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ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 
Consideration of Tabled Papers 

Resumed from 26 September on the following motion moved by Hon N.D. Griffiths (Minister for Racing and 
Gaming) - 

That pursuant to Standing Order 49(c), the Council take note of tabled paper No 657 (Consolidated 
Fund Estimates 2001-02), laid upon the Table of the House on 13 September 2001.  

HON RAY HALLIGAN (North Metropolitan) [7.39 pm]:  I would like to contribute to this debate.   

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  For 60 minutes.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Within 60 minutes.  Members are aware, because it has been mentioned on numerous 
occasions, that when the Labor Government took office in February this year, this State had a AAA credit rating, 
and the State’s debt had been reduced by $4 billion.   

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Do you know how that was achieved?   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  That is not the point.  This Government inherited a balance sheet with a AAA credit 
rating.  At some later stage its efforts will be compared with that.   

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Very favourably. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I am not sure that that will happen.  I am not suggesting for one moment that there can 
be any guarantees that it will not.  However, I will be pleasantly surprised if that is the case.  I ask members 
opposite to go back periodically to look at that balance sheet.  They should also ask Treasury to provide them 
with regular reports so that they can compare their efforts against their starting point. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  We are doing a lot better than you did. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I am mindful of the interjection but I am unsure of the cerebral capacity of its author. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  That’s a bit tough. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  The member asked for it.  This Labor Government has a past record.  I acknowledge 
that not all the members who make up the current Government were members of the previous Labor 
Government.  People often tend to look at football teams and say that because they won in one year they should 
win the next year although the personnel have changed.  I will not go down the path of saying that WA Inc and 
all those other things that we have heard so much about will be repeated.  It is important that the Government 
provide its credentials, but nothing that has been presented to this House in the past six months proves that the 
Government can display any capacity in that area. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Then why are you and your colleagues complaining about our expenditure cuts? 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  The Government is in control of the Treasury bench at the present time. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  You want us to spend, spend, spend.  We will act responsibly, unlike our predecessors. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Who cut everything else?  Who made all the promises?  The minister says that the 
Government is cutting spending and the Opposition does not like it.  He says that the Government will be 
responsible, yet his was the party that went to the community prior to the election suggesting that it would spend 
approximately $1.2 billion and save in other areas by cutting a number of departments and ministers.  Where else 
can cuts be made?  Only the Government can tell because it was an idea only in its mind.  We did not dream it 
up; the Government did.  The Government now must sell that idea and still provide all the services that it knows 
this State demands.  Later I will talk about some of the press releases issued by government ministers in which 
they acknowledge those demands and suggest that they will be met.  The Government cannot have it both ways.  
It cannot say on one hand that it will supply everything that everybody wants and on the other hand say that it 
will be fiscally responsible and make all the cuts that are necessary.  Those cuts are necessary in the 
Government’s mind, not in anyone else’s mind.  However, this State’s supply and demand situation is not fully 
understood by members on the government side of this Chamber. 

The Leader of the House spoke only a few minutes ago about some of the problems associated with the 
$15 million being provided by the Commonwealth Government to assist with the complete turnaround in the 
situation in the south west of the State because of the end to old-growth logging.  There is now, as I and other 
members have mentioned before, a large group of people in the south west who are totally and utterly 
devastated.  They have been stopped in their tracks from generating the income that they have generated for 
some considerable time.  They are devastated because nothing has been put in its place to provide an opportunity 
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for them to generate income.  There has been a lot of government rhetoric about providing training and creating 
ecotourism.  I have never seen a Labor Government create anything other than a debt.  It has been said that it is a 
little too early to tell what is happening in the south west and that before the Commonwealth provides any funds 
it must find out whether there will be a continuing supply of resources and whether what is being proposed will 
be viable.  That is totally understandable when funds are being utilised in this manner.  However, I suggest that 
the Government, before it cuts off the opportunity for these people to generate income, ensure other 
opportunities are in place.  It has been acknowledged that they are not in place, yet the approximately 8 000 
people in the south west were subjected to, and are continuing to be subjected to, the unfortunate decisions of the 
present Government.  This Government has no idea of what it takes to run a business and to what it has subjected 
these people.  This situation continues when one considers the economic equation of land, labour and capital.  
Unfortunately, “labour” to the present Government means unions, not personal exertion.  That lack of 
understanding of what the people not only in the south west but also all over the State require will, unfortunately, 
be to the detriment of this State in the short term. 

I do not believe that members of the Government understand what it takes, other than spending, to get the State 
going economically.  It may well be that the Government is trying to ensure a further term in office by spending 
moneys in its own areas.  When I say that, I refer to a press release of the Minister for Planning and 
Infrastructure on upgrading train stations titled “$23 million building better train stations program to boost 
suburban centres”.  These moneys will go into five stations: Armadale, Bassendean, Gosnells, Kelmscott and 
Midland.  Do those stations happen to be in Labor electorates? 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  They all happen to be in the East Metropolitan Region, but you are aware that you hold only 
one seat in east metropolitan, by 137 votes.  I can’t help it if the people don’t like you. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Is that not pork-barrelling? 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  No, it is supplying the electorate with its needs. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  The press release states that in Bassendean the new station will support the town 
council’s effort to attract people and businesses to the old Perth Road precinct.  I sincerely hope that occurs.  The 
$5.5 million going to Bassendean will presumably be left in the hands of the town council to assist its 
development of this old Perth Road precinct.  I hope it is part of an overall program of the State Government.  
Will it be used to develop infrastructure in this area, or will it be virtually a grant to this town council to do with 
as it sees fit?  We have, of course, had with us since February an open and accountable government.   

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Hear, hear!  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  At some stage, I sincerely hope the Government is accountable, and I hope also that it 
is open, but that remains to be seen.  A number of press releases have come from this Government.  In fact, I 
think it has chopped down more trees than it has saved.  The Government seems to want to bring out a press 
release on absolutely anything; and it will replicate it 99 times if the same small grant is to be made to 
99 different areas.   

One policy that the Government has come out with that certainly should benefit small business is to ensure that 
government departments pay their accounts within 30 days.  I have not been able to ask a question on notice 
about this policy, but I would like to know whether that means 30 days after receipt of invoice or 30 days from 
the end of the month, because that will make a difference to small business, and I am sure it would like to know.  
It is laudable that the Government is going down that path, and I hope ministers are able to put in place this 
program to enable government departments to pay small business on time.   

Some of the Government’s press statements make somewhat of a mockery of the Government’s understanding of 
business.  One press statement from the Premier dated 16 August seems to show a totally socialist agenda.  It 
talks about the new partnerships that have to be forged if families and communities are to prosper.  The rhetoric 
sounds marvellous.  It states also that we need to think beyond the old categories and forge genuine new 
partnerships to make a better future for all Australians.  I mentioned the probable socialist agenda.  It sounds to 
me more like a communist agenda.   

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  I thought you said it sounded marvellous.  You are one of those people under Hon Bruce 
Donaldson’s bed.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Not at all.  At least the Government has been open about it, but it has also shown its 
total lack of understanding.   

Dr Gallop announced also the appointment of a working party - yet another working party - that will not just 
review but also manage a shift in government policy away from competitive tendering for the delivery of 
community services.  The Government is abrogating its responsibility; if it does not work, it will be the fault of 
that working party.  That is interesting.  Who will get the tender?  Who will get the job?  What rate has been 
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decided will be the minimum that the Government should pay; and if someone comes in under that minimum, 
will the Government say, “That is too low; you cannot make enough profit out of that”?  The Premier says also 
that competition is not a guarantee of accountability.  We need a little more explanation, because I am not sure 
what that means.  The Premier says also that competition and accountability are two entirely different things.  
What is the Premier getting at?  He goes on to say that accountability can sometimes lead to cost cutting and an 
inferior service.  Members can understand my dilemma.  It is there in black and white.  The press release says 
also that government policy over the past eight years has subverted this process by reducing community 
organisations to service providers and making providers compete with each other for scarce public funds.  Is the 
Premier saying that the competitive tendering system is wrong and that members of government should decide 
who should receive a job and what price should be paid?  That is how it appears to me from the way it is written.   

I saw some of these situations when I was in the public service under a previous Labor Government.  Projects 
that were supposed to be temporary suddenly became programs, and the people who were put on to undertake 
those tasks eventually received public service conditions and were there for so long that they received long 
service leave.  So much for projects!  They became quangos, and permanent ones at that, because they had been 
established for such a long time.  I recall a threat to close down a couple of those programs, because the audit 
information suggested that they were no longer achieving the goals that had been set for them.  However, 
because of the number of people involved in them, representations were made to ministers, and funding 
continued.  I suggest to members opposite that there is definitely a need for the competitive tendering process to 
continue, and to ensure that all of these projects are performing as they were intended to perform, so that the 
people of this State are getting value for money.  There is definitely a need to recognise that that is an area in 
which moneys can be spent and lost and the people of this State not be given value for money.  It is particularly 
important that at some stage, this open and accountable Government provide us with information about what is 
meant by the Premier’s statement of 16 August that business holds the key to social equity.   

On that same theme, a press release from the Minister for Training urges more Western Australian employers to 
take on apprentices to save the State from a skills shortage in four or five years.  The minister says that the 
number of apprentices has dropped over the years.  I have not checked the figures, and I do not assume for one 
moment that the minister is wrong.  However, the reason for a drop in the number of apprentices usually comes 
back to supply and demand.  That happened when I was in a government department under a Labor Government, 
at which time it was also said that the Government would provide the training.  One of the terms used in those 
days was that people would be “job ready”; now the expression is “knowledge nation”, which means the same.  
The path being trodden is exactly the same.  It comes back to the question of supply and demand.  A supply 
needs to be developed.  Let us have more apprentices; I do not know in which trade or industry because that is 
not mentioned in the paper, nor do I know who is being left with that decision.   

The Government wants more apprentices and more trained people, but where are the jobs?  If there are no jobs 
for these people, they will become frustrated, as people became frustrated a few years back.  People got sick and 
tired of being moved from one training program to another.  It happened repeatedly.  It happened in the youth 
area as well.  Moneys would be provided for a youth program, and if there were too few youths to attend it, 
youths would be pulled off another training program and moved onto it, to suggest that something was being 
done.  

I am not against training.  I believe it is required.  We need to provide the opportunity for people to decide 
whether they should train themselves and become self-employed, or whether businesses should determine whom 
they require, the number of people they need and the type of training they want for their employees or 
prospective employees.  It is usually done as part of a business plan.  If a businessman moves to Western 
Australia, one of the things he will do when deciding where to establish is to find out where there are sufficient 
staff to operate the business.  It is obviously no good if the type of trained staff a business requires are situated in 
Perth and the business establishes in Albany.  Of course, that would be ridiculous.  Businesspeople will 
determine where they will establish their businesses, taking into account the availability of resources, which 
include staff, electricity and land.  Transport is required, not only to get the raw materials into the premises, but 
also to get the finished product out.  All those factors are part and parcel of a business plan.  Businesspeople 
determine the staff they require.  They know the demand for the product they are producing or the service they 
are providing.  They determine the number of staff they require and the nature of their training to provide for the 
demand for their goods or services.  It is no good the Government supplying them with 100 000 people they do 
not want.  The Government has it all back-to-front, as do its commonwealth colleagues, but that is not unusual. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  You are being unkind as well as inaccurate. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I do not believe so.  I believe that this will be borne out in the not too distant future. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Like me, you are looking forward to a Labor Government. 
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Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I am looking forward, but certainly not to a Labor Government.  The press release from 
the Minister for Training goes on to state -  

. . .  every consumer in Western Australia could also play a role in helping the skills development of 
young people by supporting businesses that continued to invest in training.   

We have been down that path before, when companies were charged if they did not provide sufficient training.  
The companies had to pay - marvellous stuff!  Where did that get the State?  Absolutely nowhere.  The press 
release continues -  

We can use our purchasing power to make sure we support those businesses with a commitment to 
training . . .  

It is the same old rhetoric; the same old misunderstanding of how an economy works.  The Government is 
moving its purchasing policy towards companies that ensure training is part of their business.  The press release 
goes on -  

. . .  the State Government planned to create - 

“Create” being the operative word -  

800 more apprenticeships and 800 more traineeships over the next four years - 

This is the part -  

to ensure community and industry needs are met. 

The Government has not identified the demand or what businesses want.  If it has, it can tell me which industries 
those 800 apprentices and 800 trainees will be moving into.  The Government certainly cannot ensure that 
community and industry needs will be met when it does not know what they are.  Again the Government has put 
the cart before the horse.   

The Labor Party has recently taken control of the Treasury benches.  Before the election it told the people that it 
had all the answers to everything.  It said that it knew where everything was going wrong.  It said that not only 
did it know where everything was going wrong, but also it had the answers to fix things up.  That is marvellous 
stuff!  That might be wonderful rhetoric, but the trouble is, as usual, the Labor Party provided very little detail 
before the election and probably far less after it. 

Under the previous coalition Government the health budget rose on average by 6.5 per cent each year.  I could 
go into some detail about the health system.  Obviously it is believed that all that is required is additional money.  
The Government will either get the printing press out again, as was done during the WA Inc years, or it will give 
the system a credit card.   

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  That is what you did. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  This Government is talking about giving more money to these areas.  It is saying that 
we did not do enough.  The problem comes down to management, of which government members have 
absolutely no knowledge.   

More money was spent on education and police under the coalition Government -  

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  You wasted it. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  We will examine the performance outcomes at a later date, preferably at the end of 
June of next year, and we will see whether government members have to eat their words.   

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  We will eat sausage rolls. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Why not have a sausage sizzle and not charge people?   

The State President of the Australian Medical Association stated that the budget will do very little for our 
emergency departments.  He said that Labor has used smoke and mirrors to create an illusion that health is 
getting a funding boost.  The chief executive officer of the Western Australian Chamber of Commerce and 
Industry - 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Your master. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  He has had a go at the coalition Government in the past.   

Hon G.T. Giffard:  With a wet lettuce. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Perhaps the member might explain whether this is right or wrong.  The CEO said that 
the decision to slug business an extra $100 million a year in taxes to help fund Labor’s election commitments 
will almost certainly come at the price of jobs. 
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Obviously government members do not agree with that.  If it does occur, will they eat cake? 

Hon G.T. Giffard:  Cake or words?  What do you think we should eat? 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  They can eat both, and choke on both if they like.   

Without doubt one of the major costs of the Government’s policy will be employment.  The Chairman of the 
goldfields Chamber of Minerals and Energy of Western Australia said that mining and energy companies will 
wear much of this cost, which will make them less competitive in the world market.  The Minister for Racing 
and Gaming does not agree with him. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  What party does he support? 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  He supports the people of Western Australia.  Where are the jobs created?  They are 
not created by the unions.  Where does the minister expect the jobs and the wealth to be created?   

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Not by you; that’s for sure.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  It is not created by the minister; that is for sure!  Let us not get down to that type of 
argument.  Let us raise the debate to a slightly higher level - if the minister is capable of that.  The wealth of this 
State is created by business, and that is where the jobs are created.  If the Labor Party had its way it would kill 
the goose that laid the golden egg.  That is the way that unions operate.  When Bob Hawke was President of the 
Australian Council of Trade Unions he did a wonderful job to price us out of - 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Simon O’Brien):  Hon Ray Halligan has the call, and members should not 
conduct conversations across the Chamber.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Bob Hawke priced us out of the international market by increasing wages in this 
country.  When he became Prime Minister, he tried to lower wages again.  He realised when he changed hats that 
what he had done was wrong.  The minister can refute that if he likes, but it is a fact of life.  It is there for 
everyone to see, if they want to look for it.   

The majority of the 144 local government authorities are not too happy with this Government.  The new 
Government wants councils to collect its new fire and emergency services levy.  However, the Western 
Australian Municipal Association, which is the organisation that represents those local government authorities, 
says that some issues have yet to be resolved.  An article in the Western Councillor lists those issues - 

the validity of Local Government being used as a collection agency for the State; 

the requirement for Local Government to collect the levy instead of other agencies; 

the expectation that Local Government resources will be used at cost rather than at a commercial rate; 

the responsibility of the State Government to pay for the computer system upgrades that may be 
required to administer this levy; 

the community impact of distancing Local Governments from a direct financial relationship with their 
volunteers; 

the issue of cross subsidization of regions (not spending the money where it is raised).   

The articles goes on to say -  

Had the State Government properly and adequately consulted Local Governments, it may have received 
more support for the proposal than it currently has.  

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  It sounds like a mandate to me.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Yes; and one that will continue to be a strong and vocal advocate for local government 
around the State.  The Western Councillor article continues - 

. . . and will continue to agitate until the State Government recognises that it will be easier to work with 
us than against us.   

It is an indictment of the current Government from 144 councils doing sterling work and employing quite a 
number of people.  Those are their words, not mine: the current Government is not working with them to achieve 
the ends that it is currently imposing on them.   

Is it not a great pity that we have only an hour in which to debate this?  Can I ask for an extension of an hour?  
The minister does not have to sit in the Chamber and listen; he can read about it later.   

As part of the budgetary documents, on page 109 of budget paper No 3 reference is made to industry and 
technology.  I love the rhetoric; it goes on and on.  It says - 
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One of the key influences on the State’s economic growth will be the extent to which innovation can be 
applied to the State’s existing skills and industry strengths.   

I hope the Government has that documented somewhere, so that it can show us as part of its commitment to 
openness.  It continues - 

Innovate WA will build on these foundations and has four key objectives:   

To raise awareness of innovation as a driver of economic and technological change; 

I do not know with whom the Government will raise this awareness - the uninitiated or those businesses that are 
already aware?  It continues - 

To strengthen and improve the educational and research capacity of the State; 

Presumably, the Government will identify what additional educational and research training is required.  It 
continues - 

To maximise the commercialisation of ideas by building links between industry and research . . .  

Again, I do not know the target group for this.  Western Australia has people with great understanding of 
business who are looking for these ideas and the commercialisation thereof, so I am not sure what the 
Government is proposing.  The last dot point reads - 

To generate more jobs and expand the export potential of the State.   

Does that mean the Government will be involved in the creation of more jobs, or will it create the atmosphere 
and the opportunity for businesses to develop and expand their businesses and thereby create the jobs?  Again, 
that requires some explanation.  The budget papers contain quite a few items that, if I had the time, I would like 
to bring up.  Unfortunately, I do not have time.   

Another thing I would like to mention - hopefully one of the ministers may be able to answer - concerns 
extending the base of the payroll tax to employee-like contractors.  I understand what the Government is getting 
at, and there have been people in business who are pseudo employees.  I understand that the Government will 
develop a number of tests to ensure that payments to the contractors who operate as independent businesses will 
not be subject to payroll tax.  I understand that as well.  However, I would like the minister to provide some 
information on these tests.  I agree that a checklist of some description will be required, and I would like to have 
a look at it at some stage.   

I have very little time left, unfortunately.  However, I reiterate that we all remember Labor’s continual criticism 
of the former coalition Government over its budgets in the past couple of years.  The criticism continued even 
after the election, as the Labor Party set about its usual political routine of trying to demonise the Opposition 
with misleading and deceitful propaganda.  First, the Treasurer claimed that he had inherited some sort of 
financial calamity from the coalition Government.  For months we heard the deceit about the coalition having 
misled the people.  Having failed to sell the idea of the coalition’s deceit over the State’s finances in such a crude 
and readily discredited manner, the Treasurer came up with plan B - the mythical black hole.  Members, 
especially those opposite, are bound to have heard about this mythical $529 million black hole that Labor 
supposedly inherited; yet, when asked to detail the mythical black hole, the Labor Party ran for cover.  The 
figure mentioned in the budget has now become a funding pressure - an inescapable pressure at that.  The budget 
speech reads - 

But as we have shown repeatedly in recent months, that statement did not reflect the range of 
inescapable funding pressures and funding shortfalls across the public sector which any responsible 
Government must address.  

The mythical black hole was exposed for the fraud and sham that it always was - it was nothing but that.  We 
now know that the financial year finished with a surplus, which had to be acknowledged by this Government.  
Five months of Labor’s deceitful propaganda about the coalition’s financial management and finances was 
smashed with one simple fact: Labor inherited another coalition surplus.  In fact, the last financial year showed a 
surplus both on the operating statement and the full cash statement.  

The coalition had to endure months of criticism over the forecast deficit for the past year, yet the result was 
another surplus.  The cash results determine the debt position and it is that position and the Government’s 
capacity to carry the debt that is rated by the credit rating agencies.  Furthermore, the cash position determines 
the level of tax burden on the community.  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Jon Ford):  There was a mistake with the timer setting and Hon Ray Halligan 
was not granted a full 60 minutes. 
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Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Thank you very much for bringing that to my attention, Mr Deputy President.  I can go 
through my papers yet again. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  You are the only member who is thankful. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Having that extra time makes me feel as though it is Christmas.  The Government has 
claimed that the budget is a wonderful document.  It claims to have provided a balanced budget and all the 
services that everyone in the State might require.  All it had to do was bring in a little more money, some of 
which would be provided by what was known as the premium property tax.  I am sure that other people have 
been down this path, so I will not subject members to any more other than to acknowledge that the Government 
saw the error of its ways and reversed its policy on that tax.  However, it was particularly interesting to hear 
government members interject and say, “We listened to the people.” 

Hon E.R.J. Dermer:  We do. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  That is wonderful.  Would the Government do that on any issue? 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  I am listening now; I have no choice. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Would members opposite listen to the people on any issue?  I cannot hear any 
interjections. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  We always listen.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I am very pleased to hear that government members always listen to the people.  If a 
petition should come into this Chamber with a number of signatures on it suggesting that the Government not 
proceed with the electoral reform Bill, would they listen to that?   

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  We always listen. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I get it: they always listen, but they do not necessarily act in accordance with the 
people’s wishes.  Is that how that statement should end? 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Unlike you we believe in democracy. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Is the inclusion of a premium property tax in the budget papers considered to be 
democracy?  That is an interesting way to describe that tax.  Is it not marvellous how the Government ignored 
everyone and tried to introduce a tax by sleight of hand, which action it has called democracy?  

The budget also includes information on companies and trusts.  Our principal place of residence has always been 
exempt from land tax.  The majority of us agree with that.  It is important.  I place that tax in the same category 
as death duties.  Does anyone want death duties?   

Hon John Fischer:  We are not too keen on death duties. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  I do not think anyone is, even though we may pay it only once.  The rules of the game 
are being changed.  People have structured their situation.  Many small businesses are caught up in that situation 
and are operating as a company; they have incorporated for a variety of reasons.  One of those reasons is referred 
to in the budget papers as tax minimisation.  According to some they should ignore the law.  A law exists to keep 
us on a certain path, but the suggestion in the budget papers is that we ignore that and offer to pay the maximum 
amount of tax.  

Hon Paddy Embry:  I have not met anyone who would do that. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Neither have I.  What is wrong with tax minimisation if it is within the law?   

Hon Paddy Embry interjected.  

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  Of course it is.  The Government decides the tax rate; it said that company tax would 
be 30 per cent, yet for individuals it can be as high as 48 per cent.  Many people going into business could 
conceivably believe that it is in their interests and their family’s interests to incorporate and operate under a 
company structure.  They may have also been advised, in the light of the laws of the day, that it is in their 
interests to include the family home within the corporate structure.  This Government is taking away an 
exemption on the principal place of residence so that land tax can be charged against the family home, which is 
under the company name or in a trust.  There is no suggestion that the people involved can afford the tax.  I hope 
members realise that things are not all that easy for small business.  Not all small businesses are making millions 
of dollars.  Some are making only sufficient money to operate.  

Hon John Fischer:  Many are not doing that. 

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  For a variety of reasons many are not, but why should the Government add to their 
burden by taking away the exemption of land tax on their principal place of residence?  We will see what the 
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small business sector has to say about that over the next few weeks.  I am sure that they will have something to 
say.  

We have heard much rhetoric over the past six months about what is happening in the budget now and the many 
difficulties with which the Government has had to work.  I am sure that that will continue for some considerable 
time.  If it can keep it going for the next three years, I am sure it will do so, and continually complain about the 
starting point provided by the coalition Government.  As I said, the coalition Government ensured that 
legislation was in place to cause the Treasury to present to both parties details about the State’s economic 
position leading up to the election.  The current Government cannot continue to blame the previous Government 
for very long.   

This State is being affected by what is happening at a federal level.  We hear rhetoric about parties not providing 
sufficient information, not explaining what is intended and how it might be achieved, but saying that is what 
should be done because that is what the party believes in.  That is all very well and good.  People in the Labor 
Party have gone down that path.  However, they have not been able to deliver and have had their fingers burnt.  
That is happening at the moment.  The difficulty is trying to get the people who read the Budget Statements to 
listen to the rhetoric and to ask questions.  Often they do not know what questions to ask.   

The goods and services tax is near and dear to the hearts of members opposite.  They love to talk at great length 
about the GST, usually in a derogatory manner.  Now we have rollback, and that will fix everything.  I am well 
aware that the GST is a federal matter, but GST revenue is returned to the States.  It would appear that the State 
Government would be more than happy, if it should ever happen - I have my fingers crossed that it will not - 

Hon Barry House:  I asked the Leader of the House where that $1 billion a year would come from, and he said he 
did not know.   

Hon RAY HALLIGAN:  The Government appears resigned to Canberra’s doing whatever it likes.  We are the 
small fish in this pond.  It matters not what happens.  The Labor Government has said that the State is not 
receiving sufficient GST revenue.  Last financial year it received $2.3 billion and this financial year it will 
receive in excess of $2.8 billion - an increase of $300 million.  The GST distribution is based on population, 
which is not an unreasonable approach.  According to the 1996 census, Western Australia has 9.65 per cent of 
the population of Australia.  In 2001-02, the State will receive 9.62 per cent of the total GST distribution.  That is 
very close to its percentage of population.  The States that appear to be giving up the most include New South 
Wales, which has 33.92 per cent of the population but which receives only 30.27 per cent of the GST revenue.  It 
loses about $1 billion.  Victoria loses about $900 million; Queensland gains only about $24 million; we lose 
about $10 million; and South Australia gains a large amount - $350 million or thereabouts.  The Northern 
Territory receives $1 billion more than it would normally get if the distribution were based purely on 
population - some would say that that is more than it deserves - and Tasmania receives about $380 million more.  
This State is not missing out compared with most States.  The majority of the moneys going to the Northern 
Territory and Tasmania are required because they do not generate sufficient income.  It cannot be said that 
Western Australia is not receiving as much as other States.  I hope the Government does not suggest that the 
federal Government is doing the wrong thing by us and providing moneys to other States at our expense.   

I will refer again to the Government’s not being able to understand the cash position it inherited.  The Labor 
Party and the Treasurer have done the wrong thing by ignoring the cash position.  They are misleading the public 
by providing information that is not necessarily true.  It could be said that the Labor Party has gone back to the 
WA Inc days because it cannot manage the economy and it is manipulating figures and signs to its advantage.  It 
would be most unfortunate if that were the case.   

We have heard from many ministers that this Government will be open and accountable.  When the time comes - 
it comes every sitting day in the House during question time - questions will be asked.  I hope that they will all 
be answered in an open and accountable manner.  Some questions have been on notice for nine days or more.   

HON ROBYN McSWEENEY (South West) [8.39 pm]:  I prefer to call the Labor goods and services tax 
rollback the “GST nappy rollback” because we all know what nappies hold.  I suspect that Kim Beazley is full of 
the same thing.   

I refer first to health and, in particular, health in the rural areas.  I will focus on Albany and the hospitals in the 
nearby towns of Denmark and Mt Barker. When the budget papers were released, an article in the Albany 
Advertiser of 18 September titled “Has Labor lost its heart?” stated - 

At some point, the figures have to stop being numbers on a balancing sheet and come to resemble the 
human lives they represent, in the eyes of the State treasury. 

Health was declared the ‘big winner’ by the State Government, with big increases in spending in 
regional and metropolitan WA. 
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But confusion over the transfer of superannuation costs to regional health services, measures Rural 
Doctors Association president Dr David Mildenhall has called ‘smoke and mirrors’ tactics, has left the 
real funding situation buried in economic jargon. 

The Great Southern Health Service has received a total budget of $58.5 million, an 11.3 per cent 
increase on last year’s allocation. 

But when questioned by local doctors, Mr Carpenter was unable to assure them that measures to address 
a $1.2 million budget shortfall, including shutting down 20 per cent of beds at Albany Regional 
Hospital, would not go ahead. 

The measures are set to kick in as early as January next year. 

Health funding for the region includes planning for a future paediatric ward - 

That was an initiative of the previous Liberal Government.  The article continues - 

and retrospective funding for Mt Barker’s aged care nursing home. 

But no measures are detailed to upgrade outdated facilities at Denmark and Mt Barker district hospitals, 
with surgical and obstetric services at the hospitals facing the cut. 

Patients could soon be forced to travel to Perth for all elective surgery as Albany Regional Hospital, 
already bursting at the seams, struggles to accommodate patients in urgent need of care. 

Local doctors have put their case to the State Government. 

No answers have been forthcoming.  Labor might be thinking with its head but has it lost its heart? 

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  Have 20 beds already been lost at Albany? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  No, they will lose them. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  In January? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes.  David Mildenhall, the President of the Rural Doctors Association of 
Australia Ltd, wrote a letter on 5 September to the Minister for Health pleading his case as follows - 

There are strong indications from the Health Department of WA that the health budget in rural WA will 
not be set at the level to maintain the current activity.  This means . . .  that the indicative budget for 
Albany is $1.2m less than the anticipated cost to maintain current activity and Geraldton is $2m less 
than anticipated costs. 

That is for most regional areas.  The letter continues - 

This poses the greatest threat to rural health services and hospitals possibly in the State’s history. 

The total budget has increased especially in the metropolitan area in the last few years.  Leaked 
information allegedly shows that of the total $170M increase above budget estimates last year, only 
$5m was attributable to a rural increase. 

We understand that $40m . . .  may be provided from Consolidated Revenue to help make up the 
shortfall . . .  

We understand changed accounting practices mean Health Dept superannuation contributions that were 
previously paid centrally are now to come from the regional health services budgets.  This changed flow 
of money may easily be misinterpreted as an increase in the rural health budget but obviously is illusory 
and will not help the bottom line or change the impact of the budget on current rural activity. 

The percentage spent by the State on health in rural WA has dropped from 16% in 1997 to 14% or less, 
according to you 5 months ago . . . .  In rural WA we have a greater burden of ill health which translates 
into higher morbidity and mortality (eg 40% more avoidable deaths compared with metropolitan) and 
fewer resources including doctors, skilled nurses and allied health workers compared to the city.  Social 
equity principles would have rural areas gaining an increasing share of the budget, not decreasing it in 
the way described. 

The cuts proposed of $1.2m to the Lower Great Southern Health Service are of such magnitude that 
clinical services and current activity will be cut.  Current cuts under consideration are that, for example, 
obstetric and surgical services at Mt Barker and Denmark may be stopped . . .  

Obstetric services are very important in smaller rural areas.  Women having babies like to have their families 
around them.  It is very hard on families if they have to travel 50 kilometres or more for those services.  The 
letter continues - 
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Over the last 10-15 years, you will be aware that there has been a concerted effort to improve rural 
health services.  In the last few years in the Lower Great Southern, the amount of activity provided 
locally has risen from 82% of patients treated locally through the State health system, to 88%.  The 
funding has not followed this increased activity.  Health services are now running so close to the bone 
in rural WA that any negative impact on the required outlays will mean a drastic cut in clinical services.  
It will take many years to rebuild the system and in the meanwhile we will lose doctors, nurses and 
other health providers who are both resident in rural areas and visit. 

Recently all resident doctors appointed to the hospitals concerned in the Lower Great Southern Health 
Service wrote to the Board objecting to any reduction in clinical services because of the adverse impact 
on the health of the local community. 

At the end of that letter he pleads - 

I urge you urgently to take this matter up with the Cabinet in order that the rural health budget is set so 
as to maintain or increase . . .  

We all know that it did not increase, but decreased by 0.8 per cent. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  Is there any likelihood that hospitals will close down there as are the hospitals in the 
central wheatbelt? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Not a likelihood of closing, but if their obstetrics and surgical units are taken 
away - 

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  They will lose nurses. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes. 

Hon Barry House: Under this Government there is a real possibility of that happening at Augusta Hospital. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I hope in that case that somebody is listening. 

I also have with me a document written by doctors to the members of the lower great southern management 
board about the strategies they were told they must adopt to remain viable.  They opposed those strategies as 
they found them to be untenable.  These are the hidden effects of the budget.  The document states that the cost-
cutting measures are untenable in the public’s eyes, yet still the Labor Government plays with the figures to 
make the books look like it is increasing the health budget.  In fact an increase of $69 million in 2001-02 equates 
to a real increase of only 0.8 per cent, which is less than half the increase provided by the coalition in the 2000-
01 financial year 

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  One cannot afford to get sick in country towns these days with this Government. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  That is right, not in small country towns or larger regional centres.  Some 20 
doctors signed that document I read from. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Do you know what they want?  They want more money for less work. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The document does not say anything about money; it refers to a great deal of 
concern about what is happening in the area.  Those 20 doctors opposed strategies to cease obstetrics at Denmark 
District Hospital and Mt Barker Plantaganet District Hospital.  They are not concerned about the money going 
into their pockets; they are concerned about the rural communities that they represent. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Jon Ford):  Members, we will not have a dialogue across the floor. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The document opposing the strategies reads - 

Rural communities have repeatedly expressed the need for local obstetric services.  To lose this vital 
aspect of health care would not only be detrimental to families, but also lead to degradation of the pool 
of medical and nursing skills in the bush.   

It states also -  

ceasing surgery at Plantagenet District Hospital . . .  

We also raise the point that it would seem almost farcical that this strategy involves sending patients to 
Albany for surgery, when there are plans to reduce inpatient beds and surgical services there.   

closure of 16 beds within Albany Regional Hospital and reduction in GP and Visiting Surgical services 

review of current and future vacancies with the intent of non-replacement   
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Comment: the closure of 16 beds represents about 16-20% of our current bed capacity.  Our resources 
are already stretched to the limit with bed shortages becoming an everyday occurrence.  We have 
already had situations of patients being kept in the Emergency Department overnight because of this.  It 
has also increased the pressure to discharge patients earlier, which can lead to adverse 
outcomes/increase in unplanned readmissions to hospital.   

At present, Albany DOES NOT have any permanent specialists in Orthopaedics, Gynaecology, 
Paediatrics, Ear/Nose/Throat, Neurology, Urology or Dermatology.  We will soon lose one of our two 
Opthalmologists (to retirement).  Does this non-replacement strategy mean that this position will not be 
advertised?   

If we cannot even maintain our existing visiting services, let alone suffer a cut to this, we genuinely fear 
the attraction of Albany as a regional, referral centre will be seriously affected.  This has already been 
shown with the major difficulties in trying to attract a Specialist Gynaecologist/Obstetrician for 
10 years! 

obtaining Commonwealth funding to offset existing State expenditure . . . . 

Comment: Funding via the GP Divisions is exactly that - monies for use in the area of General Practice, 
NOT for the funding of Acute Care Hospitals.   

(NB. avoiding duplication of services would be a common sense approach to minimise wastage of 
resources and should be based on the merits of each item)   

ceasing booked procedures in hospital Emergency Departments, or charging all patients undergoing 
booked procedures a fee 

reducing dental surgery 

Comment: At present there is no other service available for patients requiring dental treatment under 
general anaesthesia.  (the document states that “much of the surgery is of a type only undertaken in 
private hospitals” - can we stress that this does not equate to “unnecessary” surgery, but perhaps 
reinforces the fact that there is no private facility in Albany!)  

The service provided is an important part of the health service of our region, especially for children.  

The document states also -  

alternative 24 hour GP services to primary care patients presenting to Albany Regional Hospital 

Comment:  At present, Albany GPs provide all acute medical cover in the Emergency Department.  An 
after hours GP service as a separate entity is not a viable option with our current medical workforce 
(this has also been shown in other rural areas.)  We simply cannot be in two places at the one time! 

That certainly does not sound as though the doctors want more money.  That sounds as though they have a real 
concern for the people they represent.  Under the coalition Government, Denmark Regional Hospital was 
promised a $7.3 million upgrade.  Denmark Regional Hospital had expected to get something in the budget.  
However, no money was forthcoming.  I have looked over that hospital, and if ever there was a hospital that 
needed an upgrade, that is it.  Denmark now has an increased population, and during the holidays that number 
increases dramatically.  On my tour of this hospital, in the staff dining room I saw white ant-infested boards.  
The staff dining room is more like a cubbyhole than a dining room.  I saw a storage area outside the room that is 
used as the mental health room; and when I say storage, I mean it contained beds, mattresses and suitcases.  Bath 
trolleys and hoists are kept in the corridor.   

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  It all happened since members opposite were in government, too. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  It happened when you were in government.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I do not have a problem in saying this, because we had intended to give that 
hospital a $7.3 million upgrade. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  Where was the funding to come from? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  From the same $251 million that you were all -  

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Jon Ford):  Order! 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  One tiny room in that hospital serves as a day care centre for the elderly.  That 
room is right in the corner of the hospital, which means that everyone gets a good view of those people, which is 
not very nice for them.  The hospital has two very old bathrooms, and patients who want to use those bathrooms 
have to walk past people who are waiting for blood tests.  The hospital has three permanent care nursing home 
beds, and the acute care beds are out on the verandah.  People who want to see their loved ones have to walk 
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through the nursing home care ward to the verandah to see them; and if those nursing home residents happen to 
be dying, it is not a good situation, because there is no privacy.  The main office has three or four clerical staff in 
one big room.  I found it interesting that the midwife has to share her office with a humidicrib, the linen and a 
photocopying machine.  Denmark Regional Hospital does not have even a basic linen cupboard.  The hospital 
has a small, but nice, birthing room.  However, the maternity ward is cold and uninsulated, and sometimes it has 
up to eight babies at a time.  The hospital has one room that is used for pathology, podiatry, chemotherapy and 
psychiatry, and all of the relevant medical practitioners are on a roster system for the use of that room.  The 
storerooms at the hospital comprise two small tin sheds in the hospital grounds, in which the beds, wheelchairs 
and oxygen tanks are stored next to the toxic waste, which is rather unsafe.   

As a matter of interest, one of the nurses told me that on the same day, she held the following positions at the 
hospital: acting director of health services manager; health promotion coordinator; staff development nurse; 
midwife on call at all hours; registered nurse ward duties; immunisation nurse; diabetes nurse; and holder of 
antenatal classes.  She was also on call for three to four days, for 24 hours, for midwifery and general call-outs.  
The nurses in the city think they have it bad.  I thought she did.  Denmark Regional Hospital was built in 1928 
and is far too old to cope with the number of people who now reside in Denmark.   

When the budget was released, Dr David Mildenhall, the President of the Rural Medical Association, said in the 
Albany Advertiser -  

“Smoke and mirrors” are being used to misrepresent the Lower Great Southern Health Service budget 
. . .  

The service was allocated $58.5 million in last week’s State budget, an 11.3 per cent increase on last 
year’s budget allocation. 

But Dr Mildenhall said the transfer of superannuation and long service leave payments to regional 
health services had hidden the real health budget, which would be substantially lower  . . . 

Funds were also allocated in the health budget to complete a new 18-bed aged care unit in Mt Barker.  

That was something that the Liberals had put in train anyway.  The article continues -  

Funds were also allocated towards the planning of Albany Regional Hospital’s paediatric ward.  

That was also a Liberal Government initiative.  This can be compared with the comments of Mr Kucera - Mr 
Smooth - who said in the same article -  

The overall budgetary situation is very tight and all agencies have been asked to manage their budgets 
responsibly . . .  

“Health has been quarantined from any cuts. 

“In fact, there has been a substantial increase in spending.   

If there has been a substantial increase, why are 20 doctors bleating?  It is not because they are not paid enough 
but is because they are concerned.   

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  They have every reason to be concerned, I think.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I do too.   

I turn now to taxes.  I recall Dr Gallop’s election promise that there would be no increases in taxes.  I really liked 
Liam Bartlett’s program, because all day he kept on playing a recording of the quote.  When the budget came 
out, we saw headlines such as “Payroll tax sparks job fears”.  The article states that 3 000 big businesses have 
been slugged by a payroll tax increase, and that increases in taxes are expected to raise an additional 
$150 million per annum on top of the $42 million hike in charges announced in June 2001.  Another is “Top 
payroll tax rate increase from the current 5.56 to six per cent, raising $63 million in its first full year”, which 
amounts to an eight per cent increase.  The articles states that Robbing Hood Ripper tries to rip off people who 
he perceives are wealthy.  He really misjudged that one.  It turned around and bit him on the backside.  I am glad 
it did.   

On 4 October the headline was “Ripper hits out at the rich and powerful.”  A day after Robbing Hood Ripper 
admitted that some people would not be able to afford the tax, he hit out at the no home tax action group.  He 
predicted that the group representing the 900 property owners initially due to pay the two per cent tax would get 
little response from the wider community.  He said that a group of rich and powerful people want to avoid 
paying tax, and, of course, they would complain.  I believe the whole of Western Australia complained, not only 
900 people.  Robbing Hood Ripper did not take into account the Australian dream that no matter who people are 
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or where they come from, they can still aspire to do better to give their children better than they had.  If that 
means dreaming and aspiring to own a house overlooking the water, in Australia people can still go for that 
dream, and perhaps it will become a reality one day.   

Robbing Hood Ripper also overlooked the problem of being asset rich and cash poor.  It was a poorly thought 
out tax, which put Labor Party philosophy in the limelight.  I believe people will remember long after the federal 
election that Robbing Hood Ripper wants to take money off the so-called rich and give it to what the Labor Party 
perceives as being the poor.  The electors will be aware and watching for any more sneaky, ill-thought out, 
money-grabbing plans that Labor may have in the pipeline.   

I particularly liked the editorial in The West Australian with the headline “Ripper’s tax warrants censure”.  I 
really enjoyed the editorial because it ripped into the Labor Party.  It reads -  

WA Treasurer Eric Ripper just doesn’t get it.  The central objection to his wretched home-tax proposal 
is that it is wrong in principle.   

No amount of tinkering by Mr Ripper with deferrals or means tests, can disguise this fatal flaw.  His 
attempts to postpone the burden of the proposed tax on people who cannot afford to pay it now suggests 
that he is yet to understand its basic injustice.   

The proposed tax is based on isolating a tiny minority of West Australians in a class conflict and 
slugging them with a punitive tax base - in essence - on where they live.  Where does this leave Labor’s 
promise to govern for all West Australians?  Where does it leave Labor’s election promise not to raise 
taxes?   

Even people who are not directly affected by this proposal must now start to question this new 
Government’s integrity.  Even they must know now that this idea - which has the appearance of having 
been lifted from an out worn tract for juvenile socialists - could have been based only on several 
unwarranted assumptions.   

One is that people who live on expensive land would or should be able to pay the tax.  Another is that 
the tax would attract general approval - or at least acceptance - because it would penalise only a 
supposedly exclusive minority.  A third is that the victims of the proposed tax would cop it sweet.   

However, by proposing a means test as he makes policy on the run, Mr Ripper has acknowledged that 
the proposed tax is beyond the means of some of its targets.  Furthermore, most West Australians are 
fair minded and will not support something they know to be unjust, particularly if it is born of a broken 
promise.  And the Government must realise now that it is in for a big battle with the people affected and 
those who believe in fairness.   

Certainly this newspaper will continue to oppose this iniquitous tax proposal.  And we believe that fair 
minded West Australians increasingly will oppose the Ripper tax as the extent of the betrayal of the 
principle of equity becomes clearer.   

The tax proposal is a political attack that seems to be aimed at supposedly rich people, but in reality it is 
an attack on what until now has been the tax inviolability of the family home.   

Even if people who live on land valued at more than $1 million had enough money to pay such a tax, 
why should they?  Why should they be treated by tax law as different from other homeowners? 

When they or their predecessors bought land, they were not told that their home would become a tax 
imposition on them.  In that sense the unfairness of the proposed tax is compounded by retrospectivity.   

Why should proud, hitherto self-sufficient people who paid their taxes through their working lives now 
be subjected to the indignity of a means test - just because a greedy Government broke a promise and 
intruded on their retirement years with an unjust tax?  Why should parents be mortified at the thought of 
leaving a debt to their children because they could not afford to pay - just because they bought or 
inherited a family home? 

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  It was a good editorial. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  It was a very good editorial.   

Hon G.T. Giffard:  Is it the only one? 

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  No, there were others. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes.  I would have thought whoever was sitting on the other side would have 
listened and become ashamed.   

Hon G.T. Giffard:  I was not ashamed of myself. 
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Why was the member not ashamed of himself when I read out an editorial 
questioning how the Government would impose that tax on people who have worked hard all their lives?   

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  Liam Bartlett wrote a very good article in the Sunday Times. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Yes, I saw that.  I believe he called Eric Ripper “Deputy Dawg”. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  To call him that would be unparliamentary. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I did not call him that; Liam Bartlett called him that. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  You are being smart. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I am not being smart and was not being unparliamentary.  Liam Bartlett called 
him that; I did not.  I called him Robbing Hood Ripper, and I am quite proud of that.  

A budget allocation of $10 million over four years was made to address behavioural problems in high schools.  
Perhaps we could give it to the members of the Labor Party on the other side of the House and they could 
address their behavioural problems.  The money was allocated to high schools throughout the State.  The whole 
program will be funded to the tune of $28 million.  I commend the Government for recognising that there is a 
problem.  I am merely wondering why this money is being channelled into high schools.  Research shows that 
certain factors will pinpoint, even before a child is born, whether it will have behavioural problems or criminal 
tendencies.  That research is in the public domain.  Preventive measures are much better than trying to fix the 
problem in teenage years.   

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  It can be shown before a child is born? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  When I was on the state juvenile justice board, new research was documented.  I 
will be happy to give the minister a copy of that.   

More money should be spent in the early years of preschool and primary school age children, to prevent 
behavioural problems, rather than waiting until it is too late.  It is too late once children are in high school.  
Behavioural problems need to be focused on much earlier.  I note the Government’s family strength program, 
which is being continued and which does a lot of preventive work.   

Hon G.T. Giffard:  Are you saying that the money should not be spent at all in the high school? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I am certainly not.  I am saying that it is well documented that behavioural 
problems can be picked up very early.  Speaking from experience, by the time children are 12 and 13 years of 
age, it is too late.  I would like to see more money put into that area.  It is never too late to try.  However, Hon 
Graham Giffard and I both know that it is better to target children who come from problem families in the early 
years than to wait until they are 12 or 13 years of age, because it is then hard to change their behavioural 
patterns.  I am not saying it is a waste of money; I would not say that.  I am saying that it should be done earlier.  
I have noted that the Government has continued with the Liberal Party’s early intervention programs; that is 
good.  I am not running down the Government for that; I am saying that it should be earlier instead of later.  

Hon G.T. Giffard:  You are also noting that it should be earlier.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I am noting that the Government is putting money into early intervention 
programs.  I would like a lot more money put into early intervention.  

In my area of Manjimup the Government stopped all logging in old-growth forests.  Although I wish we could 
go backwards to having a viable, sustainable timber industry, which I support, I know that will not be the case.  
The people who have been affected realise this also.  However, they did not believe that they would be left 
hanging about over resource security for so long.  This uncertainty has created many difficulties in the 
community on a personal level for the workers involved, and therefore is having a flow-on effect in the business 
community.  I believe that seven businesses in the town of Manjimup are under threat of closure.  When an 
industry is deliberately closed the community will face severe hardship, and social problems will arise.  In many 
cases it is the children who suffer most when a standard of living declines.  The people of Manjimup and 
surrounding areas are fighters, and they keep needling the Government - as they should.  Timber Communities 
Australia is a powerful lobby group and will continue to ask for security of resource.  The small timber millers 
need to know where they stand.  I hope that they will get an answer sooner, rather than later.   

I note that the Government committed $722 500 to meet the shortfall needed to develop 4.1 hectares of former 
Westrail land in Manjimup.  The Press reported that it would be used for community purposes, and that major 
works included the provision of a four hectare parkland, new parking bays, an amphitheatre and a market square 
providing a focus for festivals and events.  That sounds all warm and fuzzy.  It will enhance the town, but will it 
give real employment?   
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Hon Nick Griffiths  Do you agree with the decision?   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I am not against the decision; it is a good decision.  However, I would like to see 
other programs that provide real employment.  Why would I be against a decision like that?  It was a good 
decision.  I am saying it was reported as being a bit warm and fuzzy.  I want to know where the real jobs are 
coming from - not seasonal tourist work.  Sure, there will be employment from festivals, but that is not full-time 
employment.  We need full-time employment in the area.  Tourism will not be the answer.  It will help, but it is 
not the answer.  It is not a long-term solution.   

I will give an example of the fighting spirit of a community such as Pemberton, which is very much affected.  I 
notice that the Greens (WA) member is laughing.  I suppose he thinks it is a bit funny that people are being put 
out of work.  

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  That is an unkind remark.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  It was not an unkind remark; it was an unkind laugh.   

As an example of the fighting spirit of the people of Pemberton, the parents and citizens association and the 
school council have raised $60 000 for a much-needed science room.  They would like the Government to supply 
half the cost of a science room and to supplement the funds raised by the community.  I do not know if 
government members heard me, but the Pemberton community raised $60 000 in this economic climate, and 
they are asking the Government to provide the other $60 000 so that their kids can have a science room in the 
future.  It proves that all mums and dads, no matter what happens to them in small communities, think about 
their children’s future.  It would be nice for the Government to consider the Pemberton High School’s proposal 
and put something back into the town for the kids.   

On 18 August I went to Brisbane and attended the Australian Family Association’s national conference.  The 
conference was opened by the Reverend Archbishop J. Bathersby, the Catholic Archbishop of Brisbane, the 
Governor General of Australia Dr Peter Hollingworth and Major General W.B. “Digger” James, who is head of 
the Returned and Services League of Australia and patron of the Australian Family Association.  Dr Robin 
Sullivan, who is the Queensland Commissioner for Children and Young People, spoke on “Are Our 
Communities Child Friendly?”  Mark Le Grand, a general counsel for the National Crime Authority, a police 
review committee member and a director of the Criminal Justice Commission, spoke on “The War Against 
Drugs - Turning Defeat into Victory”.  Digger James spoke on “Marriage Maketh The Family”, and Nicholas 
Tonti-Filippini, a consultant ethicist, spoke on “The Laboratory As Parent”.  Jessica Rudd, who is a federal 
Labor member’s daughter - despite being a Labor member’s daughter, she was an excellent speaker and a lovely 
person.  Is that personal?  I do not think so. 

Hon G.T. Giffard:  That is challenging an inbuilt prejudice. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  Jessica is a student of politics and law.  Peter Westmore from the National Civic 
Council spoke on “Strengthen Families - Build Communities - Build Australia”.  David Grace, who is the 
national President of the Australian Family Association, spoke on “The Value of Family to the Development of 
Federation”.   

The Governor General Dr Peter Hollingworth said he had made the transition from being an Archbishop to a 
Governor General by using the same words, but putting them into different language.  He believes that family 
and Federation were good for the family and good for the nation.  He cited a lot of statistics on how families 
have changed.  He said that although the family structure had changed it still remained very strong in our society.  
He jokingly said, “What sort of a country is it that does not know who its first Prime Minister was?”  It is true to 
an extent that people in Australia do not know much about Federation and historical politics unless they have 
studied it.  I remember being asked many questions when I was standing outside the polling booths handing out 
the no cards during the referendum on an Australian republic. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  That is a surprise.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I was really pleased to do that.  People kept coming up to me and asking 
questions - even the basic question of what was Federation.  I had to go right back and explain how the States 
were formed.  

Hon N.D. Griffiths:  They were the no voters.   

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  After I got through with them, they voted no.  The Governor General cited some 
interesting statistics.  In 1901, at Federation, Australia had a population of 3.8 million people.  The average 
lifespan for men was 55 and for women it was 58.  The average age for marriage for girls was 26 and for men it 
was 30.  The average number of children was four, and only one out of 10 women worked outside of the home.  
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One in 10 babies died before they were one year old.  In 2001 we can expect to live an extra 23 years, only one 
in 200 babies dies and one in 10 000 women dies giving birth.  He said that the family was a national institution 
and was the primary unit within society.  Although it is a national institution, he said that part-time work was 
making life more insecure and that the workplace needed to be more flexible so that it did not undermine family 
life.  He said “We are one people and one destiny.”  He was a very interesting speaker.  

Dr Robin Sullivan is the Queensland Commissioner for Children and Young People.  The position was 
established in 1996 and reports directly to the Premier.  Her role is one of advocacy, which involves making 
cabinet submissions and seeing that schools are child friendly.  Her statewide communication role focuses on the 
allegations of abuse in state-run facilities, such as youth and disabled areas.  She must undertake investigations 
within three days and answer complaints within 28 days.  Complaints can be made by individuals, and 
government or non-government agencies.  Her office screens people, except for people from Family and 
Children’s Services and teachers, who work with children to see whether they have police records.  All people 
who work with children pay $40 to be checked.  Once cleared they can carry a blue card to say that they have no 
record.  This applies to all self-employed, volunteers and government and non-government agencies.  She said 
that child protection is everybody’s business, as of course it is.  

In Queensland 1 117 children between the ages of zero to four suffer neglect.  She said, “It takes a village to 
raise a child and everyone shares in the raising of that child.”  The health and wellbeing of families must be 
shared - there should be more knowledge and less judgment.  That is also my philosophy.  The more people who 
love a child the better off that child will be.  

In a survey, 12 per cent of young people said that they did not feel Australian.  They had no feeling of national 
identity and did not know the national anthem.  We need child-friendly communities, room for prams and for 
ideas to be heard.  We need to ask what is a community and to give child-friendly awards to people who deserve 
them.  She said that if the Press printed everyday the number of children who died from a drug overdose or from 
sniffing glue it would reveal a national tragedy, but we do not do that.  

Mark Le Grand, general counsel, National Crime Authority and Director of the Queensland Criminal Justice 
Commission said that in a household survey, 92 per cent of people opposed heroin trials.  Harm minimisation is 
a catchcry used today.  His message is that there is a choice to go another way, but it takes courage and political 
will.  It takes only two people to speak the truth - one to speak and one to listen.  He expects that this year 1 200 
people between the ages of 15 and 44 will die from drug use.  Drug-related crime costs us $1.7 billion a year.  In 
1988 there were 347 deaths and 10 years later, in 1998 there were 737 deaths.  Suicide, industrial accidents and 
car accidents do not show up as drug-related accidents.  Seventy-five per cent of criminals detained test positive 
to illicit drugs.  In 1998, 10 850 people Australia-wide were victims of armed robbery.  Since 1995 Australia has 
followed the harm-minimisation policy and spent $516 million on a tough-on-drugs strategy.  Sweden has spent 
$195 million on media education to say that even “soft” drugs such as marijuana can cause harm.  

I refer to Professor Sven Silburn’s comments about the link between cannabis and teen suicide.  Sven works at 
the Institute of Child Health and is world renowned.  His work is referred to in an article in the Sunday Times of 
7 October, which reads - 

Smoking marijuana more than 50 times a year could double the chances of youths committing suicide, 
according to a professor on the Youth Suicide Advisory Committee (YSAC). 

Professor Sven Silburn said young people had to realise the risk associated with the drug.   

“Most young people view occasional use of cannabis as relatively harmless,” he said.  

“Studies from Australia and overseas showed regular and heavy use increased the risk of suicidal 
behaviour,” he said.   

“Because cannabis is easily available and existing legislation appears to offer little deterrence, our 
current approach to reducing the problems associated with this drug is clearly not working,” he said.  
Professor Silburn said half of the Year 12 students in Australia had tried marijuana and up to 15 per 
cent of students continued to smoke it each week.  

Of the 572 suicides of young people aged 15 to 24, alcohol was found in the blood of 44 per cent of males and 
36 per cent of females and illicit drugs were present in a third of males and a quarter of females.   

In my opinion cannabis is a hard drug; it is not a soft drug.  

Hon G.T. Giffard:  When you say “illicit” drug, what was the proportion of cannabis? 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  I said a third.   

Hon G.T. Giffard:  Doesn’t the article refer to that?  
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Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  No.  People do not think cannabis is a hard drug, yet I have read quite a lot of 
research that indicates that it is.  Professor Silburn is a world-renowned expert who says that it is.  The new 
concerns about cannabis are due to the major psychoactive component of tetrahydrocannabinol.  The THC 
content in cannabis was not as high some years ago as it is now.  Cannabis is therefore more dangerous these 
days.  The use of cannabis by most high school students remains occasional.  However, around 12 per cent of 
young people who start using cannabis in early high school progress to daily and potentially harmful use by the 
time they leave school.  Although occasional cannabis use presents few risks to the mental health of most users, 
evidence suggests that regular or heavy cannabis use has adverse effects on a proportion of vulnerable young 
users.  These include its effects on mental health and potential suicidal behaviour.  The number of young people 
who present to hospital emergency departments and mental health services with coexisting mental health and 
drug problems that involve cannabis has increased in recent years.  It is not a soft drug.  

I would hate to see in Western Australia, the ability to grow three or four cannabis plants in the backyard, as is 
the case in South Australia.  

Hon John Fischer:  It used to be 10 but it was reduced to three because hydroponic plants are stronger. 

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  It is difficult enough to raise children.  If it is easy for young people to grow 
cannabis in the backyard how much more difficult will it be to parent them?  It would be very difficult.  That 
policy is wrong. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson:  There are contract growers.  The real criminals buy those plants.  

Hon ROBYN McSWEENEY:  The plants are then sold in New South Wales. 

Mark Le Grand said that all drug use is seen as unacceptable.  Children in Sweden are told that even soft drugs 
can cause harm.  The police have the power to send for urine and blood testing any person thought to be under 
the influence of drugs.  Sweden also has compulsory rehabilitation programs.  Mark Le Grand said that Australia 
has no national strategy to stop drugs.  Australia has jurisdictional boundaries.  The United States has 40 000 law 
enforcement agencies and Australia has 12.  Operation Blade has been established in Australia and meets three 
times a year.  Australia needs to educate children and immunise them against drug taking.  We need to drug 
proof our children.   

Children in New South Wales were given free heroin starter kits.  In Swedish schools, the children are taught 
how to resist peer pressure.  They have ownership and are part of the drug solution.  They have sayings such as 
“We have an enormous drug problem, how can you help us?”  We should go to the children and see what they 
suggest.  Drug traffickers in Australia make between $1.7 billion and $3.5 billion.  We have stopped $4 million 
worth of drugs being distributed.   

Nicholas Tonti-Filippini, a consultant ethicist, spoke about producing human beings without parents in a 
laboratory and their having no-one to call their parent.  He said that cloning of human beings is contrary to 
human dignity.  He made me laugh when he told the conference that Dolly, the cloned sheep, was named after 
Dolly Parton - who, of course, has huge mammary glands - because during the process a cell was taken from a 
sheep’s mammary glands.  Apparently Dolly Parton was very impressed. 

Mr Tonti-Filippini raised the possibility of a clone being disabled.  The clone would not qualify, so that put it 
into an order.   

One young woman at the conference whom Nicholas had helped was suing the Queensland Government because 
she was the product of an anonymous donor.  She explained how difficult it is not knowing who her father is and 
having no hope of ever knowing him.  It is not like adoption, because in that situation at least something is 
known.  With semen donation, no identifying information is provided.  It was an experience listening to her.  I 
have a mother and father to whom I am close and I know from where I come.  I cannot imagine not knowing my 
father.  She called it intolerable.   

Digger James spoke about marriage making the family.  He likened the rules of marriage to the army rules that 
he has lived by all his life.  He said we should all have certain attributes or develop them for a holistic approach 
to life and marriage.  We should develop physical fitness and a healthy lifestyle.  We must play with our children 
and they should play sport at school.  We should be involved in exposure to hard, realistic training involving the 
senses.  We should also make everyone aware of the effects of stressors and train individuals to recognise faults.  
Everyone should have confidence.  Fear should be attacked - that is, fear of the unknown.  Faith gives us inner 
strength, which connects us to God.  We should also have a belief in a cause.  A soldier is required to fight 
because he has a cause and a belief to protect.  History shows that family matters.  Men have fought for, relied 
upon and died for their family.  A soldier will dream of returning home and that is what keeps him going.  That 
is not a bad way to be.  Digger James said that if we were to follow those guidelines, we would survive.  I do not 
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know whether he was referring to war or marriage.  I am sure the reference to fear of the unknown is correct.  
Many of us might well have run from marriage if we had had a crystal ball.  

Amphetamine use is a problem in the country.  Australia has one of the world’s highest rates of amphetamine 
use by young people.  About 23 per cent of males and six per cent of females in Western Australia aged between 
14 and 29 report having used amphetamines.  The proportion of all Australians aged 14 years and older who 
used amphetamines in the previous 12 months doubled between 1995 and 1998.  There has also been an overall 
increase in the number of calls to alcohol and drug information services about amphetamines, which are the most 
commonly discussed substances.  One of the risks associated with amphetamine use is acute psychosis.  During 
the past 12 months, there has been an apparent increase in the more potent forms of the drug, such as 
methamphetamines, ice or crystalmeth.  These forms of the drug present a higher risk of overdose and drug-
induced psychosis.   

Hon Christine Sharp said that she wanted the Community Drug Summit report to be presented.  She likes the 
Labor Party’s 45 recommendations.  I do not.  I certainly do not agree with legalising marijuana.  It was reported 
in the Sunday Times that Hon Christine Sharp was often doped in her younger days and that it has not had any 
effect on her.  I object to marijuana being legalised in any way.  There would be no need for more rehabilitation 
services if people would stop promoting going soft on drugs.   

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon B.K. Donaldson.   
 


