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PREMIER’S STATEMENT 
Consideration - Motion 

Resumed from 20 March on the following question - 
That the Premier’s Statement be noted. 

MS S.E. WALKER (Nedlands) [2.48 pm]:  I wish to address a major issue in my electorate relating to the 
government’s plan to put King Edward Memorial Hospital and Princess Margaret Hospital at the Sir Charles 
Gairdner Hospital site, the QEII Medical Centre.  Before I do that, I wish to address a couple of matters to the 
Minister for Planning and Infrastructure that have been raised with me by constituents.  One constituent is from 
the member for Churchlands’ electorate.  They relate to their experiences at the vehicle inspection centre.  I 
wonder if the minister would mind staying to listen to what this woman had to say, because I think the minister 
would help her. 
Mr J.N. Hyde:  No. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  The member for Perth says no and the minister is leaving. 
The woman said in her letter - 
 Dear Madam, 
 I have just returned from a most - 
Several members interjected. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  Would members like to listen to what this woman has to say?  She states -  

 I have just returned from a most harrowing, humiliating and embarrassing experience. 

 I needed to attend the Vehicle Inspections Centre on the corner of Bronte and Plain Streets.  This is the 
nearest such facility to my home.  Others are situated in Kelmscott, Midland, O’Connor, Warwick and 
Welshpool. 

 People at the West Perth Licensing Centre advised me to be there early as each examination takes 
around 30 minutes and there are usually long queues of cars waiting for service.  I arrived there at 0645 
AM, and there were already some 30 vehicles lined up.  The first one had been since 0130 AM..   

Because I knew there would be a long wait, I took the precaution not to eat or drink anything before 
going there.  Yet, nothing prepared me for the real state of things.  When the doors opened at 0730AM 
and vehicle inspections commenced I was able to enter the office and saw a notice:-  

“No Public Toilets are available at this Vehicle Inspection Centre.” 

There were no alternative options suggested.   

Despite my careful fast that morning, towards 1130AM (nearly 5 hours later) things began to be rather 
acute.  I managed to buttonhole one of the attending inspectors, who only repeated what I had learned 
from a sign dealing with toilet facilities.   

When things became even more pressing, I decided to take a chance on leaving my vehicle and losing 
my place in the line.  I went across to the Police Department (previously a School Building) through the 
Bronte St gate, being certain that there would be toilets there in the yard.   
When I finally found somebody to speak to, I was informed that I could only enter if I had a Pass, 
which was obtainable at the front Wellington St entrance to the building.   
I was literally bursting at this stage, and losing aliquots of liquid -  

The woman who wrote this letter is a doctor.  I am not sure whether she is a doctor of medicine, but she is a 
highly educated woman -  

in my undergarments.  But I walked round, climbed the numerous steps in my dire circumstances, and 
on the way noted a sign proclaiming that wheelchair access to the building was available from the 
Bronte St entrance, which was just where I’d come from.   
I found the man on the reception desk sympathetic, but he explained that there were no Passes to be 
had, and since he was alone, he could not escort me to the conveniences.  I waited for as long as I could 
for somebody else to turn up and provide the necessary escort service, but to no avail.   
Finally, in desperation I walked across Plain Street to the Don Aitken Building of the Main Works 
Department.  Feeling sure that there would be something there I could use.   
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The two receptioniste ladies were also sympathetic, but impressed upon me that there were no Public 
Toilets in the building.   

That is appalling.  The letter continues -  
At this stage I just cried out, ”ANY toiled will do!”  One then escorted me to the nearest toilet, and 
kindly waited outside until I had come out.   
Now I was not alone in this sorry saga.  Another elderly member, who was on elbow-crutches, was 
given a similar run-around.   
The only silver lining in this whole dark cloud was the compassion of my fellow men that did not let me 
lose my place in the queue.  Yet many commiserated, and described the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure in most unflattering terms for being so insensitive to the needs of basic necessities, in 
such compelling circumstances.   
I would conclude that we, the public, are prepared to accept delays and long waits, where these are 
unavoidable, but it is not human to deny these people their basic needs.  We can supply our own 
sandwiches, and drinks, but it is too much to ask to bring our own potties!   
I had seriously thought of going behind a tree in the Park opposite, but given our Western attitude 
toward men who relieve themselves in public, and the Police Department within a couple of hundred 
meters distance, it was not a sensible option. 
So please alert the Minister to provide comfort facilities, at least in this situation.  I would be most 
grateful if she would give this her immediate attention.   

The Minister for Planning and Infrastructure left the chamber a while ago.  That is what she thinks about women 
in Western Australia.   
I also received an email from a person who came to Western Australia from the eastern states.  It reads -  
 We are new arrivals to Perth having been transferred by Defence.  We are obliged to register our 

vehicles in this state.  However, the system employed here is like no other part of the country.  It is 
similar to the Unite Arab Emirates although their system does have a few more efficiencies.  In Perth, 
you cannot book an appointment to register your car.  You are obliged to wait in a queue which could 
mean half an hour or half a day depending on how many sorry souls happen to beat you to the queue.  I 
have been told on good autority, if you’re half hour or more inspection reveals a defect than you will 
need to revisit the registration centre after having the defect fixed.  Again, you cannot prebook and the 
only advice from the registration staff, is to have a good book handy. 

 Now, the staff are doing their best as per the Department’s requirements.  The problem is, not everyone 
can afford the unreasonable amount of time one would need to set aside in order to be processed. 

 In other States, the system is commercialised to the extent that authorised testing stations are able to not 
only inspect your vehicle as a commercial agent for State Governmnt, but fix any defects at the same 
time.  You simply take or mail the inspection paperwork to the Registration authorities for processing. 

 Can you or your colleagues do anything to influence he infusion of some common sense within the 
current government so that this “hidden” but growing situation can be better managed to the mutual 
benefit of the State tax payers and new Westralians? 

After receiving those letters from members of the public, I decided to read them out in Parliament.  Installing 
toilets at the licensing centre is pretty basic.  Let us hope that the minister can do that. 

Mr A.D. McRae interjected.   

Ms S.E. WALKER:  Given his recent trip to the CCC, I would have thought that the member for Riverton 
would not have raised his voice in this place for some time.   

I move now to an important issue that this government has failed to address.  I refer to its policy on the Queen 
Elizabeth II Medical Centre.  The government plans to adopt the Reid report recommendation of moving 
Princess Margaret Hospital for Children and King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women to the Queen 
Elizabeth II Medical Centre site.  The opposition shadow Minister for Health has advised me that the centre has 
650 beds and that Princess Margaret Hospital and King Edward Memorial Hospital have 250 beds each.  Over 
time, 1 500 beds will be located at the QEII site.  I will paint members a big picture of the area surrounding the 
QEII site.  Hollywood Private Hospital, which is planning extensions, is near the QEII site, as are the new dental 
hospital, the Niche Centre, the new cancer centre and the Lions Eye Institute.  I had an appointment at the Lions 
Eye Institute about 18 months ago.  I had to ring and cancel my appointment after failing to find a car park on 
the day.  The opposition shadow Minister for Health is nodding.  There are no car parks anywhere in that area.  
There is a lot of traffic on Monash Avenue.  I have met with some of my constituents, many of whom are highly 
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educated and retired from the medical profession.  The shadow Minister for Health has agreed to meet with them 
shortly to discuss the issue.  It must be addressed as a transport issue.  The government must be attacked about 
this proposed development, because transport needs are simply not being addressed or met.  I will demonstrate 
why that is so.  The QEII site, which currently has 650 beds, cannot meet current parking requirements.  
Certainly the other organisations in the area cannot accommodate visitors to the area.  My electorate office is off 
Monash Avenue and I struggle to get a car park.  Residents in the area also struggle to get a car park.   

The government’s plan to relocate PMH and King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women to that site came about 
after the Health Reform Committee, which was appointed in 2003 to develop a vision for the Western Australian 
health system while ensuring that the growth of the health budget was sustainable, handed down its report.  That 
report became known as the Reid report.  Relevant to this debate is the report’s executive summary, which states 
that the Western Australian hospital system arose in an ad hoc, unplanned and uncoordinated way.  It also states 
that if that continued, we would be paying lip-service to the importance of primary and community-based care or 
rewarding financial mismanagement through budget enhancements.  I do not know whether any of those 
assumptions have been proved.  I am not the shadow Minister for Health.  However, I have attempted to arrive at 
some sort of understanding of this issue on behalf of my constituents and the public of Western Australia.  The 
report also states that investment is needed to assist people to navigate the health system.  I say that investment is 
needed to assist people to navigate the transport system.  I will reveal the figures that were prepared for me after 
extensive research.  If a person wants to take his children, parents, friends or relatives to that hospital, he will 
have to be prepared to travel a long time in the heat.  The Reid report states that the navigation includes 
technology to facilitate the movement of information through the health system; that is, Reid is concerned with 
the movement of information through the health system.  There is nothing in the report about the movement of 
people to and from the hospital; it refers only to the movement of information.  It is about electronic health 
records and unique patient identification.  It states that because of this there will be a significant reconfiguration 
of hospital services in Western Australia directed by poor planning decisions.  Royal Perth Hospital is located in 
the middle of the city and King Edward Memorial Hospital and Princess Margaret Hospital for Children are 
located near public transport.  Reference is made to the 2003-04 health budget, which was $3 billion.  The cost 
of the vision will be $1.5 billion over 13 years.  Recommendation 29 refers to one hospital being located north of 
the river, whereas currently there are two.  RPH and Queen Elizabeth II Medical Centre are considered to be 
rivals.  The Reid report outlines the preferences - which I will not go into because I have only 18 minutes left in 
which to speak - and states why Reid believes King Edward Memorial Hospital and Princess Margaret Hospital 
for Children should be located at QEII and also why they should not be.  No mention is made of the Shenton 
Park annex that is available for this government to use for the King Edward Memorial Hospital and Princess 
Margaret Hospital.  No mention is made of how the people of Western Australia will get there.  

I will provide members with an example of what the public is thinking.  I read an article from my local 
newspaper Claremont-Nedlands Post  recently.  I did not attend the meeting referred to in it, although my name 
was mentioned and it was said that I approved of this plan.  I attended a briefing but knew nothing about the 
transport issue.  The plan is to put both of these hospitals on a single site, but no planning has been done for 
transport.  We are told that it will be worked out and that everyone will be able to get to the site by public 
transport.  We are told not to worry about it and that members of the public can catch a bus or a train or walk.  
We are told that someone who is ill with a sick child can park miles away and walk there because we encourage 
walking in this state.  The article says that at the public meeting, Dr Russell-Weisz, who is the Health 
Department chief executive at QEII for the north metropolitan area, said that parking areas around the area and at 
the University of Western Australia were already full.  He said also that his work had encouraged staff to use 
public transport and that patients and staff would have to catch a train, bus or shuttle bus to work.  That was in 
response to an initiative to encourage people to use public transport to reduce traffic by 30 per cent.  Some 
patients, especially in the northern and eastern suburbs, may have to use three transport modes.  Consultant  
Carol Jelly, who attended the meeting, said that worldwide studies indicated that public transport worked.  
However, residents at the meeting cried out, “But we’re in Australia.”  Everyone who lives here knows it is very 
hard to get around by public transport in Western Australia.  When one resident asked where people will park if 
they cannot find a car park, Dr Russell-Weisz replied that there will not be parking at the hospital and that the 
public will use public transport.  How ridiculous is that? 

When Professor Reid produced his vision that has been adopted by this government, not one member of the 
government talked about the 1 600 patients who will be there or about their families, relatives and visitors.  
Anyone who has been to QEII knows that one must walk a fair way to get from the car park to the building.  A 
bus picks up patients for the Oncology department.  I have been on it with a patient. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  You have to walk just as far from Royal Perth. 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I will provide a comparison.  I am advised by a reliable source that the Minister for 
Planning and Infrastructure has refused several times to build a multistorey car park at Sir Charles Gairdner 
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Hospital.  I ask members to consider an airport.  People at airports carry luggage.  Therefore, governments of the 
day have decided that the people with heavy luggage need help to get from the car park to the airport.  The 
Victorian government has built a multistorey car park at the airport.  When catching a plane in Victoria, people 
drive to the car park and then can use a travelator that helps them with their heavy luggage.  People get there as 
quickly as they can.  The Victorian government helps travellers, but the Western Australian government does not 
want to help people who are ill in this way.  The government must have some vision.  I am not saying that I 
came up with this vision.  I have met with some very intelligent people, who have put these proposals to me. 

Mr A.D. McRae:  That would explain it! 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I thank the member for Riverton.  I am talking about intelligence, which I do not believe is 
one of the member’s strong points.  Let us read the CCC transcript. 

[Member’s time extended.] 

Ms S.E. WALKER:  I have asked someone to prepare for me a document to show how patients, visitors or 
someone with a sick child will get to QEII.  Some of those people probably live in Labor members’ electorates.  
The member for Armadale lives in Mt Lawley.  The government is saying that someone with a sick child will 
have to catch public transport.   For example, a parent and a sick child who lived in Ashby and who woke up at 
8.00 am and needed to get to PMH would get to QEII in one hour and 38 minutes.  They would begin their 
journey at the corner of Carosa and Conti Streets and walk for 1.3 kilometres to catch the No 468 bus to 
Whitfords station.  They would then catch a train to Stirling station and the No 99 bus to QEII.  If they were 
going now to King Edward by public transport, they would have to walk 1.3 kilometres to catch the No 468 bus 
to Whitfords station, take the train to Perth railway station, catch another train to Daglish station and, finally, 
they would have to walk for half a kilometre to King Edward.  The shortest possible journey time would be one 
hour and 45 minutes.  The government does not want people driving their cars to take their sick babies, children 
or elderly people; the government wants them to use public transport.  From Reilly Way in Greenwood, people 
would catch the No 447 bus to Warwick station where the train would take them to Stirling station where they 
would catch the No 99 bus to QEII.  The shortest possible journey for a mother with a sick child would be one 
hour and eight minutes.  If their destination was King Edward now, they would have to catch the No 447 bus to 
Warwick station, take a train to Perth Central Station, a separate train to Daglish station and then walk half a 
kilometre to KEMH.  The shortest possible journey time would be one hour.  If they began their journey from 
Amberton Lane in Girrawheen, they would catch the No 372 bus to the Mirrabooka bus station, then the No 870 
bus to the Wellington Street bus station and walk for 600 metres to St Georges Terrace.  The mother would tell 
the child, “Don’t worry, even if it is stinking hot.  We must take public transport.”  From Australia Square they 
would catch the No 103 bus to QEII.  The journey from Girrawheen is one hour and 38 minutes.  If they wanted 
to go now to King Edward, they would need to walk for 600 metres to catch the No 344 bus to Warwick station 
to catch a train to Perth Central Station where they would catch another train to Daglish station before walking 
500 metres to KEMH.  The shortest possible journey time is one hour and 45 minutes.  A person from the 
Hazelmere caravan park with gallbladder trouble or appendicitis would have to catch the No 294 bus to Midland 
station to catch a train to Perth station and then catch another train to Shenton Park and the No 99 bus to QEII.  
The shortest possible journey time is one hour and eight minutes.  To get to King Edward from Hazelmere 
caravan park by public transport it is necessary to catch the No 492 bus to Midland station to get on the train to 
Perth Central before catching a separate train to Daglish, followed by a 500-metre walk.   

According to my researcher, all the examples of journeys I have provided would commence at 8.00 am on 
weekdays.  They assume that all the services would run on time and that no connections would be missed when 
running with a sick child or an elderly parent in the three minutes available to make the connection.  It assumes 
also that the people are fit enough to walk at the pace of a healthy person and that there are no impediments such 
as prams, children or infirmed relatives.  This data is correct as at 20 March 2007.  Someone has looked at these 
calculations for me and has refined them.  For access to Princess Margaret Hospital for Children by public 
transport during weekday mornings, the yellow CAT bus from Perth Central Station provides the quickest 
journey from all the previously mentioned locations.  Longer public transport journey times are likely during 
evenings and weekends.  From the above information, it is obvious that most persons needing to access QEII, 
King Edward or Princess Margaret will use a private car if that is possible.  The expansion of the facilities on the 
QEII site would require good access and parking.   
I have been asked to ask all metropolitan politicians to consider the impact on their constituents of constraining 
them to use public transport rather than cars when these constituents need to utilise QEII.  I ask members on the 
Labor government’s side to look at these calculations because a campaign will be running in their electorates.  
How would people in their electorates get to Princess Margaret Hospital for Children and King Edward 
Memorial Hospital?  There is parking there, but the government is saying that it will shift King Edward and 
Princess Margaret hospitals and encourage people to use public transport. 
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Mr A.D. McRae interjected. 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  We know that the member for Riverton has self-interest.  I am giving government 
members the solution.  I am advised that Hollywood Private Hospital has already commenced its next expansion 
stage and is due to be completed around 2008-09.  That will give it 500 beds, the same as Sir Charles Gairdner 
Hospital, more operating theatres, a multistorey car park - which shows the Hollywood developers have brains - 
and a new medical specialist centre to be constructed along Monash Avenue.  Increasing numbers of day surgery 
cases mean increasing car trips as each patient has to leave day surgery with a carer.  Although QEII planning 
consultants are espousing the advantages of limiting private vehicle access and parking on the QEII site, the 
adjacent Hollywood Private Hospital has a policy of providing free on-site parking for its staff and has obtained 
all the necessary approvals for its multistorey car park with access from Monash Avenue.  The important point is 
a sharing of internal and access roads. 
I stress that my personal view is that these residents basically have no objection to the theory of King Edward 
and Princess Margaret hospitals going on that site, but they say that the government is putting the cart before the 
horse and not thinking about transport for patients.  It is true that Western Australia has a very strong connection 
there, but the University of Western Australia also should be supporting this proposal.  I am advised that a 
possible solution is for the Nedlands city council and the WA Planning Commission to have authority to force 
both Hollywood Private Hospital and the QEII Medical Centre into a collaborative sharing of internal roads and 
access to both their sites from Winthrop Avenue to reduce the traffic impact on Monash Avenue at Smyth and 
Aberdare Roads, but no such action appears to have been contemplated.  It appears that consultants at both QEII 
and Hollywood Private Hospital operate independently of each other within the geographical boundaries of each 
site.  I must say that I have always had a very good relationship with Hollywood Private Hospital and I am in no 
way impugning its reputation.  I am hoping that by raising these issues the government will spend some time and 
energy addressing the transport needs of Western Australians for access to this major hospital.  The government 
needs to consider medical services planning in this area on a more coordinated scale than the micro needs of 
each individual institution. 
I also want to say that the residents in my electorate support the retention of Royal Perth Hospital.  It needs to be 
retained, as the provision of emergency and general specialist services will be needed well into the future given 
the expansion of the WA population.  The Shenton Park rehabilitation hospital site could be another solution.  It 
seems to have more area and better access by train and bus than does the QEII site.  Building replacement 
hospitals there for King Edward and PMH could proceed with minimal destruction to the present medical 
services.  This site should be thoroughly investigated before the government commits to further exacerbating the 
QEII site problems.  I have a map with me produced by a very learned person with a medical background who 
conducted this research and is very good at making maps and doing calculations. 
I have been asked to raise the financial considerations of the sale of land occupied by Royal Perth, King Edward 
and Princess Margaret hospitals, which will contribute a little towards the construction of new facilities.  QEII 
cannot readily be sold, as the University of Western Australia shares the land and owns buildings upon it, 
including the medical school and dental buildings.  I am advised that the land uses for QEII are administered by 
the QEII Medical Centre Trust under a separate act, and trust members include senior university representatives.  
University medical researchers see many advantages to them of having a major hospital expansion on the same 
site as UWA’s medical school facilities, as it will enhance their international reputations.  Whether this is in the 
interests of the Western Australian public may be of debate, as there are efficiency disadvantages when hospitals 
become too large. 
I actually support the promotion of the University of Western Australia’s research capabilities and I support the 
development of this site, particularly the UWA medical school.  However, when looking at it from this angle, 
this government must consider the transport problems of Western Australians.  It is simply not good enough that 
governments can build airports so that healthy people and their luggage can be moved through quickly but 
cannot build hospitals so that sick people and their relatives can get themselves to a hospital ward.  It is simply 
not acceptable when it is put in that way.  I have had many emails and letters from residents about this matter.  I 
will read one email from a highly qualified doctor - 

The issues are , and always will be, the need for a dedicated traffic access to the QEII site which does 
not use Monash as the access road.  It is too narrow , too residential and heavily used by the following 
hospitals -Qe11, OCWA, Crawford Lodge, Hollywood Private Hospital , Hollywood senior Citizens 
hospital , and a Medical Specialist Centre.  There are also two schools and the only exit from Hampden 
Rd accessing Monash Avenue.  There is limited capacity for widening it.  Hardy and Kanimbla are 
becoming a rat run for traffic avoiding teh lights at Monash.  They are narrow roads in residential areas 
and heavily parked out already. 
The second totally non-negotiable issue is teh need for QE11 to build several multi-storey carparks on 
their own land and connected to the hospital like they do at airports.  In the past , Alannah McT has 
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refused the previous QE11 STructural Committee (under Judge Geoff Kennedy) plan to do both these 
things.   

She raised in her email the issue of people going to the oncology ward there having to arrive several hours earlier 
so that they can get to their appointment.  She said - 

Do you know cancer patients having appointments or radiotherapy go there several hours early so that 
they can park.  These are people with their life clock running down and they have to waste their 
precious minutes like this.  Bowel and bladder and nausea problems prohibit public transport with these 
people not mention their huge personal pride, dignity and personal anguish at the results they are 
sometimes told on these visits. 
Sue.  Go in there and do the best you can for them and for us. 

I am asking the government of Western Australia to do the best it can, and not just for the University of Western 
Australia medical school; that is fabulous.  However, I am saying that these people have other responsibilities.  
The government must consider Western Australians who are unwell, including mums and babies.  It really must 
think about how it will get ill people from outlying suburbs to those hospitals without forcing them onto public 
transport just because transport facilities have not been thought through.  Only the Leader of the House and three 
other government members are in the chamber - the Minister for Health is not here - to debate this important 
topic.  This is what they think - 
Mr J.C. Kobelke:  There are only four on your side! 
Ms S.E. WALKER:  We are not in government.  As members on my side know, as the local member in this 
place, if I was in government I would be arguing strongly not only for my constituents but also for all residents 
of Western Australia. 
MR D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN (Leschenault) [3.18 pm]:  I convey my gratitude through you, Mr Acting 
Speaker (Mr A.P. O’Gorman), to all parliamentary staff who were involved in coordinating the upgrade of this 
chamber and also to the contractors and workers who were involved in the project.  The end result is quite a 
significant improvement.  It is both very functional and looks a thousand per cent on the previous arrangements.  
Now that there has been a bit of a tidy up - 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr A.P. O’Gorman):  Members, the member for Leschenault is trying to speak and 
I can clearly hear opposition members having an open conversation. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Do not worry, Mr Acting Speaker, I assure you that I have this effect on 
them! 
Several members interjected. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Interjections from my own colleagues!  The awful thing is that all those sorts 
of comments must go on the record, and I was hoping to send this speech to a few people! 
I start by saying that now that the Legislative Assembly has had a bit of a tidy up on the inside, perhaps it is time 
to look at a bit of serious reform and improvements to the electoral and democratic processes in Western 
Australia.  I want to take members first to the role of the Governor.  Some years ago there was some public 
debate about the role of the Governor in Western Australia.  Since the enactment of the Constitution Act 1889, 
the Governor has essentially represented the sovereign - currently Her Majesty the Queen - as the head of state in 
Western Australia.  However, largely as a result of the Australia Act 1986, the Governor is not totally beholden 
to the sovereign.  I believe most people would agree that, for all practical purposes, the Premier and the 
executive are now also sovereign.  Although the Premier may not have the power to sack the Governor, the 
system operates in such a way - and so it should - that the Governor acts on the advice of the Premier and his 
ministers.  Many people would argue that the Governor has become a sort of rubber stamp for the executive.  
The Governor certainly does have extensive reserve powers.  Page 27 of The Western Australian Parliamentary 
Handbook makes that point very clearly.  It states -  

In virtually all instances the wide powers of the Governor are exercised on the advice of the Ministers 
of the Crown, principally the Premier.  While the Governor has many important symbolic and 
community functions to perform, our system of representative government requires that the Governor 
generally exercise the constitutional duties of the office in conformity with the wishes of the elected 
Government of the day. 

That certainly sums it up.  However, although the Governor does have extensive reserve powers, we all know 
that those powers are limited and of absolute last resort.   

Some people have described the powers of a current day Premier as being comparable with those of the 
Governors who were in office during the early years of government in this state.  The question that then arises is: 
if the executive has such enormous powers, who should be the sovereign; that is, where should the ultimate 
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power lie?  One matter that was raised during the public debate that I have mentioned was whether the powers of 
the Governor of Western Australia should be expanded so that a person such as Rolf Harris, or, up until today, 
Ben Cousins, could be appointed to that role.  Another matter that was raised, albeit in the federal context, was 
whether the position of Governor General, who is the head of state of Australia as a whole, should be a 
presidential-type position, and whether that person should be appointed by politicians or be elected by the 
people.  There was also some public debate about whether a monarch who lives in, and is a citizen of, the  
United Kingdom should be the head of state of this nation.   
The notion of sovereign power requires meaningful reform.  One simple way in which we can provide that 
meaningful reform is by increasing the power of the people.  I believe in fundamental and direct democracy.  
Most people in our community believe that the people should be allowed to have their say.  Under the 
representative system of democracy that exists in Western Australia, the people have their say on a regular basis 
every four years when they trot out to the polling booths and decide whom they want to represent them in both 
this chamber and the Legislative Council.  People also have the opportunity to have a direct say in the political 
process.  This is called direct democracy.  Since 1978, when section 73 of the Constitution Act 1889 was 
amended, it has been possible for people to have their say about changes to the state’s Constitution.  Section 73 
requires that a referendum be held if certain constitutional changes are proposed to be implemented.  Those 
changes are: the abolition of, or alteration in, the office of Governor; the abolition of the Legislative Council or 
the Legislative Assembly; the composition of the Legislative Council or the Legislative Assembly of members 
other than members directly chosen by the people; a reduction in the number of members of the Legislative 
Council or Legislative Assembly; and matters affecting certain sections of the constitution, including section 73 
itself.  No successful proposition has been put with regard to changes to those constitutional aspects since the 
1978 amendments to the Constitution Act 1889. 
That is one example of direct democracy.  The second example of direct democracy is what is commonly known 
as popular referenda.  I do not particularly like to use the words “popular referenda”, and those words certainly 
have different connotations in different places in the world.  Popular referenda are referenda that deal with 
specific matters and are initiated through legislation of the Parliament.  The daylight saving legislation that went 
through both houses of this Parliament recently provides for a referendum in three years.  A referendum was held 
a few years ago on the deregulation of retail trading hours.  The difference between popular referenda and 
referenda on constitutional matters is that although popular referenda are initiated by politicians, they are not 
binding on the politicians, the Parliament and the government of the day.  I hazard a guess that this goes some 
way towards explaining the growing sense of frustration in the community about the political process.  Anyone 
who talks about politics with people at the front bar of a pub, during dinner or on the foreshore, or whatever, 
would know that people are frustrated by the political process.  People often say, “It makes no difference how I 
vote; they are all the same, and we always seem to get the same result”, or, “We cannot seem to get anything 
dealt with through the political process.”  I believe that this growing sense of frustration at the lack of power to 
influence the political process is one of the reasons for the decline in confidence in the political process in 
Western Australia, and indeed nationally and perhaps also internationally. 
I now want to take members on a trip across the Pacific to the United States.  On 7 November last year, the 
United States held its midterm elections.  A range of important elected positions were decided upon at those 
elections.  Those positions included Governors and a range of congressmen and senators, and also local 
appointments.  About 204 referenda propositions were put up in 37 states in America.  Two-thirds, or 67 per 
cent, of those referenda propositions were approved by the people.  The results were very interesting.  In six 
states, for example, the people voted to increase minimum wage levels.  That issue would be dear to the heart of 
many people on the opposite side of the chamber, and I hope also on this side.  Correct me if I am wrong, but I 
had cause to find out the other day that the current minimum wage for an 18-year-old adult is $19.29 an hour.  I 
challenge anyone to explain to me how 18-year-olds who are making their way in life, particularly if they have 
left home, can survive on barely more than $18 000 a year.  As I have said, in six states the people decided that 
the minimum wage was not sufficient, or should be indexed to the consumer price index, or whatever the benefit 
should be.  They made that change, and that change was binding on the governments of those states.  In seven 
states, the people voted to ban same-sex marriages, and in nine states, the people voted to improve, strengthen or 
provide for aspects of property rights.  I picked those three examples because they are all issues that come to the 
fore in Western Australia from time to time. 

In the history of this direct democracy process in America, there is a wealth of information demonstrating how 
the people have been able to have their say quite directly and really influence the political process.  In America, 
in some states women have been given the vote through the process of direct democracy.  The end of racial 
prejudice and racial preference arrangements has been provided through statutory measures.  There have been 
very detailed provisions such as the extension of paycheck protection, as it is called in America.  We used to call 
it the ending of check-off provisions, so that unions could not use their members’ dues for political purposes 
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without the specific consent of their members.  Hundreds and hundreds of these specific matters have been dealt 
with in this way. 

Of course, it is not only America that we see this process of direct democracy.  It can also be seen in Italy and in 
New Zealand, where of course it is not binding.  It can also be seen in Canada, which even has the process of 
recall, whereby if people get upset with a member of Parliament, they can turf him out of the job mid-term.  
Most notably, it can be seen in Switzerland, which pioneered the essence of modern-day direct democracy more 
than 200 years ago.  I think all political commentators would agree that it has been one of the most fundamental 
reasons that Switzerland has had a stable political and economic process for more than two centuries.  I hazard a 
guess that a number of people would like to know more about this process of direct democracy, or citizens’ 
initiative and referenda, as it tends to be called, particularly in the United States, and whether similar benefits 
could be obtained here in Western Australia. 

I will deal with a few cases of specific issues that perhaps could be dealt with through direct democracy, or 
citizens’ initiative, whereby people are able, for example, to sign a petition saying that they want a law repealed 
or a policy introduced, or whatever.  If a threshold number of people sign that petition and say, “Yes, it sounds 
like a good idea,” it must go to the next election to be voted on.  If that ballot is carried, lo and behold, that 
policy must be enacted, or that legislation must be repealed or introduced, or whatever it is that reflects the 
intention of that ballot.  The key aspect of this, of course, is that it is not politicians who initiate these ballots; it 
is the people themselves.  The people initiate the ballot, and the people vote on the ballot, and it is then up to the 
legislature or the government of the particular country or state to implement those measures. 

Let us look at the sorts of initiatives that people might suggest could be dealt with through this process in 
Western Australia.  First of all, it could resolve any outstanding issues of significant community concern.  
Although a number of politicians have said to me, “Gee, Dan; there really are bigger issues than daylight 
saving”, the fact of the matter is that it is a huge issue for many people in the community.  One of the most 
frustrating things that people find about this whole issue is that it will be so long before they have a say in a 
referendum on this matter.  If we had a process of direct democracy, as do more than half the states of America, 
and as do Switzerland and all the other places I have mentioned, it would be possible for someone to get a 
petition up and running and resolve this matter at the earliest possible opportunity.  Not only that; the result 
would then be binding on the government.  How many times have we heard people say that we have had three 
referenda on daylight saving, and still the Parliament goes ahead and decides that it will move against the will of 
the people on this issue?  Under a proper process of direct democracy, when a referendum is held, the results of 
that referendum are entirely binding on the Parliament and the government. 
Mr J.R. Quigley:  Does that mean that the community cannot have a subsequent referendum under that model? 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  No, it can. 
Mr J.R. Quigley:  The community can have a new referendum? 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Later on, if the mood changes, it can. 
Mr J.R. Quigley:  Isn’t that what we are doing - having a further referendum? 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  But who is deciding on when it will happen or if it will happen?  We are. 
Mr J.R. Quigley:  It was the Leader of the Opposition who first came out on the Monday and said that he 
wanted a multi-year trial.  It was the Liberal Party that called for a multi-year trial.  I remember it distinctly. 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I will not engage in debate with the member on this, suffice to say - I do not 
know how to do this without being critical of the member - that one of the things that people have criticised is 
the arrogance of politicians for forcing something like this down their throats without giving them a direct say. 
[Member’s time extended.] 
Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I suppose the second area in which this process could apply is that it could 
compel politicians to abide by the will of the people.  A classic example relates to the shopping hours 
referendum.  Again, people ask me how we could have a referendum in which 58.7 per cent of the people said no 
to one question, and 61.4 per cent of the people said no to another, and yet politicians at the senior levels of 
government and opposition are talking about deregulating trading hours.  People are saying to me that that is 
arrogance at the most extreme level.  That is not quite the way they put it - not in the front bar of the pub, 
anyway; they certainly do not put it quite so deftly.  However, the point is that a number of small groups and 
very influential people seem to have an inordinate degree of influence over the political process and over elected 
politicians.  I understand that even people like Brian Burke were involved in this.  There are organisations such 
as the Chamber of Commerce and Industry Western Australia and the nation’s two most powerful retail giants.  
There is a lot of clout.  Rather than give them the say on an issue such as this and the influence over politicians 
in the political process, direct democracy would give the people the ultimate say. 
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The third area in which I thought this might be of benefit is that it would give Western Australians a choice when 
their elected representatives refused to do so.  Again, I will use shopping hours as the example.  Sometimes both 
major parties vote the same way on an issue or hold the same position on an issue, but the majority of people 
might not hold that position.  It is clear that ultimately the Labor Party wants the deregulation of trading hours.  
It has made that abundantly clear.  The Leader of the Opposition has now said the same thing about trading 
hours.  However, 60 per cent of the community does not agree.  Let us say, hypothetically, that we went to the 
next election with both the major parties having similar policies to deregulate trading hours.  Who do the people 
out there in punter land vote for?  They have a choice.  They can vote for one of the major parties or the other, or 
they can go for a minor party or an Independent, who has much less chance of being elected unless he or she is 
an incumbent.  The harsh reality is that one of the two major parties will end up running the state.  It does not 
matter which one the people pick, because they will both deregulate trading hours.  Direct democracy would fix 
that problem instantly.  It would give the people the final say, and it would make it binding on whoever won the 
next election. 

The next area in which I thought it might be quite handy to give people a bit more say on the political process is 
in relation to those hot potatoes that politicians do not want to touch.  Whatever a person’s view is on euthanasia, 
the harsh reality is that every public poll published on euthanasia shows that 70 to 90 per cent, or some figure in 
between, depending on the poll, of the community believes there should be some form of euthanasia.  Anyone 
who has sat next to the bed of anyone who - 

Mr R.C. Kucera interjected. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  Yes, probably.  However, they are good cures for insomnia, I am told.  
Anyone who has sat alongside someone who has suffered enormous pain through cancer or whatever else would 
realise that perhaps giving people that sort of choice is something that a lot of people in the community might 
support.  I would bet a brick to Sydney bridge that a euthanasia bill will not pass either house of this Parliament 
in my lifetime.  However, through direct democracy, that is precisely the sort of issue on which the community 
could have a direct say.  I mentioned earlier what happened in America whereby last year a number of states 
voted to ban any form of gay marriage.  Legislation went through this Parliament not so long ago that dealt with 
discrimination against homosexual people.  I think it is fair to say that 100 per cent of members in the Parliament 
supported those aspects of the legislation that were intended to deal with, and do away with, discrimination 
against homosexual people.  There were some aspects of that legislation that the community overall did not 
agree with.  They were aspects relating to adoption rights, for example, and reducing the age of consent for 
homosexual acts.  They are things that, overwhelmingly, people in the community do not agree with.  Again, I 
would not hold my breath waiting for the parliamentary process to make those changes to that legislation in 
accordance with community concerns.  However, direct democracy would be able to fix those matters if that was 
the will of the people. 

Another benefit in our Western Australia political process of giving people a direct say would be what I call the 
“sword of Damocles effect”.  In other words, the government of the day would not bother to bring in legislation 
to, for example, legitimise prostitution and allow brothels to be set up all over the place because it knows full 
well that there would be a huge campaign against it; that is, there would be petitions, a direct democracy ballot 
would be held, and the legislation would be chucked out and the government would be embarrassed in the 
process.  In other words, it would provide a safeguard against the government bringing in legislation against the 
will of the people. 
A sixth benefit I thought of immediately was that direct democracy would undoubtedly restore fairness in the 
political process itself.  I can recall during all the debate on the so-called one vote, one value legislation that 
Labor forced through the Parliament a couple of years ago that there were a number of published polls that 
showed overwhelmingly that the community did not support Labor’s plan to reduce the voice of country people 
in the Parliament.  About 30 to 33 per cent of people said they supported it, but a majority of the remainder did 
not support it.  It is not often that we have an issue in which nearly two-thirds of the community do not support 
legislation that the government is bringing in.  Of course, the government was able to do a deal with the Greens, 
which gave it the numbers in both houses.  It rammed that legislation through.  Who knows when the 
conservative parties in the Parliament will have the balance of power in both houses.  If they do not achieve that, 
we will have the current electoral system - which runs at odds with what the community wants - in place 
indefinitely.  Direct democracy could be used to fix this at the earliest opportunity and bring back country vote 
weighting so that people have confidence that we have a balanced and fair electoral system in Western Australia. 

A seventh benefit from direct democracy in Western Australia would be that it could force politicians to make 
tough decisions.  How often do we hear the current government in its political speak say that it is making tough 
decisions?  That does not really happen.  The classic example is law and order.  If ever there was an issue that 
people wanted to see politicians make some really tough decisions on, it is in the field of law and order.  People 
are fed up; they have had a gutful of everything from graffiti to hoons churning out black tyre marks, right 
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through to people who are jailed for killing someone being released after an average of seven years’ 
imprisonment.  If someone takes someone’s life in Western Australia, unless it has changed in recent times, the 
average period behind bars is about seven years.  If someone was able to get a petition going to say that life 
means life - in other words, someone who gets a life sentence is sentenced for life unless proven innocent in the 
process - he would have a pretty damn good chance of getting that through.  Again, we should not hold our 
breath waiting for the current political process to deliver such tough policies on law and order.  If it were left to 
the people of Western Australia, I reckon they would be pretty keen to see some of these measures in place.  We 
would see mandatory sentences for a range of crimes introduced quickly if people were given a direct say.   

There is a range of other areas on which direct democracy could have a bearing in Western Australia.  We hear 
political observers and economists constantly berate governments of both political persuasions for being 
responsible for excessive government spending.  We have seen in the United States, for example, and elsewhere, 
direct democracy used to place limits on government spending.  It has been used to place limits on the amount of 
land tax that governments can reap.  The results have always reflected the view of the community; the view of 
the people.  It has given people a direct, ultimate say. 

Mr J.B. D’Orazio interjected. 

Mr D.F. BARRON-SULLIVAN:  I cannot take interjections because I am running out of time. 

I will quote Milton Friedman.  I know that a lot of people on my side are very keen on what Friedman has said 
over time.  I do not agree with everything he came up with, but one smart cookie was Milton Friedman.  At one 
time he was berating some economic woes.  He said - 

I believe our present predicament exists because we have gradually developed governmental institutions 
in which the people effectively have no voice. 

There is a growing number of people who, as they find out about the benefits of direct democracy, are saying 
that it is 177 years since the formation of Western Australia’s first formal process of government and it is more 
than 100 years since the last major change to our democratic processes at the time of Federation.  They are 
saying that it is perhaps now time for the next major overhaul of our electoral system in Western Australia and 
that perhaps we need to uphold the principle of direct democracy.  The reason I argue that is the case, and the 
reason members of Parliament should think seriously about this concept, is that it is time to give people a greater 
say in the political process, and it is time to make the people sovereign.  When one thinks about it, direct 
democracy does not need to conflict with our existing process of representative democracy.  The two work hand 
in hand very well elsewhere.  I return again to the United States, the bastion of free enterprise and democracy, as 
many people would argue.  As far back as 1912 President Theodore Roosevelt recognised that there was a 
considerable amount of debate about whether direct democracy sat comfortably alongside the process of 
representative democracy that we enjoy in Western Australia at present.  In 1912 at a constitutional convention, 
he presented a speech titled “A Charter for Democracy” in which he said the following - 

I believe in the initiative and referendum, which should be used not to destroy representative 
government, but to correct it whenever it becomes misrepresentative. 

I must tell members that that may not be the way people put it in the front bar, but it sure is what people are 
telling me at the moment. 

DR J.M. WOOLLARD (Alfred Cove) [3.47 pm]:  There are several issues I would like to bring to the attention 
of the government as part of this debate.  The first has to be health.  The government has made many promises to 
the community about health and improving health care services and health resources.  Today the Treasurer was 
questioning the opposition’s credibility in the commitments and promises it has made to the community.  I ask 
the Treasurer whether he remembers the promise that was made by the Minister for Health in approximately 
2005 that there would be a new hospital opened in Murdoch to be called the Fiona Stanley hospital.  The hospital 
was to have 600 beds by 2010.  That was a promise made prior to the last election that saw many people in the 
southern suburbs give Labor members their vote because they wanted the health care services in the southern 
suburbs to be equivalent to the tertiary health care services that have been available north of the river for several 
decades.  People believed the government; they believed that that promise would be kept.  In a recent 
announcement by the Minister for Health, the completion date for that hospital was changed from 2010 to 2011.  
However, now this imaginary hospital will be finished in 2012.  That is all well and good should the Labor Party 
win the next election and keep that promise, but it may not.  No work has been done on that site.  The 
community does not believe that the government will fulfil that promise.  It definitely cannot fulfil that promise 
by the date it gave to the community in 2005.  There is no way that that promise can be fulfilled by 2010.  I 
wonder when it might be fulfilled.  Is it just an empty promise?  As the Treasurer is in the chamber, can he 
respond about what will happen with the Fiona Stanley hospital? 
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Mr E.S. Ripper:  The Minister for Health would need to respond with the details, but I can confirm that the 
government is committed to the Fiona Stanley hospital and that a lot of preparatory and planning work has been 
completed.  It is a massive project.  It is difficult to deliver projects of that size in the current construction market 
according to originally contemplated time lines just because of a lack of industry capacity. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Will the Treasurer give a commitment that he will detail in this year’s budget when the 
different stages of that work will be completed so that the community can have some assurance that this is not 
just an empty promise? 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  I can assure you that it is not an empty promise.  I can assure you that plenty of work has been 
done on the issue.  I will not foreshadow what will be in or out of the budget papers.  For further details, you 
would need to talk to the Minister for Health. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  All I can say to members of the community is that it still looks like an empty promise. 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  That is wrong.  It is not an empty promise; it is a commitment of the government and we are 
doing substantial work on the issue. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Is it a commitment for 1 000 beds, or is it a commitment for 600 beds, which will be 
upgraded to 1 000 beds a few years later? 
Mr E.S. Ripper:  You are taking me into areas that are covered by the Minister for Health, and you would need 
to talk to him about details.  I can tell you that the government is committed to the Fiona Stanley hospital. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  We will just have to watch this space. 
Mr A.D. McRae:  You sound like you did when you spoke about the southern railway line five years ago.  That 
is exactly what you said then. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  No, the member is very wrong.  I did not talk about empty promises then, because I 
felt that it was wrong to build the railway line next to the river. 
In fact, the next issue I bring to the attention of the government is the railway.  Most of the new railway stations 
will have toilet facilities.  However, the minister has decided that, although approximately 1 000 people a day 
will use the railway station at Canning Bridge, there is no need for a public toilet facility at that station.  That is 
bad planning.  The minister wrote me a letter saying that people could go to the nearby park.  That means that 
people would have to cross Canning Highway to get to the nearby park, which is approximately one kilometre 
away.  Can members imagine what that will mean for elderly people, disabled people and mothers and fathers 
with young children who need to go to the toilet?  They will have to cross Canning Highway and walk a 
kilometre to go to the toilet.  I might put a question on notice to the Speaker.  I will ask him how many people 
come to Parliament on a sitting day and on a non-sitting day and how many toilets are provided in Parliament 
House for those people.  Why could the government not afford to put a toilet at Canning Bridge for the possibly 
1 000 people who will use that station every day of the year?  There are at least a dozen toilets in Parliament 
House, so why were another two toilets built along the corridor outside this chamber over the Christmas recess?  
Members will soon have their own toilet, yet the people in my community and in the southern suburbs, including 
those suburbs represented by the member for Riverton, who catch a train from Canning Bridge, will have to 
cross Canning Highway, which can take up to four minutes, and then walk one kilometre to get to the local park 
to use the public toilet facilities. 
Mr A.D. McRae:  My constituents will catch a bus to either Murdoch or Bateman railway station and they will 
be 11 and nine minutes respectively from the city. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Are there toilet facilities at those stations? 
Mr A.D. McRae:  Yes, there are. 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  Is that not interesting?  The stations that will be used by the constituents of the 
member for Riverton, a government backbencher, will have toilets, but the Canning Bridge station, which will be 
used by my constituents, will not have a toilet facility.  Those people will have to walk one kilometre to go to the 
toilet. 
Mr A.D. McRae:  How many minutes from the city will they be? 
Dr J.M. WOOLLARD:  I will take that interjection from the member for Riverton.  He asked how many 
minutes will it take the people in my area to get to the city.  Many people in my electorate and in the southern 
suburbs who have traditionally caught one bus straight to town will have to catch a bus, walk one kilometre if 
they need to go to the toilet, and then catch a train to the city and possibly another bus to wherever they want to 
go.  Not only will those people have additional travelling time added to their journey, but also this government 
did not look at the severe traffic problems in my electorate, which will increase as a result of this train station.  
No parking facilities have been provided.  Many years ago the Minister for Education and Training and the 
Minister for Culture and the Arts on behalf of this government had the opportunity to enter into an agreement 
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with the City of Melville to convert the Raffles site into a performing arts centre and a car park.  That would 
have provided car parking facilities during the day, but no; the government was not interested when that site was 
worth $15 million.  It went full steam ahead with the railway, the construction of which is not on time; it is a 
year or two behind schedule.  The government was not interested in providing a service for the community.  At 
that time it was just interested in getting its own icon.  The Labor Party came to government and time and again 
it ran down the belltower.  I remember those days.  It kept knocking the belltower.  Within about 15 weeks of 
coming to government, it changed its plans for the railway line, but it did not build into those plans sufficient 
public toilet facilities.  As a consequence the people in my electorate will suffer because of bad planning.  I have 
written to the minister asking her to reconsider her decision not to install toilet facilities at Canning Bridge 
station because of the hardship that it will inflict on the elderly, the disabled and mothers and their children.  I 
hope that members in this chamber will give some support to my request to the minister to consider that because 
it might also be of concern to their constituents.  They would not want their constituents to be put in that 
position.  I ask members to encourage the minister and the Treasurer, who is present in this house, to consider 
that. 

Debate interrupted, pursuant to standing orders. 
 


