our political process that sees 
political parties sometimes subvert their own internal electoral integrity. 

One of the other issues that has got me into some difficulties over time is my desire for reform of my own 
political party; that is, a push for reform of the Labor Party, broadly under the banner of the “Labor Reform 
Forum”. I wrote a piece titled “Too much power in the hands of too few”, which was published on 15 January 
2011. Some people described writing such a piece as brave; others described it as suicidal! Nonetheless, I raise 
this issue now, not because I want to add anything to what I said then, as I stand by everything I said then and it 
is consistent with everything I have said before, but because there have been recent media reports around the 
federal Labor electoral review after the near disaster of the last federal election. Some measures that were 
recommended by the people who were conducting that review—Bracks, Carr and Faulkner—make my changes 
look completely minimalist. One change I would like to make is to disperse power among the existing structures 
a little more evenly. Bracks, Carr and Faulkner were talking about primary involvement of Labor Party 
supporters, not even members, in determining preselections. It was interesting to see Mark Butler, the federal 
Minister for Mental Health and Ageing, who is a factional heavy hitter from the missos in South Australia, argue 
for much, much broader reform than I had argued for previously. It is therefore somewhat ironic that I—
considerably further down the Labor Party food chain—have suggested much more tame reform. I was quite 
encouraged to hear about the sort of reform supported by the three Labor Party members I mentioned, although I 
would not say that my position is nearly as radical as theirs. Indeed, I would take some convincing to come over 
to their position. Nonetheless, it is good to see the reform being put on the agenda at a much higher level. 
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Another issue I want to discuss briefly comes out of the neglect and family dysfunction that I see, unfortunately, 
far too often in my electorate. I have floated an idea on numerous occasions. I started to float it just before we 
lost government and I have continued to float it in opposition. It is the idea that we need a third way of dealing 
with extremely dysfunctional families. Currently there are two options. One option for children in a 
dysfunctional environment of severe neglect is to separate the children from the parents. The parents in 
particular, but also the children, then suffer all the intergenerational loss, heartbreak and hopelessness that come 
from that separation. The other option is to leave children in dysfunctional circumstances, offer some sort of 
minimal intervention and hope for the best. I would like to see a third option; that is, a controlled environment 
where families can live and get support. The families I am talking about usually involve a mum and kids. 
Sometimes there is a male figure involved and sometimes he is functional, but more often than not he is not. 
Nonetheless, if they are on the scene and they are functional, they should be in a supported accommodation 
environment. That environment could be a normal house in the suburbs, but with someone with responsibility, 
care and authority living very close by, perhaps next door, so that they can supervise the comings and goings and 
ensure the children are raised in a safe environment. I am talking about this third last-resort option, not as the 
usual option or the first option. I am talking about it as an alternative option to the option of splitting up families. 
Surely it would be better to keep a mother and her kids together in a highly supported environment and give the 
mother a chance to be mentored. Often these mothers are the victims of intergenerational abuse and dysfunction 
and do not have the capacity to drag themselves out of that environment. Perhaps mentoring, support and 
normalcy for the kids would help the family learn a new way to live. When I say “normalcy”, I mean normalcy 
in attending school, normalcy in having a proper diet and normalcy in engaging in community activities such as 
sport. 

These are all issues that I wish to pursue. I have not forgotten my favourite issue, which has actually broadened 
out somewhat. I am becoming more and more interested in the whole issue of the medicalisation of behaviour—
certainly the medicalisation of childhood behaviour. There are a couple of specific issues coming out of that 
medicalisation that relate directly to attention deficit hyperactivity disorder, and some of which do not. I will 
briefly catalogue them. The first is the two new ADHD clinics—for want of a better term—that have been set 
up; one in Joondalup and one in Murdoch. I said at the time of advocating for those clinics that we needed to be 
concerned about their control being in the hands of the right people. I think we are about halfway there. I have 
some real concerns about the operation of those clinics. I am particularly concerned about the referral pathway; 
that is, I am concerned at the fact that kids cannot be referred to those clinics unless they are under the control of 
an authorised prescriber. In other words, they have to be prescribed medication or be under the control of an 
authorised prescriber to attend the clinics. This is completely wrong. Some of the gatekeepers of these clinics are 
in fact people who created the very problem that triggered desire for these clinics. Therefore, I have real 
concerns and I will quiz the new Minister for Mental Health about the operation of these clinics. I also have 
some concerns about the fact that the two clinics actually fall under different direct lines of control; there is one 
in the northern mental health service and one in the south, for want of a better description, rather than having a 
common area of control. There is potential for, and some evidence of, getting different medical practice in the 
north from what people get in the south, so I have concerns about that and it is an issue that I will pursue. 

I will also pursue the draft national ADHD guidelines, which is something I have consistently pursued in both 
this Parliament and the media. There is a need to abolish those guidelines because they are corrupted by undue 
commercial influence, which has received a lot of public media. The national ADHD guidelines need to be 
redeveloped and put in the hands of mental health professionals, primarily psychiatrists, who have absolutely no 
connections to the pharmaceutical industry so that we can be confident that the only agenda they have is the 
welfare of children. That is the second issue about the medicalisation of childhood behaviour that I want to 
address.  

The third issue I want to address is about children in care. In New South Wales and Queensland the question has 
been asked: what is the proportion of the use of psychotropic drugs—not only ADHD drugs, but also drugs for 
bipolar disorder, depression, anxiety—for children in the care of the state? Those two states found that the rates 
of prescribing to children in care are much, much, much higher—by many multiples—than prescribing to 
children in the community. Many concerns have been expressed about the use of these drugs as a chemical 
straitjacket. I have strong anecdotal evidence to believe that exactly the same thing is happening in Western 
Australia, yet every time I have gone to ask the relevant ministers and even the Premier what the proportion of 
children in care on these drugs is, they say that they have the raw data but it would take too much effort to 
collate it. Frankly, that is not good enough and to me it smacks of the government not wanting to ask the 
question because when it gets the answer, it will have to do something about it. That is not good enough and it is 
something I intend to pursue with incredible vigour. 

The next issue I intend to pursue is the issue of the ADHD drug Strattera. It remains on the pharmaceutical 
benefits scheme, there is a trail of misery associated with this drug, numerous children have expressed suicidal 
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ideation as a result of being on this drug, and, frankly, it does a lot more harm than good. We need to stop 
spending money on interventions that actually harm kids. 

Another issue I will watch with some interest is the inclusion of psychosis risk syndrome in the DSM-V, which 
is the next version of the American Psychiatric Association’s Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental 
Disorders. That is a hot issue within psychiatry and one of the major players in that issue is actually Australia’s 
own Patrick McGorry, who is one of the proponents of the inclusion of that condition in the next edition of the 
DSM-V. It is fair to say that he does not enjoy the support of his long-time colleague Dr Alison Yung who has 
wondered whether in fact the desire to put it in the DSM-V was driven by the desire to sell more 
pharmaceuticals. That is an issue that I will watch closely. 

Just before I finish, the last issue I will watch closely is the future of the Raine ADHD medication study. It is a 
groundbreaking long-term study into the effects of stimulants on children. It was conducted on children at age 
14 years and we now have access to another six years of data. There is a paucity of long-term research on the 
effect of these drugs. This is a rich data source; we need to exploit it to full capacity and we also need to ensure 
that the people doing the research are motivated by the right things and do not start with pre-existing notions of 
the findings they want. We need to have confidence in the integrity of that process. 

MR J.N. HYDE (Perth) [4.04 pm]: I will begin my contribution to the Premier’s Statement by addressing the 
issue of the still unroofed Guildford Hotel. It is more than two and a half years since it was damaged by fire. We 
have had statements from the Minister for Heritage that he thinks it should be roofed and that it is a terrible 
situation, but the minister continues to do nothing and we have no solution for this very important heritage icon 
in Western Australia that is decaying and being damaged by the weather and the elements. 

I want to bring this matter up in the context of Western Australia’s lack of an engineering disputes or regulatory 
committee and the need for one. This issue was raised in this Parliament 11 years ago by Alannah MacTiernan 
on 17 October 2000. I will quote from some sections of her speech because the problems that she identified are 
very, very relevant to the Guildford Hotel situation. The member stated that people — 

… are intimidated by the process and, in many instances, by a raft of engineering and surveying advice 
that might be sought by the building companies. I also note that one engineer—I will name this person 
because he is legendary within the industry and I have grave concerns about the impartiality of the 
evidence he provides before the board—by the name of Gervase Purich from Structerre Consulting 
Engineers, is nominated as the engineer of choice by virtually all of the building companies because he 
invariably finds that there is no problem with the home. That is extraordinary evidence given the 
evidence that may be elicited by the other side, and indeed in the cases that I have dealt with, by the 
engineers engaged by the Building Disputes Committee. 

The former member for Armadale went on to discuss our need for the equivalent of an engineers’ practice board 
for the engineering sector. At the moment, the only body that is able to apply any professional standards is the 
Institute of Engineers Australia, which is a voluntary organisation. To draw a comparison, it would be just as 
inappropriate if the Law Society, as a voluntary group that looks after the welfare of lawyers, were the only body 
empowered to take action and to have the ability to remove the status of lawyers. The then member for Armadale 
noted — 

We do not allow that to happen in the legal profession, we do not allow it to happen in the medical 
profession, but we are allowing it to happen to the engineering profession. 

There seems to be no practical way to make a complaint about the conduct of an engineer and have that engineer 
struck off in the same way that might happen to a lawyer or a doctor.  

The context of raising this issue is that in the raft of professional advice from other engineers and from heritage 
experts, many with experience around the world who have said at the very least that the damaged Guildford 
Hotel needs to be roofed, the owners and others put up an engineering report as the sole justification that the 
Guildford Hotel should not be roofed. That report happens to be from the very same person and company, 
Structerre, that the then member for Armadale referred to in 2000. I quote the final comment of advice from 
Structerre and Mr Purich as managing director, which states — 

It is therefore our current position that the exposure of the Guildford Hotel interior to the elements has 
not caused any significant or determinable deterioration of the building fabric, and is unlikely to cause 
such damage prior to reconstruction works commencing. 

For more than two and a half years we have been waiting for any sort of work to commence. I understand that an 
insurance payout has been made, so there is some money available. This is becoming a deplorable situation and 
the government needs to act. The Minister for Heritage cannot simply say that he is unable to act. We showed 
good spirit passing in the space of 23 minutes in November last year the first piece of heritage legislation in this 
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chamber because there is goodwill on both sides. There remains goodwill regarding heritage and if the minister 
is proactive enough, we can help make the legislative changes to ensure that what needs to be done to protect 
state heritage-listed buildings can occur.  

I refer now to what I believe is one of the most important issues in Western Australia that very few people seem 
to care about. Hardly anyone noticed that late last week a magistrate reported that a child had been held in Hakea 
Prison—an adult prison—for more than a year. No-one seemed to care. When I raised this matter in the house 
last November, the then Minister for Corrective Services said that I was a nincompoop and did not know what I 
was talking about. I was quoting at that time from the sixty-third report of the Office of the Inspector of 
Custodial Services in which the inspector stated that the treatment of Indonesian prisoners in our prisons, 
specifically at Hakea Prison, was a human rights issue. The magistrate found that a 16-year-old Indonesian child 
had been kept in an adult prison in Western Australia for more than a year. If that had been a Caucasian child 
from Cottesloe, he would not have been kept in an adult jail for a weekend, let alone a year. Up to 20 Indonesian 
children may still be locked up in Western Australia’s adult prisons. The Barnett government does not care about 
Indonesian children and the people smugglers do not care about forcing Indonesian children to crew their boats. I 
raised this issue extensively with the then Minister for Corrective Services and he absolutely ridiculed the 
concept. The Inspector of Custodial Services very publicly reported that Indonesians are being coerced into 
working in the laundry. 

I refer to some questions on notice that I have put to the various corrective services ministers. I raise this issue in 
the context of the supplementary information the current Minister for Corrective Services provided yesterday at 
the end of question time when he said — 

Pursuant to standing order 82A, I provide an answer to question without notice 4399 asked by the 
member for Perth on 24 November 2010. There was an error in the earlier provided response and I 
therefore seek leave to have the correct answer tabled. 

The correct answer was tabled and is now available. It is only when one reads the document that one realises the 
level of deceit in the original answer, although I am sure it was unintentional. My original question on notice to 
the minister was — 

In relation to the Report No. 63, Office of the Inspector of Custodial Services, tabled in State 
Parliament on 15 June 2010 … 

 (a) will the Minister table all the Independent Official Visitors Reports and 
correspondence relating to Indonesian prisoners since he became Minister … 

The minister replied — 

(a) No 

(i) No Independent Official Visitors Reports have been produced since the Minister 
became the Minister for Corrective Services … 

In yesterday’s amended answer, which was not read out, so no-one is any the wiser unless they go through the 
bowels of the building to find out, the minister said that he had received an official visitors report but that he 
would not show it to us. In days gone by that would have been a sackable offence for a minister. This 
government does not seem to have any standards. Ministers continually say that they have made a mistake in an 
answer that has been tabled. It might be understandable if it was a question that was posted at 10.00 am and the 
answer was given at noon, but that question was lodged in November. The minister had all summer to prepare 
the answer, yet it was wrong. The correct answer, which reveals the true situation, was almost anonymously 
tabled. We are in an era of deceit. This seems to be a continuing pattern from the Liberal Party. It shows a lack 
of concern for Indonesians and anyone associated with boat people. Why have the Premier and the Minister for 
Citizenship and Multicultural Interests not been decrying the comments Cory Bernardi made against Muslim 
Australians? Why have the Premier and the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests not been 
supporting Julie Bishop and the other brave Liberals who have said that multiculturalism is part of our lifestyle 
and who also said that the shadow Minister for Immigration and Citizenship, Scott Morrison, and Tony Abbot 
got it wrong for wanting to cut $500 million from a program to educate Indonesian children? Even the most 
ignorant person on geopolitics would realise that it is only by investing in education and broadening the 
knowledge of Indonesian children that we can help at-risk people to make informed decisions and not be tempted 
to go near religious fanatics and people who advocate terrorism or who are a security threat to our borders. Julie 
Bishop seems to be the only Western Australian Liberal who is brave enough to stand up for the rights of 
multicultural Western Australia. I am disgusted that the government has not been brave enough to do it. 

Indonesian prisoners are the biggest cohort of culturally and linguistically different prisoners in our prison 
system. Other people and I have raised with this government the issue of the 20 Indonesian children, at least, 
who are in our prisons. The children are victims. It is very easy to just lock them up and let the court process deal 
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with it. The children come from poor villages in East Java and elsewhere and are tricked into becoming crew 
members on the boats. Someone down the line, whom we know, is exploiting not only the refugees, but also the 
Indonesian crew. When they get here and are detained, it is the workers who again get it in the neck. It is 
unfathomable to me that a minister who was presented with even a skerrick of evidence that a child was being 
locked up in an adult prison would not act. The report by the Inspector of Custodial Services contains a raft of 
other recommendations. I again refer members to a question on notice I asked in an effort to drill down on these 
issues and the incorrect answers I got back from the minister. Many people in Western Australia have access to 
prisoners, including official visitors. I am still trying to seek the official responses they have given to the 
minister. In question on notice 4396, I asked the minister what he would do about the recommendations in the 
report, which was tabled in June 2010 and which was given to the minister well before it was tabled. The 
inspector makes a raft of recommendations regarding language, food, religion and other culturally appropriate 
human rights issues. The minister notes at the end of his answer to question on notice 4396 that the government 
was developing a comprehensive statewide policy on the management of all foreign national prisoners and that 
the policy was due for completion in July 2011. Some 13 months after he was alerted to a human rights issue, the 
minister was going to wait until a report was published. After 13 months, the problems are continuing. I told 
someone who visits some of the prisoners and is familiar with the situation about the raft of answers I received 
from the minister. Sadly, that person said that the answers are, at best, inaccurate and that it further emphasises 
the point that rather than honestly addressing important and legitimate concerns, the government prefers to 
pretend they do not exist. This is after the minister in this house has said, in answer to a parliamentary question, 
that there have been no reports from independent prison visitors since he became minister in early December. 
This person then goes on to make a number of pertinent points. He says that IPVs are visiting every month and 
they are reporting every month. He asks: where is the halal meat supply that the minister refers to as being 
supplied? He says that to infer that Muslim Imams are available each Friday on prayer day is a total fantasy. He 
says that to say that copies of the Koran are being supplied by the department is also a fantasy; they are being 
supplied externally due to a lack of supply by the department. He says that prayer mats are being sold to the 
inmates. The former Minister for Corrective Services called me a nincompoop and was thinking that he was 
being religiously inclusive because he was able to sell prayer mats to prisoners. As we have discovered, 
Indonesian children who are locked up in prison are not getting the correct minimum wage that prisoners who 
work in the laundry are supposed to get. 

[Member’s time extended.]  

Mr J.N. HYDE: While I am on the issue of the prison laundry, the minister has said that there is not a problem 
with accommodation. That is absolute rubbish. This is a real problem. I am staggered that this government does 
not care enough to ensure that children are no longer being locked up in our adult prisons. 

I move now to the English as a second language and English as a second dialect programs. This issue has been 
raised by some of my constituents—the Cresswells. This issue did go to the Ombudsman, and the Ombudsman 
gave a very legalistic ruling, as is his right. But, unfortunately, the Minister for Education has not addressed the 
key issue. The issue is that at Rostrata Primary School, English-competent Caucasian children were exempted 
from having to take the English test, but English-competent non-Caucasian children were made to take the test. 
This test relates to the amount of commonwealth ESL funding that is provided under the National Education 
Agreement for Western Australian Schools. Again, I have been dismayed at the response by ministers on 
multicultural issues such as these. 

I turn now to an issue that I have been campaigning on for many years in this place. That is the irony of what I 
believe is the great Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting hoax. We need to look at what are the 
benefits to Perth and Western Australia of being involved in the commonwealth. The reality is that there are very 
few benefits. I believe that the most important issue between Western Australia and Great Britain is the 
disgraceful and prejudicial way in which UK retirees in Western Australia are treated by the British government. 
People from Great Britain who live in the European Union benefit from mutual social security agreements. 
Reciprocal arrangements are also in place in the United States. In Australia, there are 250 000 retired UK 
pensioners, and we are great mates—we are all in the commonwealth; we are supposed to be closely aligned. But 
what happens here? Pensioners from the UK who landed in this country 30 years ago, when the pension was $23 
a week, have been languishing on the same pension level since the day they arrived. However, UK pensioners 
who have moved to Ibiza or Sitges, or somewhere else in Spain, are on an indexed pension that is raised every 
year in line with the consumer price index. So, despite the fact that we are members of the commonwealth, it is 
the de facto importance of Britain’s European Union membership, and its close trade links with the United 
States, that matters most. That means that British retirees who live in Europe and in the United States receive a 
pension that is increased annually in line with the cost of living, but British retirees who live in Rockingham 
suffer. The Declaration of Commonwealth Principles, which was issued at CHOGM in Singapore in 1971 and 
confirmed at CHOGM in Harare in 1991, and which requires all the commonwealth nations “to use all our 
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efforts to foster human equality and dignity everywhere”, is nothing but a useful motherhood statement, as 
British retiree groups in Australia, and individual British pensioners in Australia, continue to battle for justice. 

I will now address some arts issues. I acknowledge the importance of the local content campaign that is being 
run at the moment for major mining and infrastructure projects. But I want to talk about some of our other 
developments. If we are looking at a new museum being built in Western Australia, an Indigenous cultural centre 
eventually being built in Western Australia, and a new building being built in Kings Park for CHOGM, I would 
think that local content is really important. I would think that if we want to send a message to visitors to Western 
Australia about how proud we are of our craftspeople and our beautiful timbers, and how proud we are of the 
beautiful craftsmanship that goes into our furniture and other fittings, we would be demanding that local content 
provisions be put into all the tenders and contracts we put out. Many of our major arts venues are showcases for 
this state, and they are often the lasting impression that tourists and business visitors have of our state. It is just 
tokenism if we put in the foyer of a building a painting from a local artist, but we ignore Western Australian 
craftspeople by putting in fittings and furniture that have come from interstate or overseas. Western Australia has 
great timbers craftspeople and designers, and their skills should be on display in all our major venues.  

I mention again the Perth waterfront project. The big attractor of that project will be the Indigenous cultural 
centre. The government should have committed to that centre with real funding, real planning and real vision, as 
the attractor for the area. Instead, there is no funding for that centre. The private sector, and others, will be 
expected to buy real estate in that project, because the big attractor is coming, yet all we have from this 
government is a second-term agenda promise that there will be a commitment to that centre. That is bad policy—
on two levels. It is bad policy, firstly, in terms of cultural space and place development; and, secondly, because it 
is a huge insult to the Indigenous community in this state. The Indigenous community in this state has made an 
amazing cultural contribution, and that should be on display. Every time tourists come to this state, they want to 
engage with Indigenous culture. In Perth they want to engage with Nyoongah culture. But we have not provided 
the infrastructure and the assistance to enable that to happen to a sufficient level.  

The electorate of Perth is a much better place today than it was 10 years ago. There have been some tremendous 
developments and some tremendous advances in the electorate of Perth.  

Mr J.E. McGrath: Don’t tell Di Warnock that! 

Mr J.N. HYDE: Unfortunately my predecessor was in opposition; and, as I now realise, in opposition one is not 
able to have the same effect as one can in government. 

Day after day I grit my teeth in this place, such as I did today when we voted on the Juries Legislation 
Amendment Bill. It is a great piece of reform. Of course, it was initiated when I was parliamentary secretary to 
the former Attorney General, but it is the folks opposite who get to initiate that reform. It is important that we 
have the opportunity to bring grievances to this house and that our responses to the Premier’s Statement have 
evolved into a situation to address. I believe the issues of multiculturalism, the Guildford Hotel, the Indigenous 
cultural centre, and local content in arts infrastructure are very important issues for this state.  

MR B.S. WYATT (Victoria Park) [4.30 pm]: I rise to make some comments on the Premier’s Statement. I 
intend to make a diverse range of comments, primarily focused on my electorate, and I want to reflect on my 
new portfolio area, that of education. I will commence my short commentary today by simply saying to the 
Premier that it is time to stop dithering—it is time to make a decision on the stadium. It is time to make the 
correct decision on the stadium, which the member for South Perth has been advocating quite strongly from my 
neighbouring electorate.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Where would the member like it?  

Mr B.S. WYATT: My colleague the member for South Perth has been wandering across into my patch talking 
about things that should be built in my electorate, and I agree wholeheartedly with him. I think the stadium needs 
to be built at Burswood, as I know the member for South Perth does. I note there has been some public 
conversation of late about Belmont. I am not so sure how the Premier got to Belmont. I have done a bit of 
wandering around out there over my years, living where I live, and perhaps sometimes inappropriately 
wandering around out there. I dare say it would be very difficult to build a stadium at Belmont. That is based on 
a lawyer’s perspective, not an engineer’s perspective. I dare say the turf club will have some difficulty 
constructing what it wants to construct there. The member for South Perth would have more of an idea—he is 
friendlier with the turf club than I am! 

Mr C.J. Barnett: It would not be difficult to build; the transport is more difficult to the racecourse side. The 
building is the same.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Say that again. 
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Mr C.J. Barnett: Building on Burswood or Belmont racecourse is comparable. The issue with the racecourse is 
that transport access is more difficult.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I think the Burswood–Belmont transport issue overall is probably, in the scheme of a 
$1 billion construction, an insignificant part of the expense. The old photos of where land was, where water was 
and where infill has gone show that Belmont is perhaps more vulnerable to be removed. Burswood is an ideal 
location because it is already owned by the government. It does not require a huge expenditure from the 
government to acquire the land, as Belmont would require; and it also allows a number of other things. I dare say 
that the government could then tidy up the state agreement act issue concerning the Burswood Dome and the 
various land disputes between the City of South Perth and the Town of Victoria Park about where those benefits 
vest. There is also the fact that we have a large investor at the Burswood Entertainment Complex who is able, 
and, I dare say, willing to be involved in what a stadium will bring to that area. I do not see the role of Mr Packer 
as contributing as such to a stadium, but I am sure he would be willing, if approached, to contribute to the 
activation of the river that a stadium will bring. We will get a large frontage of Swan River with cafes, 
restaurants and public open space that perhaps will be more attractive to people to come on down. That will be 
activated regardless of whether a game is being played or whether the stadium is being utilised. Certainly on 
game days or nights, we will get the use of public transport or privately run ferry transport to and from the 
stadium. It will give Perth another avenue to access that stadium. I think the time has come. We have a local 
government authority that is very supportive to have the stadium located in its jurisdiction. The City of Subiaco 
over time has grown somewhat arrogant with the fact that Subiaco Oval—Paterson’s Stadium, or whatever it is 
called—is located in its principality. It is time there was an element of local government authority competition 
over where that should go. I think Subiaco now is too constraining for what a stadium can bring to an area 
simply because —  

Mr C.J. Barnett: You disagree with the Labor Party position on this?  

Mr B.S. WYATT: On what?  

Mr C.J. Barnett: A Labor Party spokesperson has come out and supported Kitchener Park, Subiaco.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: No; if the Premier reads carefully, our spokesperson is concerned about the likely extra costs 
at Burswood.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: No; he came out quite clearly and said the Labor Party supports Kitchener Park.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: I am telling the Premier now that my view is it should be at Burswood. I have made that 
clear, Premier. The Premier will be pleased to know I also disagreed with the Premier of the day, 
Alan Carpenter, on this issue. It was on the front page of The West Australian when I disagreed with former 
Premier Alan Carpenter about where it should be. Members may recall the sketch on the front page. I know the 
member for South Perth does.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: Another example of your rebellious streak!  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Burswood is a much better location for a new stadium because it brings the benefits of a new 
stadium that can no longer be accommodated in land-constrained Subiaco.  

I would like to make some comments about three people in my electorate of Victoria Park who received 
Australia Day awards. I will not be rattling off the names the way the Acting Speaker (Mr P.B. Watson) rattles 
them off, but I need to mention a number of constituents. Dr Lindsay Hunter received an individual Australian of 
the Year award from the Town of Victoria Park. I do not want to read out everything about why Dr Hunter 
received this award, but Dr Hunter has given 13 years’ service as a historian to the Town of Victoria Park. 
Dr Hunter’s award notes state that he is a highly credentialed academic. He was an inaugural member of the 
Town of Victoria Park’s local history advisory committee from 1998. His knowledge, advice and general input 
contributed greatly to the success of the many projects he was involved in. Some of his important achievements 
included research, and creating not one, but two editions of the town’s time line which detailed the development 
of the town from its very beginnings, and the creation of the Heritage Circle at G.O. Edwards Park, which he 
named. It has become a cultural learning experience for both local and international visitors. Dr Hunter provided 
comprehensive support to the tram trail project which has raised the significance that the former tram service 
played in the development of the Victoria Park community. He also ran two special workshops for local history 
award participants to enable them to create better written and researched entries. It is worth noting that 
Dr Hunter also made an outstanding donation by way of his doctoral thesis on the study of dwellings in the 
greater Perth metropolitan region to the town’s local history collection, which obviously is of a huge benefit to 
researchers and the community.  

The town also gives out an award to an organisation. The group that won the 2011 Australia Day award from the 
Town of Victoria Park was the Victoria Park Seventh-day Adventist Church. That was because of its work with 
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Manna Industries. I am sure some members know Bev Lowe in particular. Manna Industries has done an 
incredible amount of work with the homeless not just in my electorate but in electorates far and wide in Perth, 
over the past 15 years. One of the reasons that the group got this award was that it works on an entirely voluntary 
basis to support the efforts of two special people, preparing 50 000 meals a year for homeless and disadvantaged 
people in Perth. Bev Lowe and Pastor Reyes did all that work not only for the people of Victoria Park, but also 
for people all over Western Australia. 

I would now like to turn my attention to a very different group—namely, the National Servicemen’s Association. 
This year the nashos are celebrating the sixtieth anniversary of the commencement of national service in 
Australia, and they had a very moving ceremony up at Kings Park last week that I was able to attend and speak 
at. I was fortunate enough, last year, to go to Canberra to attend the dedication of the national servicemen’s 
memorial at the Australian War Memorial. As one looks at the war memorial, off to the right—it is outside—
there is now a lovely memorial to the nashos and those 212 national servicemen who died mainly, of course, in 
Vietnam. The nashos will always be linked mainly with Vietnam, but of course they saw active service in a 
number of different areas, from Borneo to Malay to Korea.  

Mr P. Papalia: It’s a fitting memorial that is long overdue.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: It is very fitting, and it is long overdue. 

Literally thousands and thousands of national servicemen and their families attended that day in Canberra that I 
was fortunate to be a part of; I was invited over there by Frank Cox and others within the National Servicemen’s 
Association of Western Australia, including Trevor Freestone. Everybody who attended the dedication of the 
memorial was given a book that contains a small biography of every nasho who was killed, 22 of whom were 
from Western Australia. In looking at where those young Western Australians were from, we see that a large 
percentage of them were from regional Western Australia. A large number of them were from Albany—which, 
no doubt, would interest Mr Acting Speaker (Mr P.B. Watson)—simply because in those days, of course, there 
was a significantly higher population in regional Western Australia than there is today. The history of national 
service in Australia is controversial; however, it has been a part of Australia and the Australian Defence Force 
since the early 1900s. It was only in 1972—just prior to my birth—that national service came to an end. I wanted 
to acknowledge that today, because those men who got unlucky, if members like, in the birthday ballot and 
ended up going to war certainly are very much worth acknowledging and celebrating in this year of it being 
60 years since the commencement of national service in Australia for the second time. 

I was fortunate to be given the education portfolio as my area of responsibility—I recently received that 
responsibility!—and it is an area I am thoroughly enjoying, I must admit. It is, without doubt, a large area, and it 
will take me some time to get through and around it. There are lot of groups involved. I have worked with 
education groups that represent teachers and parents all over this state, and it is my intention to approach this 
portfolio with a completely open mind and to hear from everybody who wants to provide input on a number of 
different issues. Having looked through the media statements of the minister and the former shadow minister, 
and the public debate within this chamber, it is clear that there are obviously a number of controversial issues 
that, I dare say, will continue to be controversial over the next couple of years, one of those being independent 
public schools. I have a completely open mind about independent public schools, and I am very keen to hear how 
it is going from principals, teachers and parents of children at independent schools on whether they think it is a 
good or bad thing, and what they like or do not like about it.  

Mr P. Abetz: I reckon it’s great! 

Mr B.S. WYATT: Member, that is wonderful, and one day the member may be the education minister and he 
can stand and bore us with that comment.  

I mention this, because I will bring a very open mind to it, and I will focus very keenly on the implementation of 
independent public schools. I will focus very keenly on where, perhaps, some of the failings may be, and where 
they can be strengthened.  

A number of areas have been brought to my attention, one of which is the status of year 7s and where they sit, as 
in whether they should go into high schools or stay in primary schools. I must admit that my gut feeling, based 
on my experience of year 7 and being the father of two young daughters, would be to keep them in primary 
school; however, I am aware there are other issues to consider, such as access to teachers and qualified staff. I 
am aware that there are a whole range of issues, and it is certainly my view that, regardless of my personal 
feeling, if it is clearly in the interest of our state’s children that they move into high school, then I will advocate 
that. A decision needs to be made very soon; it is clear that this has been dragging on for a long time, and it is 
clear that everybody from principals to parents want a decision made. I look forward to discussing with, and 
hearing from, the Minister for Education on that issue. 
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One other area of education I wanted to mention is the issue of the air cooling zones and air conditioning. Every 
member of Parliament, no doubt, is familiar with this, and I noted that the Premier commented in his statement 
that the government is currently reviewing the air cooling policy and will make a decision midyear about that; it 
is well past due that that review took place. I think it is also perhaps well past time that air cooling zones were 
just simply finished with in Western Australia. Every member of Parliament has a story of a school either close 
to the zone but outside, or—as in my case—nowhere near the zone, with school buildings that are terribly hot. 
The climate has changed, the use of buildings has changed, and it is time, I think, for the government to consider 
just simply going ahead and putting air conditioners in all state schools. No doubt that will be part of the 
government’s review process—I think it should be.  

The federal Building the Education Revolution funding for buildings has been nothing but diabolical in the 
ability of parents and citizens associations to put air conditioners in those buildings—it has been nothing but 
diabolical. P&Cs have actually purchased the air conditioners and they are sitting there, but due to the 
arrangements between the Department of Education and the contractor—the builder—nothing can be done for 
12 months. They can either use them and spend $80 000 having them installed, or wait for 12 months and then 
go out and get split systems and throw them in. A great example in my own electorate is Lathlain Primary 
School. They have fundraised, they have the money, they are ready to go, and they can go and buy it. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr B.S. WYATT: But the contractor—namely, Arcon—will not return their calls or letters; it will not even 
reply to my letters. It is not engaging with the community at all, and I think that is a fatal flaw in the 
department’s contract. I agree with the comments the minister made last week, I think it was, that, otherwise, 
Western Australia has handled it remarkably well. Compared with other states, the spending of that money and 
the construction of those buildings has been done very well; however, we still have frustrated families and 
schools. It is not just in my electorate; Secret Harbour, I think, is in a similar situation, member for Warnbro.  

Mr P. Papalia: Absolutely. 

Mr B.S. WYATT: The stonemason, the member for Warnbro! 

Caversham is a good example—a lot of schools are affected. The member for Swan Hills, in his contribution, I 
think, referred to one of his schools simply being unable to put in air conditioning that it already owns, which is 
an absurd result.  

On a different topic, the member for Perth referred to the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in his 
contribution, made just prior to mine. Regardless of, perhaps, the decline, shall we say, of the commonwealth, I 
see CHOGM as a huge opportunity. 

Point of Order 

Dr A.D. BUTI: I am just wondering if you could get some control of the house; I am unable to hear with all the 
chatter going on. 

THE ACTING SPEAKER (Mr P.B. Watson) Yes; I am sure the members for South Perth and Darling Range 
will cease talking. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr B.S. WYATT: I think CHOGM is a huge opportunity for Western Australia, simply because of our position 
on the Indian Ocean rim. All members get access to parliamentary interns and I had one this year. I asked my 
intern Ghariba Sofi to research the relationship between Western Australia and specifically India, but generally 
those countries in the Indian Ocean rim. That is obviously a massive task to do in a short dissertation, but it was 
a brilliant report. Western Australia has a stable government and a modern economy, and it is based on the 
Indian Ocean rim. The Indian Ocean is bounded by 28 countries. Western Australia is effectively the centre of 
the resource world in its position on the Indian Ocean rim. The biggest challenges over the next 20 years will 
relate to the Indian Ocean, the Strait of Malacca and the access for the United States, India and China. Those 
sorts of flash points will take place here in our backyard. We, here in Perth, must take a leadership role. The 
Indian Prime Minister will hopefully attend CHOGM; it will be the first time an Indian Prime Minister has come 
to Australia in a significant period of time. Former Australian Prime Ministers, John Howard and Kevin Rudd, 
have visited India of late, but the relationship between Australia and India has been underdone. Western 
Australia needs to take charge to a certain extent, ironically, of its own foreign policy. I do not say that in 
conflict with the national government. However, in the past, Premiers have always taken an active interest in 
trade policies for Japan, China and other countries. Regardless of who is in power, it is time for the Western 
Australian government to step up and play a significant role as a player in the Indian Ocean rim. I put the 
proposition to Ghariba, who wrote this dissertation for me, that it is perhaps time to have a minister within the 
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Western Australian state cabinet who is responsible for the relationship between Western Australia and primarily 
India, but also with those 28 countries that are on the Indian Ocean rim. The relationship between Western 
Australia and India is starting to take on more importance. We all say there is a trade relationship with China and 
India is to come, but not much is being done at national or state levels to develop that relationship. Despite our 
links by way of the commonwealth, Western Australia does not have a close relationship with India.  

Mr C.J. Barnett: I do not agree with you. I think the relationship with India has grown very strongly in the last 
18 months.  

Mr B.S. WYATT: It has in the last 18 months, but there is still a long way to go. We need to do a lot more at 
state and national levels to ensure that the relationship with India reaches the sort of level we want it to when we 
start exporting commodities and energy at much higher levels to India than we currently do.  

There has been some debate in the media about compulsory disability insurance, which I note the Premier has 
already knocked on the head. I will make a couple of quick comments on compulsory disability insurance. Many 
members here are part of the Politician Adoption Scheme run by the Disability Services Commission. I have 
been adopted by Melissa Costanzo in Carlisle for about four years. It has been extraordinary getting to know Ms 
Costanzo and her family. I think we need to have a debate in this Parliament about whether the Productivity 
Commission was correct in its recommendations of a number of funding sources to deal with how we fund the 
two million people with disabilities, now and into the future. The number of people with disabilities is growing 
and becoming a larger burden on the public purse. Admittedly it is a federal issue, but if the Productivity 
Commission recommends—this is supported tentatively by the Premiers of Victoria, New South Wales and 
South Australia—a Medicare-style levy, maybe that is the way to go; I am not sure. We need to have a debate in 
this place about how we will fund support for people with disabilities. I accept that it is a federal issue, as is 
foreign affairs, but at a state level we, as members of Parliament, cannot ignore these issues. Those who have 
been adopted by a person with a disability know the struggles and the limits on the sort of support needed for 
people with disabilities. We need to have that conversation now. I know the Premier has already knocked it on 
the head publicly, but I think we need to have that discussion here. Hopefully, the Minister for Disability 
Services will bring the issue up in the upper house, but perhaps we can also have the discussion here in the 
Legislative Assembly.  

I want to reflect on a couple of further issues. Over the years I have spent a bit of time in the Jigalong 
community with my father. The impact of funerals in the Aboriginal community is getting to a point where a 
challenge, I guess, needs to be thrown out to the Aboriginal leadership, particularly the traditional Aboriginal 
leadership. It has not been part of cultural practice for funerals to have such an impact on everyday life as they 
seem to have now and in the last 20 to 40 years as cars have become much more prevalent. Jigalong is a 
community that seems to be either completely empty as everybody goes to another community to attend a 
funeral—which can take kids, families and everybody out of the community for a matter of weeks—or 
completely and utterly overcome with people when a funeral is held in Jigalong. The town seems to swing wildly 
between these two states as large groups of people travel around the back roads of the Pilbara and attend 
funerals. It is coming to the point where the funerals are so disruptive that education is being dramatically 
impacted more than ever before. My father makes the point that Jigalong funerals now have a much larger 
cultural place than ever before, because when people live in abject poverty, there is a desire to celebrate the life 
of people who tragically die all too soon. However, there needs to be a rational discussion about this so that we 
are not simply taking kids out of school for months to travel around to attend funerals and to grow up in a culture 
of grief, mourning and anger; that is certainly not traditional practice when we look back beyond the past 20 or 
30 years of Aboriginal culture, not only in the Pilbara—with which I am most familiar—but also around the rest 
of Australia. I say that with the utmost sensitivity, but also with the worry that funerals are becoming a bigger 
and bigger cultural practice and are having too big an impact on the everyday life of Aboriginal people in 
Western Australia and Australia more generally.  

I want to conclude with a little bugbear that I have mentioned a couple of times in this place—that is, our 
senators. Western Australia has 12 senators, as every state does, and the furthest senator’s office from the Perth 
GPO is 24 kilometres. This is a bipartisan attack, so members do not have to worry! When the furthest WA 
senator is 24 kilometres from the GPO in a state as large as Western Australia where the vast majority of the 
state is regional areas, something needs to change.  

Mr W.J. Johnston: Who is the one who is 24 kilometres away?  

Mr B.S. WYATT: Senator Glenn Sterle in Canning Vale, to his credit, and just behind him is Senator Scott 
Ludlum out there in Freo, I think.  

Mr A.P. Jacob interjected.  
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Mr B.S. WYATT: I will name those two senators, but I will not name any others because every other senator 
seems to be packed within a very small area in the CBD. Although that may be convenient for senators travelling 
to Canberra, it reduces the ability of regional Western Australians to access federal members of Parliament. Now 
we have three federal lower house members of Parliament in regional WA and not one senator. It has not 
happened voluntarily. Queensland has a similar situation but at least more senators are dispersed in Queensland 
in a manner similar to the population. I think it is time that our senators start to reflect on how they represent 
Western Australia and whether they can move some of their offices into regional Western Australia. Having 10 
senators within two kilometres of each other is starting to wear a bit thin for those regional Western Australians 
who need to access their federal members of Parliament.  

We always find in this place that a few words rapidly become 30 minutes of commentary. I will conclude with 
those few words and make the point that we have a year of great challenges and opportunities before us. 
CHOGM will be a wonderful opportunity for Western Australia. I look forward to being part of the public debate 
not only in education but also in all those areas that affect the people of Victoria Park.  

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr R.F. Johnson (Leader of the House). 
 


