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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 5) 2006 
APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (NO. 6) 2006 

Second Reading - Cognate Debate 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

DR G.G. JACOBS (Roe) [2.58 pm]:  I am pleased that the Minister for Education and Training is in the 
chamber.  This is a cognate debate on money-related bills and, previously, I was referring to the future of my 
electorate, particularly the town of Esperance, which is a growing town.  A $2.7 billion mine will be developed 
on Esperance’s doorstep.  The resident staff at that mine will need appropriate facilities to educate their children.  
When the mine comes on stream, many of these people will live in Hopetoun and Ravensthorpe.  It is important 
that an adequate boarding facility is available to allow children to attend the high school in Esperance.  The high 
school has over 1 000 students.  An Anglican school will come on stream in 2008 and there is the possibility that 
some of the students who will attend that school will come from different parts of the region and will need to 
stay in a boarding facility.  There are 105 students in our residential college hostel now; it is bulging at the 
seams.  The transportable units contain one bathroom and ablution facility for five children.  I urge the minister 
to take our case to the budget process to get that facility upgraded to cope with the students’ needs.   

At the beginning of my remarks, I referred to the potential public health disaster in Esperance caused by the lead 
pollution.  I ask the Premier and the Leader of the House to support my motion listed on the notice paper, when 
it is brought before the house.  I am seeking to bring it before the house in a bipartisan approach to deal with the 
lead pollution issue in our town.  The motion requests that the Community Development and Justice Standing 
Committee inquire into, and report on, the cause and extent of lead pollution in the Esperance area and the port.  
I ask the Premier to support my motion.  Its terms of reference seek an investigation into, among other things, 
how the licensing process for the export of pelletised lead enabled the export of granulated powdered lead, which 
increased the possibility of air-borne pollution in the town; the effectiveness of dust monitoring and reporting 
and the responses to those very high levels in February-May last year; and the extent of the handling practices in 
Esperance.  I did say that, in fact, the lead pollution threatened the community.  I am reminded of patients under 
my care in my previous role.  I was rung by the regional health officer about an 11-month-old child who was 
under my care in my practice who has levels of lead in her blood of 11 micrograms per decilitre - 11 micrograms 
per 100 millilitres of blood - which is over the accepted level of 10 micrograms.   

I ask for the people of Esperance that a standing committee investigate the issue, because we must prevent the 
bureaucracies fending the issue off one way or another.  It is important that an inquiry investigate, for the people 
of Esperance, the extent of their problem, what they can do about it and what will help clean it up.  As was 
evident at the meeting I chaired on Monday night, they particularly want to know how this happened to our very 
pristine port, bay and environment in Esperance.  Who has taken his eye off the ball for this to happen?  I ask the 
Premier whether the government will support this motion when I move it next week.   

MR R.F. JOHNSON (Hillarys) [3.04 pm]:  I am thinking of introducing a new game show in Western 
Australia called “Who Wants to Be a Millionaire in WA”.  The contestants will not have to appear on television 
or answer questions, but the show will offer a way of making money.  The contestants will not have to buy a 
Lotto ticket or check the results on a Saturday night or whenever to see whether they have become a millionaire.  
All they will need to do in my game show is go to the Department of Corrective Services or perhaps, more 
importantly, the Attorney General’s department - I will come to that - and ask it for money.  The contestants will 
not have to provide an invoice to show what has been done.  They will not need to sign a contract or an 
agreement.  They will need only to front up and ask for money, and the department will give it to them.  What a 
wonderful system.  That has been happening in Western Australia.  It if it were not so serious, it would be a 
game show.   
I will tell members how this came about.  At the last budget estimates committee hearings when questions were 
asked of the then very new Minister for Corrective Services about contracts for people who were being paid for 
doing work for the Department of Corrective Services, I was under the impression that I would get an honest 
answer.  I suggest that the same thing probably happens in other budget estimates committees under other 
portfolios.  I am not laying the blame on the present minister.   
Ms M.M. Quirk:  I rectified it, didn’t I?   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister rectified part of it.  She was not responsible for a lot of it; her colleague the 
Attorney General was.   
Ms M.M. Quirk:  You are going to go for him.   
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Yes.  It is a pity that he is not here today, because I am going to go for him.  When we 
ask questions in budget estimates hearings, we expect to get honest answers.  In my new game show, members 
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will not need to do anything other than ask those departments for money.  The minister could not supply me with 
the answers, which I accepted, because it was unreasonable to expect answers immediately to the many 
questions asked.  I therefore asked the responses to be supplied by way of supplementary information.  When I 
received that information, it was incorrect.  It was a lie; it was false; and the minister accepts that.  I am not 
blaming the current minister. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  I said it was incomplete.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It did not answer the questions put to the minister.  I do not blame the minister, because 
she was very new in the job.  It was the people who previously held her position and the Attorney General who 
were responsible.  If people are doing work for the Department of Corrective Services, surely they are under a 
contract of some form or another and being paid for doing that work.  However, that is not the way it worked; all 
the administration was done by the Department of the Attorney General.  What does the Attorney General have 
to do with the Department of Corrective Services?  As if he does not have enough to do.  He is the Attorney 
General and the Minister for Health, and he has taken over almost everything in the justice area, except prisons.  
I am sure he is a very capable person, but at the end of the day is it right and proper that he should be handling 
payments of hundreds of thousands of dollars to people, companies and corporations when no contract is in 
place?  I can tell members that, when I received the supplementary information, I knew it was not correct 
because I knew that some of the people who were listed had been paid through that system of this government.  
This government should be open, transparent, accountable and honest.  It is playing games with taxpayers’ funds 
in a most irresponsible way.  I, for one, will not put up with that.  If the truth be known, the people of Western 
Australia will not put up with it.   

How did we progress from that stage?  When I pointed out to the now minister that the names of some people 
were missing from the list, whose payments would have amounted to probably about $100 000 or more - a tenth 
of the way to making someone a millionaire - I received some supplementary information.  However, even that 
was not comprehensive.  In the subsequent debate, I took it up with the Treasurer because he is responsible for 
the state’s finances.  He was so shocked that he instructed the State Supply Commission to investigate the 
matter.   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  We agreed that it needed investigation; so it was agreement between me and the Treasurer 
that caused that to be looked into.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The member should not try to claim the glory.  It was basically because I brought it to the 
attention of the house, and specifically the Treasurer, and he was quite shocked.  I do not know what discussions 
the member had with the Treasurer.  I do not know whether the member is in the same faction or not. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  We are all one happy team. 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It is not a happy team, I can tell you.  The Treasurer went out of this chamber and 
instructed his staff to get onto the State Supply Commission, over which he has authority.  I have a lot of respect 
for the State Supply Commission because it came under my authority when I was a minister in the previous 
government.  The commission carried out a very thorough job.  I do have a problem with this: the minister did 
not come into this house and make a statement about what I believe is a disgraceful situation relating to public 
funds.  I think he must have crept into this place during the hours of darkness, when the house was not sitting, 
and slipped the report under the door in the hope it would get mixed up with all the junk mail and then dumped 
in the rubbish bin.  Nobody has picked up on this report.  I urge all members to look at it.  They will be 
astounded. 
The report is the State Supply Commission’s investigation into the Department of Corrective Services 
“Supplementary Information, No. B40”.  It is dated 20 October 2006.  It did not come into the Parliament on that 
date.  It was slipped under the door a few weeks ago, as I say, in the hope that it would be put with all the junk 
mail and go in the rubbish bin.  Madam Deputy Speaker, you will be astounded at the comments and criticisms 
in this report from the State Supply Commission in relation to moneys paid out for work - I assume it is for 
work, because they cannot find invoices for some of the money that has been paid out.  There are no contracts.  
We are talking about hundreds of thousands of dollars for some work that has been carried out.  There are the 
barest of descriptions supplied by the Department of Corrective Services, but we are told it is done through the 
Office of the Attorney General.   
I refer to the executive summary on the first page of the document.  It says -  

Inadequate governance, attention to detail and contract management are the major causes of the 
identified issues.  The lack of procurement protocols, internal practices and procedures is also 
considered to be a contributing factor to the issues identified.   

It lists the different categories of incorrect records.  There were 33 amounts paid in the past 12 months that were 
incorrect.  Ten named organisations were not the legal entity.  This is the state government dealing with people 
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to whom it is paying money.  Nine contract numbers were incorrect or were not even listed.  Thirteen contracts 
had a total value that was incorrect.  In eight cases the description of the services was incorrect.  The government 
is paying out money, to individuals in many cases - sole providers - and companies whose names are incorrect.  
Sometimes when hundreds of thousands of dollars have been paid out no invoices can be found to match up the 
payments and there is not even a contract in place.  Is that good governance?  I suggest the answer has to be a 
resounding no - absolutely not.  If I were running a business, would I pay a supplier money without getting an 
invoice?  No.  Would I pay somebody $100 000 without having a contract in place?  No.  But this government 
does.  If this is happening in one portfolio area, is it happening in others?  This relates only to the Department of 
Corrective Services, but it is being handled through the Department of the Attorney General.   

I demand the Auditor General do a thorough investigation into the Department of Corrective Services and the 
Attorney General’s department to see whether anything else has been missed, because this is absolutely 
appalling.  If he will not do it, I want the Public Accounts Committee to look into this.  I think the investigation 
should be wider because this is an area the Auditor General should definitely be homing in on.  In virtually every 
one of the cases, of which there are many - there are nearly 50 pages to this report - the State Supply 
Commission is very critical. 

The report says that two contracts to engage a particular person that the Department of Corrective Services 
awarded in the period 24 May 2005 to 25 May 2006 were omitted from the information.  It is an open admission.  
It instances cases where there was no supporting documentation; it has never been made available.  There were 
three cases involving direct purchases; one purchase off a common-use contract; eight verbal quotations; and one 
written quotation where there was no competitive process.  I want to refer to some of these cases because I am 
not talking about just $50 here or $150 there; I am talking about really substantial amounts.  The majority of the 
cases highlighted here by the State Supply Commission contain a rider.  I refer to one involving an amount of 
$14 975 where no contract whatsoever was in place.  That is nearly $15 000 of public money.  The description of 
the service provided is “Strategic planning services”.  What the hell does that mean?  How does that help 
members of this house to know what that money has been paid for?  “Strategic planning services” relates to 
nothing, as far as I can see.  Nearly all of the cases here contain a rider saying that based on the lack of 
documentation, the engagement of the company is not in compliance with the State Supply Commission’s Open 
and Effective policy.   

The State Supply Commission exists to ensure good governance and openness and transparency of all 
procurement and tender processes that go on through the government.  The report says that another company, 
David Indermaur & Associates, received an amount of $3 886 in a 12-month period.  The total value of the 
contract is $40 000.  The description is “Development and delivery of therapeutic programs to address offending 
behaviours”.  The State Supply Commission found - 

The amount paid in the last 12 months and the total value of the contract listed on the Supplementary 
Information No. B40 are incorrect. 

The copies of invoices -  

They are lucky they got some invoices for this one - 

confirm a total of $5,500 was paid to David Indermaur & Associates and not $3,886.37 as reported . . .  

There is a big discrepancy there.  Members might think $1 500 is not a big amount, but a lot of people have to 
live on that for a month.  I refer to another case - this one is a cracker - relating to Gevers Goddard Jones Pty Ltd.  
The report states -  

Both the Supplier Paid Invoice History Report and copies of invoices confirm a total of $87,956 was 
paid to Gevers Goddard Jones P/L and not $19,980 as reported . . .  

So a figure of nearly $20 000 was reported to the house but the actual figure is nearly $90 000.  This should be 
ringing alarm bells.  It is a shame the Treasurer is not here today because I think he would have serious concerns 
about this.  He was concerned when I brought it to the attention of the house earlier and that is why he got the 
State Supply Commission to check on this.   
I could go through this report and quote many different cases.  I want to pick out some of the real doozies here.  I 
refer now to Louella McDonald Consultancy.  The amount supplied to the house as having been paid is, I think, 
misleading the house.  A lot of this stuff is a misleading of the house.  Unfortunately, the present minister is the 
one who must take responsibility for that.  She does not deserve to, but she must, because she was the minister 
when this information was given to the house.  The report states that the copies of invoices confirm a total of 
$11 513-odd was paid to Louella McDonald Consultancy, and not the $4 965 that was reported to the house.  
That is disgraceful.  How can this house operate properly and how can members of Parliament do their jobs 
properly when there are such massive discrepancies in the information that is provided to them?  This borders 
almost on the criminal, quite frankly.  It certainly is a misleading of the house. 
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[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  There are other items.  There is one for $1 500.  It was for consultation and drafting 
pamphlets.  It does not say what pamphlets; it does not say what they were actually for.  It just says 
“Consultation and drafting pamphlets”.  The amount is $1 500, and no contract whatsoever was in place.  There 
is another one for $900.  It is for data analysis and report writing.  There was no contract.  In this report, the State 
Supply Commission says that, for a lot of items, it can find no invoices for amounts that have been paid out.  
Once again, the report says that, based on the lack of documentation, the engagement of that particular person, 
Dianne McKillop, is not in compliance with the State Supply Commission’s open and effective policy.  That is 
repeated many times throughout the report.  The next one was Omnitec Systems.  It was reported to Parliament 
that $32 000-odd was paid in the previous 12 months, and there was no contract.  There was no contract for the 
$32 000.  However, what makes it 10 times worse is that when some invoices were found, those invoices 
confirmed that a total of $52 000 was paid to Omnitec Systems, and not the $32 000 that was reported to this 
house.  It gets worse and worse, and this is just one department.  No wonder the Treasurer must have slipped this 
report under the door one night when it was dark, the Parliament was closed and nobody was here, and put it 
with all the junk mail.  He would have been hoping that it would be dumped with all the Target catalogues and 
all the other rubbish that we get in our letterboxes.  However, unfortunately for him, it was not dumped with the 
junk mail; it was picked up.  I know that one journalist at least has looked at this matter carefully and cannot 
believe that this is the case. 

I will give some more examples, because there are some really good ones.  Because I am not actually quoting 
them all, members should not think that they are not in the report, because they are.  It is just that there is no way 
in the world that I will be able to quote all of these in the time that I have available.  It seems that if people want 
to get some money, and if they say that they want to do consultation in the Kimberley, they need only go to that 
department.  That is the description given: consultation in the Kimberley, or Kimberley consultation, whichever 
way one likes.  People can get a hundred grand - no contract.  The minister knows the one I am talking about, I 
am sure.  There are two, actually.  Two people have received big money for that sort of thing.  I am looking for 
their names in this report.  The report states - 

The potential over-expenditure demonstrates inadequate contract management.  This is avoiding the 
intent of the State Supply Commission Open and Effective Competition Policy and has the potential that 
the Government may not obtain the best value for money outcome. 

The report is very critical of the minister’s government.  Unfortunately, it is in the minister’s area of 
responsibility.  I do not blame the minister, because this was all done before she became the Minister for 
Corrective Services. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  I don’t mind that, but you might like to inform the house, member for Hillarys, that in fact 
this department has now been split, so that these transactions relate effectively to the Department of Justice prior 
to the split. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister should not talk rubbish.  That is not an answer.  That is not an excuse. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  No, I am not saying it’s an excuse. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The Attorney General was not the Minister for Justice.  When the Department of Justice 
was split, some of the functions went to the Attorney General and others went to the Minister for Corrective 
Services, or her predecessor as Minister for Corrective Services.  Prior to that, the Attorney General did not have 
any jurisdiction over the Department of Justice.  I think it was the responsibility of the member for Ballajura and 
various other people who have done that job. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  That’s not a problem, member for Hillarys.  I am not trying to avoid responsibility. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  What I am saying is: why the heck would the Attorney General have ever become 
involved?  Why would his department have any responsibility for paying out funds in relation to a portfolio over 
which he did not have control?  He did not have control over it.  I sometimes wonder whether this is just to 
muddy the waters so that we do not know where the money is coming from and where it is going to.  I urge all 
members to read this report; I really do.  They will be staggered if they do.  They should read it from cover to 
cover, because it shows the inadequacies and the incompetence of this government in the way in which it 
manages taxpayers’ funds.  It is absolutely disgraceful. 
I will give the house another example; that is, the Kilpatrick Gdowski Trust.  Copies of invoices confirmed that a 
total of $31 482 was paid to the Kilpatrick Gdowski Trust.  However, do members know what amount was 
reported to Parliament?  The amount was $7 322.  The minister knows what I am talking about, because I am 
sure she has been waiting with bated breath, trembling at the knees, for me to bring this up in Parliament.  
Unfortunately, it is in the minister’s portfolio area.  I know that she has been thinking to herself, “Maybe it did 
go out with the junk mail.  Maybe nobody actually bothered to look at it.  Maybe it went with the Target and 
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Myer catalogues, the cheap store catalogues, the catalogues with the tyre deals and all that sort of thing.”  It did 
not.  It properly found its way into this house and was picked up. 
I will give the house another example.  This is an absolute doozey: Quadrant Group.  It must have had a contract 
because there is a contract number.  The total value of the contract was $291 500.  What was reported to 
Parliament - we must wonder where all this money is going - was $1 437 for that period; that is, in the previous 
12 months.  However, the copies of the invoices that the State Supply Commission found totalled $107 781, and 
not the $1 437 that was reported to this house.  I do not know how the minister can sit over there without feeling 
massive embarrassment.  It is total incompetence.  My kids could have done better than this when they were 
seven years old - they knew how to spend money and how to record it - and yet the minister’s government has 
been in office for six years, and all we see is a lot of obfuscation.  The government says, “How can we hide 
things?  Well, let’s get this particular minister to do that through his department, and then when we’re asked a 
question, we might be able to muddy the water and hide the truth.”  That is what the government has been doing; 
it has been hiding the truth.  How much faith can we put in the accounts of this government every year when 
there are all these incorrect amounts?  I hope that the Auditor General will pick up on my very earnest request 
that he look into this area.  The State Supply Commission has.  However, this is just the tip of the iceberg. 

Once again, the report goes on to say that the figures are all incorrect and that the guidelines of the State Supply 
Commission have not been followed.  Another supplier was paid a total of $77 352, and not the $45 000 that the 
Attorney General’s department reported.  Who is cooking the books today?  Is it the Minister for Corrective 
Services’ department or is it the Attorney General’s department in relation to these contracts or these payments?   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  Sorry, do you want me to answer? 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  It would be a refreshing change, because the minister rarely says anything when she is 
asked questions by the media outside this house.  Who is paying the money; is it the minister’s department or the 
Attorney General’s department?   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  Member for Hillarys, I can you tell you that there are new arrangements for the consultancies.  
I know that the State Supply Commission has held discussions with the department and that it will be 
implementing new procedures.  I am happy to report to the house when those discussions are finished.  I 
understand that those discussions will finish imminently.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  When did they start?  When did it come up with its response?   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  The department was asked to respond once that report was released.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  I am not surprised. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  As I said earlier, during our discussions, and after you raised the issue in the chamber, the 
Treasurer and I felt that the matter should go before the State Supply Commission.  Equally, we felt that it 
should be tabled and made public.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister had to table it; she had no option.  The minister should apologise for 
providing misleading information to the house.   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  I corrected it; you know that.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister corrected one or two items; she did not provide corrections for all the items.  
The minister should not be shaking her head.  Is the minister nodding in agreement with me that she did not 
correct all the items that appear in the “State Supply Commission, Investigation, Department of Corrective 
Services, Supplementary Information No. B40”?   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  The State Supply Commission has done a thorough investigation.  I am pleased that it is now 
in a position to provide accurate information.   

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  Is the minister not embarrassed that it has -  

Ms M.M. Quirk:  I am never embarrassed, member. 

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister should be, because this is about a manipulation of taxpayer funds.  I do not 
mind if the minister blames the Attorney General. 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  I will not blame the Attorney General.  

Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  No, there is solidarity in the government’s ranks no matter what happens.  Who from the 
minister’s side of the house will apologise for bringing totally misleading information into the house?  Will the 
minister do it? 

Ms M.M. Quirk:  I have provided all the information -  
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Mr R.F. JOHNSON:  The minister is not going to apologise.  We are hearing the same rhubarb.  It was stated 
that $11 670 was paid to Unisys West Pty Ltd for strategic development plans even though there was no 
contract.  What is even worse with that particular case is that the copies of invoices confirm that a total of 
$1 784 000 was paid to Unisys West, not the $111 000 that the minister quoted in this house after she received 
figures from the Attorney General’s department.  The figure quoted is $111 000.  However, what was paid was 
$1 700 000.  Good God!  I would not put members opposite in charge of a lolly shop, because apart from 
sticking their hands in the jars all the time, they would never be able to balance the books at the end of the week.  
They would never have enough money to pay wages.  The government is incompetent.  A couple of cases refer 
to “Kimberley consultation”.  One was for $100 000 and the other one was for a bit more.  That is all it says.  
There was no contract at all.  We are talking about paying $100 000 without there being a contract in place.  The 
government is showing no accountability and transparency.  This is an absolute con on this house and the people 
of Western Australia.   
DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [3.36 pm]:  On Tuesday I asked for time to discuss the motion that is in 
my name on the notice paper during private members’ business.   
The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  This topic could be a bit of a stretch considering that the appropriation bills are 
before the house. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  It is relevant to this debate, because tabled with the bills were details of recurrent 
expenditure that referred to new items for the Legislative Council in the 2005-06 financial year.  An additional 
$439 000 per annum was approved for the operational costs of the Legislative Council’s standing and select 
committees, including the new Standing Committee on Estimates and Financial Operations, and for the resources 
that are required to meet the Legislative Council’s obligations under the State Records Act 2000. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  That is a very good link that probably allows the member to talk about her chosen 
topic within the realms of a more general debate.  Well done!  
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I do not know why I was not allowed to debate this matter in private members’ 
business.  I do not know why the Leader of the House would not suspend standing orders today so that we could 
debate my motion.  I was not going to enter into debate about what has been revealed by the Corruption and 
Crime Commission and whether members of the upper house are more admirable, worthy, moral, principled or 
respectable than Legislative Assembly backbenchers.  That was not my intent.  My intent was to look at a title 
that has existed for historical reasons.  When Parliament was first formed, members of Parliament were people 
from the landed gentry.  Many of those people were nominated to be members of Parliament.  We know looking 
back through history -  
Mr M.P. Whitely:  You made a very good speech about this the other day, which convinced a lot of us.  
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Obviously, I was not persuasive enough, because I have not got anywhere with it.  
There are only 13 members in the house.  The member for Bassendean was present when I referred to this issue 
the other day; however, other members were not.  I hope that the members who are not in the chamber are 
listening in their offices, because I want them to raise this issue in their party room.  Certain members have had 
the guts to approach me about this issue outside the chamber and tell me that it is wrong that members of the 
upper house automatically be given the title “honourable” when they become members of Parliament.  That 
practice is archaic and out of date, and it should be thrown out.  No-one wants to discuss this issue in this house.  
Perhaps the Labor Party is protecting a member of the upper house who has been involved in CCC hearings.  
Perhaps the Liberal Party is trying to calm the muddied waters that arose from its recent internal problems.  It is 
nice being an independent Liberal.  I can say what I want without having to run it by a leader of a party.  It is a 
nice feeling.  
We had responsible government from 1870 to 1890.  It was not until 1900 that members of Parliament were 
renumerated for being members of Parliament.  When that idea was first suggested, it was intended that members 
of the Legislative Assembly be remunerated.  Members of the Legislative Council said that they, too, wanted to 
be remunerated.  Throughout history there has been a sense of one house being more elite than the other.  I, for 
one, do not subscribe to that theory.  If we asked people in the street why some members of Parliament are given 
the title “honourable” while others are not, they would have no idea.  As defined in many dictionaries, 
honourable means admirable, worthy and moral.  They certainly would not look at the backbench members of 
the upper house and this house, like yourself, Madam Deputy Speaker.  I am sure they would not say that you are 
less admirable, less worthy, less moral, less principled or less respectable.  Why is that title still given to 
members of the upper house when it is so archaic?  It is still used in some Parliaments, but other Parliaments 
have moved with the times.  Some ministers may still keep the title.  I am not saying that we should take this title 
away from former members who have had it for many years.  I think we should move with the times and accept 
that a member of Parliament is a member of Parliament. 
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Many members in this house believe that they work much harder than members in the upper house.  That is not 
what the debate is about.  For me, the debate is about the use of the honorific title.  I have mentioned in this 
house before that it was a title conferred on members of the Legislative Council 130 years ago when they were 
very much the landed gentry.  In the late 1900s they put in a request to keep the honorary title when they ceased 
being a member of Parliament.  That honorary title is archaic and outdated now.  The government has an 
opportunity to think about this issue.  This issue should be debated.   
Madam Deputy Speaker, when you are in your electorate office tomorrow, I ask you to ask your constituents 
who come in and see you whether they know what the title honourable means.  They will not know.  It is totally 
out of date.  Victoria got rid of the title in 2003.  Other countries no longer use the title.  I know the Italians no 
longer use it.  Victoria introduced legislation to remove the title.  We do not need to introduce legislation; we 
simply need to have a debate in this house.  If there is a consensus of opinion, under the Australia Acts (Request) 
Act the Premier can write to the Governor and this title can be withdrawn.  In the past I have mentioned the 
relevant section of the Australia act - section 7, “Powers and functions of Her Majesty and Governors in respect 
of States”.  It states - 

Subject to subsections (3) and (4) below, all powers and functions of Her Majesty in respect of a State 
are exercisable only by the Governor of the State.   

This house could make a determination from the next election.  It would not take away the title and it would not 
upset the members of the upper house who feel that they are very elite and need to keep their title for the 
moment.  It will allow those members to keep their title but make it very clear for new members of Parliament in 
both houses that there is no difference between a member of one house and a member of the other house.  It 
shows the community that we are up to date.   

When the title was removed from members in Victoria, one of the reasons given for its removal by government 
ministers was that they felt it alienated them from the community.  Do we want something that alienates 
members of Parliament from the community?  I think not.  We are all elected to serve our community and we 
should all be serving our community equally.  Members of the community should feel just as comfortable 
coming to my office as an Assembly member of Parliament as they should to an upper house member’s office.  I 
always find it quite surprising when I tell people about the other house when they come to my office.  Sometimes 
I tell them that a certain issue has already been debated and it has gone from our house to the upper house so 
they might like to contact the upper house members.  They say, “Who are they?”  I give them the list.  I am sure 
you do the same thing, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Do you often have to give your constituents a list with the 
names, addresses and telephone numbers of the upper house members?  How can that be happening? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:  Member, I would love to respond but it is improper for the Chair to enter into the 
debate. 

Ms S.E. Walker:  What did you say, member?  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I said that often people come to my office about a particular bill or issue.  If I say that I 
have spoken on that issue, it has gone through our house but it is in the upper house so they might like to speak 
to the upper house members, they say, “Who are they?” 

Ms S.E. Walker:  I know. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Has the member for Nedlands given them a piece of paper with the names and contact 
numbers of upper house members so they can hopefully contact members of the upper house? 
Ms S.E. Walker:  With the exception of sunset. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I am sure the member is talking about an exception there.  I also thought this 
difference in titles had something to do with members’ qualifications.  I have looked at the qualifications of 
members from both houses from 1890 to 2005.  The only real difference that I could see in members’ 
qualifications is that there are fewer farmer-pastoralists in this house now than there were at the beginning of this 
century.  Otherwise, there are 12 businessmen or women in this house and four in the other house; 11 
professional or semiprofessional members in this house and seven in the other house; eight schoolteachers in this 
house and four in the other house; and six manual workers in this house and four in the other house.  The 
occupations are very similar.  Looking through history, the occupations have been the same.  Why do some 
people come in and join the club?  That is why I find this government such a joke at the moment.  This 
government talks about equality yet it has a different title for their backbenchers in the upper house.  It is all 
right for the cabinet ministers sitting at the front because they have the honorary title but they are not willing to 
let their backbenchers have the same credentials as members in the other house.  I am not saying that the 
backbenchers in this house should have the honorary title; I am saying that the honorary title is a thing of the past 
and we are all equal and we should all be treated equally.  It is time that this government, which pretends to 
espouse equality, looks at how archaic it is to have a different system in both houses.   
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I was surprised today when the Leader of the House refused to let this debate continue.  I wondered why.  I 
thought that it must be because of what has been happening with the Corruption and Crime Commission.  Things 
have gone quiet down at the CCC at the moment.  Whilst things are quiet at the moment, the government will be 
looking to have its budget supported soon.  We do not know what else the CCC might bring out.  Who knows 
what else will come out of the woodwork.  We know that the Greens (WA) said that if anything further occurred 
they would consider blocking supply.  That is the reason this issue is important.  The Corruption and Crime 
Commission could sit again in a few weeks, and an election might be called as soon as three months after that.  
That being the case, this government, which espouses equality, will miss its opportunity.  Not only government 
members but also opposition members have discussed this issue with me since I raised it in this house.  Members 
on both sides of the house have said that they agree that this title is outdated and should be discontinued and that 
members of Parliament should be seen working in the interests of their community in this Parliament.  They 
should put forward local issues, consider legislation, take part in the debates and be aware of the interests of their 
constituents on issues that come before the house.  Above all, they must put community interests before party 
interests.  With the Leader of the House gagging debate on my motion to suspend standing orders, this debate 
was unable to take place.   

Mr M.P. Whitely:  You voted against it.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I did not call a division because I knew I would have time to raise this issue in the 
debate on the appropriation bills.  I would prefer not to use this time on this issue because I have other issues to 
raise.  However, I will raise those issues next week.  I will certainly raise issues that the Leader of the House is 
interested in; for example, St Benedict’s Primary School.  I am sure he wants an update on what is happening 
there.  I have already shown him photographs of accidents that have taken place near that school, and next week 
I will have the opportunity to discuss the terrible state of police resources.   

Last week a party took place in my neighbourhood and because of antisocial behaviour one of my constituents 
called the police, but they did not arrive until four hours later, at three o’clock in the morning.  By that time the 
people attending the party had been urinating on my constituent’s property.  It was terrible antisocial behaviour.  
Where were the police?  Next week I will ask the minister how many police are on patrol in my electorate.   

[Member’s time extended.]  

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  In my area maybe one or two people occasionally see a police car on the road; it is not 
very often.  We are very poorly off when it comes to police presence.  I have gone to the local police station and 
found the doors locked.  I have returned to my office and phoned the police station and found that there is 
someone at the station, but it is not an officer; therefore, that person cannot answer the door.  Where are the 
police?   

Ms S.E. Walker:  You are lucky you have a police station.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I do not have enough police stations in my electorate.  This government always talks 
about how wonderful the Perth to Mandurah train service will be.  The current levels of policing indicate that it 
will not be wonderful for my area.  Canning Bridge is already a hotspot for burglary and crime.   

When the Perth to Mandurah train line opens, the situation at Canning Bridge will be worse in terms of 
burglaries and crimes.  The cars will be able to come down the freeway, up the freeway, along Manning Road, 
along Leach Highway and along Canning Highway.  In addition, crooks will get off the trains and go into the 
local suburbs.  Members know that within a kilometre of a train station the crime rate is high.  It is all very well 
for the government to say that there will be police on the trains.  What about my constituents who are burgled on 
a regular basis?  What about the lack of police resources in my electorate?   

I asked this government many years ago to look at establishing a police station at Canning Bridge because there 
is so much crime in that area.  I do not know about your office, Madam Deputy Speaker, but my office has been 
burgled three times.  Last time, with the use of DNA, the police did catch the culprit several months later.  My 
constituents ask me why I leave the lights in my office on at night and I tell them that the local police told me to 
do so.  They have also told the shopkeepers in the village to keep their lights on.  By doing that anyone driving 
through the village can see if people are up to no good.  The village, where I have my office, is done over on a 
regular basis with graffiti and terrible vandalism.  I have witnessed it first hand in my office.   

People with fractured ribs and bruises all over their bodies have come to my office to speak to me.  The 
criminals are looking for money but they are using weapons.  Why are there so many criminals?  It comes back 
to the fact that this government is soft on drugs.  This government’s legislation, which was passed several years 
ago, allows people to grow their own cannabis.  We have problems not only with cannabis, but also with the pills 
that are readily available nowadays.  I have heard of people going into nightclubs, opening briefcases and asking 
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people what drugs they want on the premises.  When they say no, they have pressure put on them.  They then sell 
their business because they do not want to be involved in drugs.   

One of the platforms that this government was elected on was its police and crime platform.  We certainly do not 
have more police.  I will put a question to the minister next week about how many police cars patrol my area 
seven days a week and how many there were for the same time last year and the year before.  There are fewer.  
This government has not given enough attention to improving law and order.  People are still locking themselves 
in their homes.   

Ms M.M. Quirk:  It is scaremongering.   

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  It is not scaremongering.  It is happening in the community.  If it is not happening in 
the minister’s community, perhaps the police stations in her electorate have more resources than mine.  My 
police stations are understaffed and the police are working extra hours to try to provide a service to the 
community. 

Mr C.J. Barnett:  You are right:  Labor members are in denial of the extent of the drug problem in our society.   

Mr J.C. Kobelke:  The biggest public promoters of drugs are people like you.   

Several members interjected. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  The drug situation will be made worse with the government’s prostitution legislation.  
When the prostitution legislation was put on the table two years ago, I spoke to prostitutes.  I do not know 
whether you did, Madam Deputy Speaker.  Some of them had worked in the eastern states as well as Western 
Australia.  They talked about the menus that are available in the eastern states brothels.  They said it is like going 
into a restaurant, such as McDonald’s, but people select what drugs and cocktails they would like to take.  The 
pimps and the drug dealers come into the brothels with the drugs.  They asked me not to support the registration 
of brothels because young people are taken off the street when they are young and look good.  However, when 
they want to get out of the brothels, they do not know how to dress or feed themselves or get another job.  They 
are frightened to go to Centrelink because they often have a child or two and they know that there is a good 
chance they may lose their children.  What is the government going to do?  It is going to legalise prostitution.  
The Attorney General said in one of his statements that the reason he was doing this was corruption within the 
police force.  A press statement from the Attorney General said that he would legalise brothels because of 
problems in the police force.  The Minister for Police and Emergency Services cannot deal with the police, so the 
Attorney General will legalise brothels so that he no longer has problems with the police.  It is not entirely the 
fault of police officers.  I have many friends within the police force.  As in all professions, there are a few that 
give the force a bad name.  The government’s legislation on prostitution is a disgrace and will make things even 
harder for prostitutes who want to get out of the industry.  The legislation does not include anything about 
mandatory checks for drugs or mandatory health checks on the premises of regulated brothels.  The drug dealers 
must be saying, “Whoopee!”  They must be looking at the government and saying, “Another Christmas present.  
What will they give us next year?  They have given us cannabis.  Now they are giving us brothels.  What will it 
be next?”  I will not be supporting the government’s prostitution legislation. 

I know this matter will be discussed next week, but I hope that if I put this on the table, the government might do 
some homework between this week and next week.  I believe that the government will allow its backbenchers - 
although there are some inequalities between the houses - a conscience vote on daylight saving. 

Mr J.E. McGrath:  I think you’ll find that’s not right. 

Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  The member does not think it will?  I thought the government might allow that for its 
backbenchers.  I have checked with the Western Australian Electoral Commission and discovered that it would 
cost $6 million to hold a referendum this year.  If there is no state election this year - depending on what happens 
in the Corruption and Crime Commission - there will nevertheless be a federal election.  It is possible for the 
government to approach the Australian Electoral Commission about having a referendum on the issue of daylight 
saving as part of the federal election.  It would probably cost the state less than $1 million rather than $6 million, 
provided the government did not want the vote based on Western Australian electorates, accepted the federal 
electoral boundaries, and looked only at whether the vote was at least 51 per cent for either the yes or no vote.  If 
the government was to look only at that question, the state could save $5 million.  That $5 million could go into 
health, education and the police force. 

I do not have much time to talk about health.  It was interesting yesterday that the member for Dawesville did 
not let me know that he would be debating the health system.  I have looked at some of the debate, but I have not 
had an opportunity to go through all the speeches.  It would be a very good idea for the proposed Fiona Stanley 
hospital in the southern suburbs to be initially a 600-bed facility, increasing to 1 000 beds.  Having two 
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moderately sized hospitals of 750 beds is a better idea than some of the other suggestions, including the proposal 
to have one huge hospital in the northern sector. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [4.04 pm]:  The electorate of Nedlands has only one high school, Perth Modern 
School, and within Perth Modern School is the wonderful Graduate College of Dance.  The college has been at 
Perth Modern School for about seven years, but has been in existence in Perth for over 32 years.  The college is 
supported by the Simon Lee Foundation and the Fogarty Foundation.  The state government is understood to be 
relocating the Graduate College of Dance program from Perth Modern School.  I raise this matter because I 
attended a meeting with concerned parents at Perth Modern School a few weeks ago.  I wrote on 26 March to 
Minister McGowan to express their concerns and to find out whether he would in fact keep the Graduate College 
of Dance at that school.  In September 2006 the Department of Education and Training invited the college to 
relocate to the John Curtin College of the Arts, and although the college has moved to ensure that it has acted in 
accordance with the department’s wishes, it is concerned that there may have been a change of mind within the 
department.  Current students and their parents have been advised that students will be able to continue their 
education and training until 2012.  However, this leaves concern for some students in years 5, 6 and 7, as they 
are unable to plan for their education.   
Many students at Perth Modern School live within the electorate of the member for Perth.  I have recently 
spoken to him about this situation.  When I wrote this speech in relation to Perth Modern School, I said I had 
hoped that the member for Perth would be able to persuade his colleague the Minister for Education and 
Training, Hon Mark McGowan, to help the college stay at the school, which is what parents want; that is their 
plan A.  They want the minister to keep the college at the school.  The college is internationally recognised.  I 
have only so many minutes, but I want to put on record my support for the parents.  When I attended the meeting 
with the parents, I was the only local member present.  In fact, John Hyde, the member for Perth, often attends 
graduation ceremonies at the college.  I said to the parents that plan AA might be to contact the member for 
Perth and meet with him, and try to put a bit of pressure on his parliamentary colleague, the Minister for 
Education and Training.  Having spoken to the member for Perth this afternoon and earlier this week on this 
matter, I must say he moved very quickly.  He said that he had the parents here yesterday and that there would be 
a resolution sometime next week.  The parents have another meeting with members of the board next week at the 
minister’s office.  I spoke to the minister in private this afternoon, but he did not give anything away.  I hope that 
the minister will address and allay the concerns of parents at Perth Modern School which is, as I say, technically 
the only high school within the electorate of Nedlands.  The member for Cottesloe has in his electorate most of 
the high schools attended by children from my electorate, including Shenton College, which is on our border. 
I am hopeful that the member for Perth has worked wonders and that the Graduate College of Dance can remain 
at Perth Modern School.  In 2001 the member for Cottesloe, when he was Minister for Education, had a new 
floor installed at the school at a cost of $600 000.  It would be a very great tragedy and a shame for that floor - I 
do not think it can be put anywhere else - 
Mr C.J. Barnett:  The whole building was new. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  The whole building? 
Mr C.J. Barnett:  The whole building was new in 2000. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  In 2000.  The conditions of entry into Perth Modern School are now changing, and instead 
of the emphasis being on people who are identified as being potentially great dancers, the academic record will 
come first.  I pay tribute to Dawn Weller, who is someone I have met since I have been the member for Nedlands 
and visiting Perth Modern School for the past six years.  She is a very graceful, gracious woman, and she brings 
almost 40 years’ experience in international ballet to that college.  It would be a great shame if that program 
could not be retained for those students who are now worried about its future.   
I refer now to something fabulous that happened in the electorate this week.  It was the launch by Prospero 
Productions of the Eco House Challenge, a production that is due to commence on SBS television on 12 April 
this year.  The production company, Prospero Productions, is located at 44 Hubble Street, East Fremantle.  It is 
the same company that produced the feature C.Y. O’Connor shown on ABC television last Sunday evening, 
which was superbly produced.  I had an interest because the last book that my old university book club, which 
meets every couple of months, had on the list to read was C.Y. O’Connor: His Life and Legacy, written by Tony 
Evans.  It is a very moving story.  All the members of the book club who were present at the time were very 
moved by it.  It is a story that needed to be told and needs to be told in Western Australia.  From time to time, all 
members feel the pressure from the media and within the house.  It can cause an enormous strain on people.  It is 
a great tragedy that someone like C.Y. O’Connor, whose far-reaching vision resulted in internationally 
acknowledged huge success, took his life.  That feature on the ABC was produced partly by a young man I met 
some years ago, John McGrath.  I thought it was an excellent production.   
Mr J.E. McGrath:  He’s a good man  
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Ms S.E. WALKER:  Did I say John McGrath; I meant John McCourt.  I retract that reference.   
This Eco House Challenge production involves the Edwards and Shepherd families; one from Nedlands and one 
from Dalkeith.  I understand that, in the series, without warning, their energy and water supplies are turned off, 
their bins are locked, their vehicles are clamped and they are forced to live for 24 hours in an eco shut-down.  
The publicity information about the series states - 

On Eco House Challenge two suburban, Australian families are about to find out what it takes to help 
save the planet.  Over several weeks, while still living their normal lives, the families must radically 
reduce consumption in four eco hot-spots, Energy, Water, Transport and Waste, or face the 
consequences we all face.   
The challenge starts with a bang.  No energy, no water, no vehicles and no waste removal . . .  
For the Edwards family; a large, frugal family led by logistically minded ex-commando Spike and no 
nonsense working Mum, Mary, it’s going to be tough.  With seven in the family, including their elderly 
grandmother, Nonna, consumption is high.  

I met them on Monday night at Scitech.  The Shepherd family is from my electorate.  It continues - 

For the Shepherd family; an affluent family who love the good life, going without is not going to be 
easy.   

They too have several children.  People can log onto a website associated with this program and learn how to cut 
down on consumption in their house.  It is a wonderful idea.  The Edwards family comprises dad, Spike; mum, 
Mary Del Dosso; Branton, 15; Lahra, 11, and Taylah, eight, turning nine.  In the Shepherd family there is dad, 
Cam; mum, Shauna; Mackenzie, 19; Jess, 18; Maddie 15; and Judd 11, turning 12.  People can study the website 
for hints on how to reduce their energy consumption and learn how to contribute towards saving the planet.  It 
will be a very successful program.  The Internet link is www.sbs.com.au/ecohousechallenge, which is linked to 
www.prospero.com.au.  I am very proud that that production is happening in my electorate.  The productions 
coming out of Prospero are absolutely A1, first rate, and I wish them all the very best with that.  

The last thing I will talk about in some detail is a private members’ bill I introduced to change the Heritage of 
Western Australia Act.  Early this year I introduced a bill that inserts section 76A into the Heritage Western 
Australia Act 1990.  The explanatory memorandum attached to the bill states - 

This section applies in circumstances where an interim or permanent entry in the Register of Heritage 
Places is made in respect of land.  The effect of the entry may be to reduce the value of the land, by 
reason of the reduced capacity of the owner to develop the land, or the increased costs associated with 
complying with the requirements of the Act with respect to the land.  Under the current Act the owner 
of an estate or interest in the land in such a case has no right to compensation for any loss in value 
resulting from entry in the Register.  This section addresses this situation by providing that an owner 
whose land has been entered in the register has the right to require the Crown to acquire the owner’s 
estate or interest in the land at a price determined by reference to the value of land before the entry was 
made in the register.  

It is a real travesty of justice that we are members of Parliament, yet we do not have the political will to change 
this act and the injustices that occur under it.  Those injustices were outlined in the original second reading 
speech of this bill in 1990.  I will refer to them because the act is ideologically based.  It is ideologically wrong 
and it is not something I agree with.  I have spoken out about it recently and in the past.  I think it started when I 
became a member with the wholesale signing up to the municipal inventory in Subiaco of virtually all of 
Subiaco.  I helped arrange an enormous public meeting, after which the properties were gradually taken off the 
register.  No Dalkeith houses are on the Heritage Council’s list of registered places in Western Australia.  Gallop 
House may be one, but that is not technically a residence.  In fact, the Heritage Council website does not reveal 
which residences are listed in Western Australia, which I find very strange.  However, I did get a list and I can 
tell my electorate that, as I understand it, not one Dalkeith house is on the heritage list.  Houses are listed on the 
municipal inventory by the council as per the act.  In this Legislative Assembly on 23 August 1990 there was a 
debate on this bill between the then member for Fremantle and the then member for Applecross, Hon Richard 
Lewis.  The member for Fremantle said the following, as justification for the bill - 

It will be further advanced during 1991 when the Fremantle Gaol is decommissioned and added to the 
State’s list of heritage buildings as a useful public community facility.  For some time, the Fremantle 
City Council has considered placing the City of Fremantle under World Heritage listing.   

I raise this because I thought it was interesting that the Fremantle jail was decommissioned.  I presume the state 
paid for it to be brought up to its former glory so that it could be enjoyed as a tourist attraction.  However, that 
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could not be done for the Sunset site.  Can members imagine the government flogging off land around the 
Fremantle jail and claiming $15 million out of the proceeds for health?  It is exactly the same sort of issue.   

When this bill was debated, the member for Applecross said on behalf of the then opposition - 

It should be understood from the outset the Opposition unequivocally supports this legislation and 
accepts its principles. 

. . .  So, let it be known that the Opposition supports heritage legislation.  . . .  

Also, any such heritage legislation must be fair and equitable to all people concerned,   

This bill is not.  He went on to say - 

The legislation does not recognise the property rights of people nor does it lay down that those rights 
should be protected at all times.  In recent years the property rights of Western Australians have been 
diminished or eroded by the intrusion of legislation and regulations.  The time has come when the 
Government must recognise that people who own property have rights that go with the ownership of 
that property and that those rights should not, by the stroke of a pen, be diminished in any way - 

They are diminished at the moment by the stroke of a pen - 

and should not be removed in the public interest.  Without compensation the point is that if the public or 
the State is of the opinion that a person’s property rights should be diminished or, indeed, that a 
property would better serve the public to be in public ownership, the public should be expected to pay 
for those rights which have been sequestered from the owner.   

This legislation does not fully recognise people’s property rights, particularly when their rights are 
removed by a conservation order without any compensation for the loss of those rights. . . . 
Unfortunately this Bill does not recognise that those rights exist and it does not in any way put in place 
the necessary machinery for such compensation to be paid. 

Nothing has changed.  I see the member for Maylands is in the house.  When the Subiaco problem arose, I 
remember that the member for Maylands did not help protect those people’s rights.  In fact, the member could 
not even comprehend that many of those people in Subiaco had mortgages.  They worked all day and while they 
were out a student went around and put a tick in a box and put their homes on the inventory and devalued their 
land.  It is disheartening for people because everyone aspires to getting ahead.  When I say “get ahead”, I mean 
that people do not want to have a mortgage on their houses.  We are all required these days to fund our 
retirement.  The house is their retirement.  What happened?  The then make-up of the Subiaco City Council 
decided it would adopt a blanket cover.  It caused an uproar.  That was the first time it happened in my 
electorate.  It goes back to when this act first came into the house.  It needs a complete overhaul.  I am pleased 
that the member for Midland, the now Minister for Heritage, has said that there will be a review.  She has done 
that because I brought in a private member’s bill to ensure that when people buy a home that is not heritage 
listed - even if it is on the municipal inventory one can still apply to have it demolished - and somebody 
anonymously, secretly and furtively nominates the property under the act, the owners have a right to be 
compensated.  The comments made by the member for Fremantle about whether a person should be 
compensated are very telling. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  He did not appear to have any compassion at all.  I will go back to the legislation because 
this is Labor ideology.  I think the member for Applecross was arguing with him about the fact there was no 
compensation.  The member for Fremantle said - 

In my short period in this Parliament one of the things I regret is the lack of application of members’ 
intellect to the questions before them.  One of the things to which I am committed as a new member in 
this place - I have spoken to the newest member, the member for Cottesloe, about this - is that there is a 
lack of intellectual rigour in the way in which matters are debated in this Parliament.  Too often 
interjections and comments which are thrown across the House are boofheaded in their nature and we 
should be addressing the issues before the House.  I want to address the issue of compensation . . .  

Further on he said -  

It comes back to the question I posed at the outset:  Whether the State should assume the responsibility 
for everything that makes up our society or whether responsibility lies with individuals. 

He goes on to say - 
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The question of the 42 days in the balancing process when looking at the necessity for preserving our 
heritage is a small price to pay.  I do not believe that every price ever paid by a member of society 
ought to be compensated for by the Government.  Quite simply, if a 42 day stop work order exists there 
should be no compensation, although I am happy to acknowledge that some loss might be incurred by 
the person in those circumstances.  However, not every loss should be compensated for because a 
bigger and better good is at stake. 

Mr Lewis:  Who benefits from a property put on the heritage list? 

Mr McGINTY:  Society as a whole. . . . I think that we, as responsible members of society, all have a 
responsibility to contribute to its betterment.   

So it does not matter what the people are earning or that they are finding it hard to make ends meet.  If they are 
doing that for the betterment of society as a whole, they should be the ones that bear the burden.  I do not think 
so.  I believe it is totally wrong that we should suddenly decide ideologically that we want to confiscate 
someone’s property, and it is a case of tough luck, Jack, it is for society’s betterment.  That is why I have 
introduced my private member’s bill.  This is long overdue.  The act has caused people a lot of hardship; more 
recently it has caused grievous hardship to people in my electorate.   

After my private member’s bill was introduced, I received a letter from a lawyer at Hotchkin Hanly.  I want to 
read some of what he said about the bill because he practises in this area.  He made some suggestions that I want 
to put on the record because I think if there is to be a review, he is an expert.  He wrote to me without my 
initiating it and set out in detail what he thought should happen in relation to the Heritage Act.  He says - 

The proposed section 76A -  

That is my amendment - 

should prescribe the basis upon which the value is to be determined, to avoid any ambiguity about the 
proposed contract price.  For example, in the face of the Explanatory Memorandum, it would seem that 
the date at which the property is to be valued is a date prior to registration.  However, the date of any 
valuation should be the date of acquisition, so that the vendor is able to re-enter the same property 
market without loss.  In a rising market, if the property is valued at a date before registration, then the 
vendor will suffer such a loss that there would be little or no point in requiring the Crown to purchase 
the property. 

(2) The value to be determined should be current market value without regard to any heritage 
constraints.  The proposed section 76A(3)(b) refers to “a value”, which leaves open the question of 
precisely what value is intended. 

(3) The Bill does not make it clear that the right to require the Crown to acquire property is a right 
exercisable by any person who had their property on the Register before the date of legislation.  In 
our view, there is no reason, in fairness, why there should be a distinction between those people 
who have suffered as a result of entry on the Register before the amendment and those who would 
otherwise have suffered after the amendment. 

(4) There is no mechanism for identifying a valuer to actually determine the current market value of 
the property. 

He suggests certain processes that should be followed, and I will send this to the minister because I think it 
would be of benefit to her in relation to a review of the act.  He goes on as follows - 

One of the real difficulties with the current legislation is that there is no connection between any entry 
on a Municipal Inventory and any decision by the Heritage Council of Western Australia in light of that 
entry.  The Heritage Council can register any property even if it is not on the Municipal Inventory and 
can ignore any view expressed in a Municipal Inventory regarding the heritage significance of any 
property. 

He has more to say but I am cognisant of the time.   

I want to refer to an article, “Property Rights in Western Australia:  Time for a Changed Direction”, by Louise 
Staley from the Institute of Public Affairs.  At page 6 she says - 

A just society does not confiscate people’s property without compensation.  A just society does not 
restrict the use and devalue people’s property without compensation.  A just society treats everyone, 
rich and powerful or poor and weak, the same in the eyes of the law.  Under these criteria, Western 
Australia is no longer a just society.   

A fair system is based on four principles:  consistency, openness, compensation, and right of appeal. 
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There is no right of appeal in relation to the Heritage Council.  I find it gives very whimsical decisions. 

In the remaining minutes I want to refer to a person, whom I will call owner B, who bought a house from owner 
A and onsold to owner C.  When owner B bought from owner A, the house was on the municipal inventory.  On 
the day of the auction, the auctioneer circulated a document saying that an application could still be made for 
demolition.  When owner B onsold to owner C, he suddenly found that the house had been secretly nominated.  I 
will not go into who nominated it.  However, he said that I could read out this letter.  I think it is quite sad and 
quite tragic really.  The property belonged to someone who was quite prominent in the community, so he applied 
for a demolition licence.  He states - 

To date I have been advised by Staff of City of Nedlands that it is a mere formality to obtain the licence 
required by the Buyer who has made an Offer on . . .  

His home - 

and upon this advise and time frames given I signed a offer and acceptance to sell the property while at 
the same time purchasing another property 

I was then asked to supply a historical assessment for Councils archives and was advised that the permit 
to be granted was conditional upon council receiving the assessment, when I delivered the assessment, 
which cost me $1100-00 I was advised that the matter would be dealt with on the 23/05/06 and to be 
tabled for a full council meeting . . .  

I looked at those minutes.  It is unbelievable that when a person applies for a demolition licence, he must do this.  
I go to the council minutes of 27 June 2006, which state - 

the applicant commissioning a recognised heritage consultant to undertake a full heritage 
assessment of the house prior to commencement of any demolition work.  The assessment to 
include historic and physical evidence, measured drawings and a photographic record of the 
existing building and inchoate fabric to archival and Heritage Council of Western Australia 
(HCWA) standards.  A copy of the Assessment to be made available to the City of Nedlands - 
Local History Collection and the Heritage Council of Western Australia; 

I think it is disgraceful that the City of Nedlands is putting this on people.  Other councils want just a photo.  The 
letter continues - 

I was issued a letter from the previous owner . . . before I bought the property stating that my rights to 
alter and Demolish are not effected . . .  

The point I am making here is that the vendor at the time of sale made it a point that there was no 
objection from any one to the property being altered or demolished, . . .  

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  I remind the member that she should not read the whole 
letter. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I am not reading the whole letter.  I have actually sliced some out, and I do not have much 
time.  I am getting to the point.  It continues - 

It is one thing to save a house from demolition by buying it, quite an other matter to sell it with rights to 
Alter and Demolish and then to undermine those rights, . . . it is costing me $4000-00 per week while 
awaiting the granting, which equates to approximately $54,000 to date and counting. 

That is what members of Parliament have done with this act.  Some people say that he can afford it.  No.  
Everybody could afford it, I suppose, if they wanted to take out a mortgage.  It continues - 

You can understand my disappointment, since these undue financial burdens seemed to be never ending 

. . . because of all this stress my wife health will definitely not be improved, she was diagnosed with a 
Severe Pulmery Artery problem and now has a possible Heart and Lung Transplant hanging over her 
and must be kept free of stress at all times 

He did not want to keep the house, because his wife could not go up and down the stairs.  I cannot read all the 
letter because of time.  However, he ends with - 

As we are not prominent citizens I can only hope that fairness and commonsense will prevail, I await a 
favourable response so that I can get on with my life, conclude the sale of our property, pay of my 
bridging loan and look after my sick wife who has nothing very bright other then a possible hassle free 
limited time to look forward to while awaiting out comes of ever ongoing health tests. 

People in this place did this.  They are responsible, because they all know that this is going on and they do not do 
anything about it.  That is the truth.  This sort of thing has been going on for a long time.  It has been going on 
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with the Empire Games home.  I have an editorial from The West Australian of 29 July 2003, headed “Home 
owners have rights too”, which states - 

The WA Heritage Council has found that the former Empire Games village area there is likely to have 
cultural heritage significance. 

It is people in this place who are doing this to all Western Australians.  It is as simple as that.  I want to make 
sure that the minister brings on this review and that people who own property in Western Australia have their 
rights protected and do not have to go through the incredible grief that they go through because members in this 
place do not have the political will to correct the situation.  We sit in this place, in our ivory tower, and we do not 
want to know what is going on outside in the real world.  The member for Maylands was the heritage minister 
and so was the member for Fremantle.  The only justification that parliamentarians have given is that it is for the 
betterment of society as a whole - ideological claptrap!  It is cruel.  I think it borders on being evil - it does 
border on being evil.  I do not know how much that man had to pay in the end.  At a point he was paying 
$54 000, plus the $1 100 that the Nedlands city council made him pay.  If the Nedlands city council wants that 
sort of detail, it should ask the ratepayers whether that is appropriate. 

The fact is that only two houses have been nominated of which I am aware.  There are no houses in Dalkeith or 
Nedlands on the Heritage Council’s register.  I hope that every politician in this place will support a change of 
this act so that ordinary Western Australians do not have to go through the rubbish that those people have gone 
through as a result of former politicians and some politicians who are still in this house bringing in this shocking 
piece of legislation. 

MR J.C. KOBELKE (Balcatta - Leader of the House) [4.35 pm]:  I rise slowly as I am acting on behalf of the 
Treasurer and I will, therefore, close the debate.  However, I will respond to some of the issues that have been 
raised, particularly by the member for Vasse.  He spoke about the target that the Treasurer set when he was in 
opposition with regard to the Treasurer’s advance.  Clearly, that is a political point, and the member for Vasse 
will use every opportunity to score points because of that being breached in certain years.  However, it needs to 
be put in context.  When the current Treasurer made that comment back in 1999 or 2000, the economy was not 
going as it is now.  In fact, when we came to government at the start of 2001, the state economy was shrinking.  
Therefore, it is a very different environment, with the growth and expansion of the economy, which makes it 
difficult to predict where the expenditure will go. 

The member for Vasse also commented on the increase in the number of staff in the public sector.  I will make a 
few comments on that.  The member said that he had not seen an increase in the level of service.  By interjection, 
I indicated that we could look at a range of criteria, whether it be class sizes, the clear-up rate of police and the 
lower crime rate, the reduced waiting times in our hospitals or the incredible increase in the number of people 
having procedures in our hospitals.  Clearly, there has been a magnificent increase in services that the extra 
officers are delivering. 

The member also alluded to the fact that he had been provided with the number of nurses, but the total increase 
in staff in the health area was much bigger than that.  Of course, there are nursing aides and all the other people 
who must work on the wards.  Therefore, it is not just a matter of nurses.  Again, in education, although there has 
been a considerable increase in the number of teachers, there has been a huge increase in the number of teacher 
assistants, who are clearly necessary to help in the classroom. 

The member for Vasse also commented on commonwealth-state financial arrangements.  I believe that what he 
said concurs with what the government is saying and made good sense.  Although he acknowledges that there is 
a real problem, I think he was trying to find an excuse for not putting his shoulder to the wheel by saying that he 
did not have confidence in certain things the Treasurer was doing, and on that basis he did not find it easy to 
actually assist Western Australia.  That is a pretty strange argument when we all know there is a major problem 
in state-commonwealth financial relationships.  The beneficiaries of improving those relationships would be the 
people of Western Australia.  Therefore, regardless of what excuse might be used with regard to certain other 
taxation matters, there clearly is a need to make sure that we take the fight up to Canberra, and, as the Treasurer 
has said many times, we welcome the support of the opposition in trying to take up that fight.  In fact, the current 
Treasurer will bring in tax relief of some $3.3 billion between 2003-04 and 2009-10.  A whole range of taxes 
have been abolished or reduced.  Of course, a budget surplus is absolutely crucial in meeting the capital works 
program of the state.  We have a capital works program of some $19 billion in the budgets for 2006-07 through 
to 2009-10.  A huge amount of work needs to be done.  Of course, while we are doing that work, we must make 
sure that the state continues to expand and that it continues to have a very strong economy.  It is things like that 
that are done by the government, based on its surplus, that enable the state’s economy to go as well as it is going. 
Other members spoke more generally about matters relating to their electorates.  I will not seek to address those.  
However, the member for Vasse concentrated very much on matters relating to the bill and how they were 
reflected in the economy. 
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I thank members for their contributions to the debate.  I give an undertaking that the Treasurer, who is away at a 
ministerial conference today, will be here next week when we go into consideration in detail.  The member for 
Vasse at least has some detailed questions that he wishes to have answered.  I would have been prepared to do 
that today with the assistance of Treasury officials, but I am sure that the Treasurer will do it more ably than I 
could, so we will leave that until some time next week.  On that basis, I trust that we will approve the second 
readings of these two bills, but leave further matters until next week. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Did you address my issues? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  No, I did not. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Why not? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  Because they did not go specifically to Treasury matters. 

Mr R.F. Johnson:  Of course they did. 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The member used the opportunity to engage in a general debate.   

Mr R.F. Johnson:  The Treasurer was the one who instigated the State Supply Commission’s investigation of 
the Department of Corrective Services and part of the Attorney General’s department because inappropriate 
payments were made and incorrect records were kept.  Further, incorrect information was given to this 
Parliament.  That was done on the instruction of the Treasurer.   

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  The member for Hillarys raises a valid matter.  What I am putting to the member is that 
we are dealing with Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bills Nos 5 and 6.  I sought to respond to matters that 
relate directly to those bills.  The member quite rightly raised certain issues because it is a general debate and 
because they have financial implications that involve the Treasurer.  I do not see them tied directly to the 
substance of the legislation that we are dealing with.  Therefore, it is open for the member to pursue those 
matters through a range of different channels.  

Mr R.F. Johnson:  We do not know that for sure, do we? 

Mr J.C. KOBELKE:  I am fairly confident that that is the case.  I accept that what the member raised is valid.  
He had every right to raise that matter under the standing orders.  Further, because of the significance of the 
matter, I would have expected him to raise it.  The matter deserves to be taken up by the appropriate minister.  I 
do not see it sitting specifically with the bills that are now before the house.  

Question put and passed.  

Bill (Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) Bill (No.5) 2006) read a second time. 
 


