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PREMIER’S STATEMENT 
Consideration - Motion 

Resumed from 1 March on the following question -  
That the Premier’s Statement be noted. 

MR G. WOODHAMS (Greenough) [7.00 pm]:  Before I begin my formal presentation, I congratulate all those 
involved in the arrangements for our chamber.  I appreciate that they certainly took a lot of effort.  Therefore, I 
extend to both the members of Parliament and the professional staff from Parliament House my congratulations 
and thanks for the circumstances we find ourselves in now. 

As the member for Greenough, I am particularly proud to represent the area.  Over the past couple of years, in 
particular, during my term as the member for Greenough, a range of issues have ebbed and flowed.  I will 
highlight the ones that are particularly important at the moment.  Most members of the house would recognise 
that one of the things we cannot seem to escape from at the moment is the issue of whether we should have 
daylight saving.  There certainly are continuing debates in the wider community, as well as within this house, 
about the pros and cons of daylight saving.  It probably does not surprise members that certainly the majority of 
people with whom I have had dealings in the electorate of Greenough overwhelmingly reject the notion of 
daylight saving and support the idea of holding the referendum this year.  I will not spend a lot of time talking 
about the need for a referendum.  However, I want to reflect in this house in this presentation that I make in 
response to the Premier’s Statement that daylight saving has had a major negative impact on many people in the 
electorate of Greenough, and they certainly have not been shy in coming forward and asking me to represent 
their views as such.  They seek the earliest opportunity to vote at a referendum on daylight saving.  I will save 
some of the detail for a later day in this house. 

One of the most important issues that I am sure has preoccupied previous members for Greenough in this house 
in probably the past three or four terms of the Parliament of Western Australia is the potential to develop the port 
of Oakajee, which is roughly 15 kilometres immediately north of Geraldton.  The port of Oakajee is often 
mooted to handle the iron ore that is at this stage being shipped out of the port of Geraldton.  Certainly, in past 
Parliaments, Oakajee was seen to be the port from which that iron ore would be exported.  However, the port of 
Oakajee remains problematic in a sense.  I know that the member for Geraldton, who is in the house at the 
moment, and I have been spoken to by and have engaged with many of the different iron ore proponents about 
their attitudes towards Oakajee and the infrastructure that would need to be developed around that proposed port.  
I understand the government’s position on Oakajee at the moment, so I will not debate the whys and wherefores 
of its position.  However, I want to reflect once again in this house that particularly for a lot of the people who 
live around the proposed port of Oakajee - principally, they are people whose main activities are agriculture or 
primary production - the distinct possibility exists that their properties and perhaps their livelihoods will be 
disturbed, not necessarily by the building of the port of Oakajee, but by the infrastructure, in particular railway 
lines, that would be necessary to provide the effective delivery of essentially iron ore to that proposed port. 

There are various groups throughout the electorate of Greenough.  However, the main one to which I will refer is 
the No Northern Rail Alliance.  It opposes the development of a railway line that would essentially travel north 
east away from the proposed port of Oakajee, then head off through the agricultural hinterland, and eventually go 
into the pastoral Murchison and up into the Weld Range and Jack Hills area, which is out of my electorate.  
However, it will certainly have a major impact.  I have had many discussions with members of the No Northern 
Rail Alliance, as well as some of the iron ore proponents who are looking at the railway lines that would need to 
be constructed to deliver iron ore to that proposed port of Oakajee.  In no uncertain manner have I and also 
Hon Murray Criddle from the other place let it be known to not only the No Northern Rail Alliance, but also 
some of the proponents, that the stance that we take on this matter is one that - 

Ms S.E. Walker:  Mr Acting Speaker, point of order.  I call your attention to the state of the house. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr M.J. Cowper):  The attendance in the chamber has been drawn to my notice.  
As there are not 13 members present, ring the bells. 

[Quorum formed.] 

Mr G. WOODHAMS:  I perhaps have some advice for members of the house.  If we had put up a sign, “Half-
price admission; member for Greenough’s response to the Premier’s Statement”, it might have enticed more 
members into the house.  However, I appreciate your concern, Mr Acting Speaker, and your taking the point of 
order from the member for Nedlands. 

The ACTING SPEAKER:  The member sells himself too far short, I am sure. 
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Mr G. WOODHAMS:  I appreciate that, Mr Acting Speaker.  I was talking very enthusiastically about the 
proposed development of the port of Oakajee.   

More importantly, I was talking about some clearly demonstrated and considerable concern expressed to both 
Hon Murray Criddle and me by people living close to the proposed port who would be likely to feel some impact 
from the development of railway lines that would serve that port.  I suggest that we have been taking the side of 
our constituents in this process.  Their belief is that the northern railway lines would be most disturbing to not 
only their economic but also their social futures.  I deliver those comments knowing that several members in the 
house who are in government and who will be involved in the future development of the port of Oakajee take on 
board some of those considerations.   

The lack of suitable teaching staff, in some senses, in some of our schools has been well documented in recent 
times.  What is described as mainstream subjects are being delivered by the School of Isolated and Distance 
Education at Geraldton Senior College, Hedland Senior High School, Jerramungup District High School and the 
Eastern Goldfields Senior High School.  I will not once again enter into the debate about whether delivery by 
SIDE is appropriate.  Suffice it to say, I believe that consistency in delivery of education is particularly 
important.  Some people within the Department of Education and Training would most appropriately say that 
consistency in delivery is far better than being taught face-to-face by a range of teachers in a revolving door 
scenario.  Having made those comments, I believe it is incumbent on all governments to ensure that all our 
schools are adequately staffed.  Schools throughout the electorate of Geraldton have struggled to acquire teacher 
numbers.  I highlight the Western Australian College of Agriculture at Morawa as one that has struggled for 
appropriate teaching staff in the time I have been the member for Greenough.  That is not a reflection on the 
school.  However, these shortages and the shortages across the state indicate that the teaching profession and 
public schooling are facing changing times.  It is important that governments of all persuasions look at the 
opportunities and alternative methods of delivering education, particularly in regional Western Australia.  I am 
very fortunate to be living in the electorate of Greenough and being approximate to the city of Geraldton, where 
there is a university.  The Geraldton University Centre provides teacher programs to develop, at this point, 
primary school teachers who can undertake all their studies through the staff there.  One way in which we could 
extend the development of teachers, particularly in regional Western Australia, would be to create more of a 
teaching college system within our regional universities.  Not only I am raising it, but also it has been raised with 
me by constituents in the electorate of Greenough who would note the economic savings as the first indicator of 
a positive outcome.  A constituent of mine was telling me last week that his daughter is enrolled in primary 
school education teaching at the Geraldton University Centre for cost savings of $15 000 a year.  That is a 
marvellous amount of money to save, from a regional perspective, if that opportunity is available.  I imagine that 
many of our rural electorates would prefer that teaching professions were developed at regional universities 
rather than have to pay the extra expense of travelling to Perth.  Even though I have only touched on that issue, it 
is also important.   

I am sure, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr M.J. Cowper), that you are just as enthusiastic as I am about embracing the 
new boundaries of our electorates when they are released later this year by the Electoral Commission following 
the passage of the Electoral Amendment Bill 2005.  I look forward to those challenges in whatever the shape of 
the electorate might be.  That too is one of the issues that is causing great and continuing concern to people in the 
electorate of Greenough.  I imagine it is true in your electorate, Mr Acting Speaker, and in many other regional 
electorates.  There will be far fewer of them come the next election, whether that be some time towards the end 
of next year or early in the following year.  That is in the government’s hands.  There is a feeling in regional 
Western Australia, particularly from people outside the larger regional centres, that they have been cut adrift 
regarding representation.  They have a certain sense of despair about how they will effectively get representation 
in this Parliament of Western Australia.  This issue has consistently raised its head; rarely does a week go by 
without it being raised with me. 

Another issue that occupies the minds of many in the electorate of Greenough is one that will shortly come 
before federal Parliament.  I am referring to the future of the single desk of AWB.  As I am sure you will recall, 
Mr Acting Speaker, there have been many debates about the future of the single desk and where it appropriately 
belongs and whether it belongs at all in the future of wheat marketing in Australia, let alone Western Australia.  
In the past month I attended three of the meetings conducted by the wheat industry review around Western 
Australia; namely, in Geraldton, Dalwallinu and Merredin.  Farmers who attended the meetings showed a very 
strong preference for a single-desk system.  I will not enter into the debate about who should hold that single 
desk, but I believe I am effectively representing the constituents of the electorate of Greenough when I say that 
the vast majority of that electorate would prefer a single-desk system.  I realise that it is not a state government 
responsibility, but in the context of Western Australia’s vitally important role as the major wheat exporting state 
in Australia, it would be remiss of me not to remark on the importance of that decision and its impact across 
regional Western Australia when it is made at federal government level.  Obviously, that will impact also on 
Perth given Kwinana’s very large export facility.  
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To change tack entirely, I refer now to some icons of the electorate of Greenough and the mid-west.  One I am 
about to mention might surprise some.  I believe that two icons are under serious threat: one is the sand dune 
system of the coastal mid-west and the other is the Moresby Flat Topped Range.  I inform members who might 
not know of the Moresbys that they are the flat-topped hills immediately behind Geraldton.  The Moresbys - 
certainly some of them - have the potential to become the Kings Park of the mid-west.  It will require initiatives 
of future governments to make sure those flat-topped Moresbys are preserved for future generations.  The greater 
urban area of Geraldton is expanding at a considerable rate and its impact on the Moresbys is likely to be far 
more severe in the next 10 to 20 years.  I am sure land developers could identify the Moresby range as a 
wonderful location for housing developments or, dare I say in the context of the function that is taking place in 
the courtyard at the moment, for tourist developments.   

I have nothing against tourism developments if they are in the appropriate context.  I suggest to members that 
had our ancestors not had the foresight to quarantine the land that is now Kings Park to create that magnificent 
landmark, which is close to Parliament House and which is identified as one of Perth’s principal attractions, the 
Kings Park land would have been used for blocks of high-rise buildings and the area would have become a 
continuation of the city precinct.  Had that happened, we would not have that absolutely wonderful aspect of our 
history and heritage.   

[Member’s time extended.]  

Mr G. WOODHAMS:  On behalf of the electorate of Greenough, I make a plea by asking that great and 
considerable thought be put into preserving the Moresby range, which is that extensive line of hills and small 
mountains that run to the south and north of Geraldton.   

I make the same plea about the sand dunes that are immediately to the south of Geraldton in my electorate, some 
of which are colloquially known as the Southgate Dunes.  The sand dunes extend to Cape Burney, and even 
further.  At the moment the government is considering whether to develop those sand dunes as urban land.  Once 
again, I choose to reflect the views of my constituents in the electorate of Greenough who say that those sand 
dunes are iconic and that they are identified with the greater area of Geraldton and Greenough.  Indeed, the sand 
dunes are where the Greenough River meets the Indian Ocean.  Environmental moves should be made by this 
and future governments to ensure that much of that sand dune system is preserved for the future.  It might be 
reasonably simple for a developer to put forward an economic proposal that makes a lot of sense to a particular 
local or state government.  However, if we remove all the things from an area which are important and with 
which we identify, what will future generations identify with?  If all the things that attract people to live in a 
particular area are removed, why will future generations want to live in those areas?  From my perspective, and 
certainly from the perspective of the electorate of Greenough, the heritage of those two icons is particularly 
important.   

I have mentioned the close relationship between the electorate of Greenough and the City of Geraldton.  
Undeniably, the City of Geraldton remains the main business, educational, recreational and sporting centre for 
the majority of people in the electorate of Greenough.  They choose to shop, educate their children and conduct 
their business in Geraldton.  However, members would be aware that shortly the City of Geraldton and the Shire 
of Greenough will amalgamate.  The amalgamation of those two councils has not been forced; rather, the 
amalgamation was discussed over a considerable period, but not without some difficulties, great debate and 
division within the wider community.  I presume that the amalgamation will mean that the word “Greenough” 
will not be a part of the amalgamated entity’s new name.  I may be proven to be incorrect.  I argue for the 
preservation of the word “Greenough”, because it has particular importance in the history of Western Australia.  
I reflected on where the word “Greenough” came from and its importance in the history of Western Australia 
during my inaugural speech a couple of years ago.  The amalgamation of the City of Geraldton and the Shire of 
Greenough will change the political nature of those communities.  It will also have an impact on a range of 
development issues and on representation at the local government level.  It will provide challenges for not only 
local government, but also the Western Australian government, because it will have to deal with a larger and 
more comprehensive political entity in regional Western Australia.  Undeniably, regional Western Australia, 
with a couple of exceptions, feels that it is on the outside looking in as far as development opportunities are 
concerned.   

That leads me to my next topic; that is, Western Power and the number of blackouts and power outages that 
many communities in the mid-west, particularly in the electorate of Greenough, have suffered in the past year.  
For example, in the past year Morawa has experienced at least 19 recorded instances of power outages.  Many 
businesses in the town of Morawa have acquired their own generators to supplement what Western Power is 
attempting to do.  The inadequacies of the south west interconnected system, the lack of infrastructure in 
regional areas and the inability of the SWIS to serve communities on the periphery of the system have been well 
documented in this house.  One of the great areas of neglect of Western Australian governments in recent times 
has been the provision of appropriate infrastructure in regional communities.  It has been suggested that some 
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communities on the periphery of the system will move away from the SWIS and return to a system that I knew 
very well when I was growing up in Gairdner River, which is on the south coast between Albany and Esperance.  
The closest town was Jerramungup, which was 32 miles away.  Jerramungup had a diesel generator that supplied 
power to the town.  I am sure that other members of the house would be familiar with diesel generators.  There 
were no powerlines in the farming area; they existed only in the town.  Some communities are so frustrated with 
the lack of electricity delivery that they are looking at either developing their own infrastructure or retreating to 
the old system.  That capability exists under the provisions of the legislation.  I do not know when the last 
generator disappeared from the south west agricultural area, which is now identified as the SWIS; however, 
some councils may look to create their own power supply and on-sell it back to Verve Energy.  Members should 
not be surprised if that happens.  Once again, that issue resonates strongly in the electorate of Greenough, 
particularly in Morawa, Kalbarri and Dongara.  The upgrading of the line capacity to develop the requisite power 
in those towns will not happen quickly enough for them.  Therefore, it is likely that they will develop their own 
infrastructure. 

Another major challenge, which has been echoed in this house on many occasions, is the necessity to upgrade 
Indian Ocean Drive.  I noticed that a press release was issued recently informing us that two new passing lanes 
would be built on Brand Highway to alleviate some of the congestion on that road.  I probably travel Brand 
Highway more often than most members of the house.  The new passing lanes will alleviate some of the 
considerable dangers, rather than the congestion, that drivers face on Brand Highway.  A fantastic number of 
heavy haulage vehicles are driven on Brand Highway, no matter what time of day or night it is.  In the majority 
of instances, people who are travelling in the opposite direction to those types of vehicles will be driving at 100 
kilometres an hour.  I am not talking about lanes that are separated by a gully in between.  In many parts of the 
highway, the two-way lanes are narrow.  I recognise the government’s attempt to upgrade Brand Highway.  The 
development of Indian Ocean Drive to make it a primary tourist route from Perth to Dongara and then to 
Geraldton is most necessary from the point of view of safety more than anything else. 

The past year was probably the worst year for primary industry since records were kept for the electorate of 
Greenough.  Farms have operated on the Greenough Flats since the 1840s.  It was once the breadbasket of the 
Swan River Colony and was the major grain-growing area until the middle of the nineteenth century.  However, 
there has never been a worse impact from drought on not only the Greenough Flats, but also the many shires 
across my electorate.  There has never been a drought as severe as this one.  The economic and social impact of 
the drought has driven many people away from the area and from their farms.  It has split up families and it has 
led to social disintegration in a number of small rural communities.  I will not comment on what the Western 
Australian government should be doing in this instance.  I believe that the government recognises the impact the 
drought is having, over which it has no control.  The government has certainly attempted to solve some of the 
difficulties that have arisen.  The current drought in Greenough is the worst in recorded history. 

MR P.W. ANDREWS (Southern River) [7.33 pm]:  I also add my congratulations to the good job of the 
Speaker and his staff on the work that has been done on the new chamber.  The chamber is a very different place 
from what it was only a few months ago.  I congratulate those involved on the good planning and execution of 
the work.  It would be remiss of me to not take the opportunity to put on the record a couple of matters that I 
believe need attention at Parliament House.  Members of Parliament tend to live with the facilities that they are 
given because they know that a school in their electorate might not have the best air conditioning or its carpet 
might need replacing.  We feel the need to be constrained in the amount we aspire to spend on Parliament House.  
However, Parliament House is the house of the people.  It is not our house.  Members of Parliament do not own 
it; it is the house of the people.  During the original debates about where Parliament House should be located, it 
was argued that it should not be located on the hill because the horses would not be able to get up the hill and 
therefore the parliamentarians would be cut off from the public.  To some extent, the house has become cut off 
from the public in a particular fashion.  When people in our electorates want to meet us to discuss issues that are 
important to them, we generally meet them in our electorate offices, which is appropriate.  However, sometimes 
because members attend Parliament for a number of weeks at a time, we find it difficult to meet with our 
constituents.  Therefore, it is useful to invite them to Parliament.  Not everyone to whom we speak is from our 
electorates.  People from many places visit us to speak on all sorts of issues.  I am not embarrassed by it - 
because we live with what we have - but it can be difficult to share an office with another member of Parliament.  
Sometimes when a member walks into his office, his colleague is talking to a constituent about private matters.  
It is inappropriate that that should happen.  I love my colleague from Mindarie very much, but we are certainly 
the odd couple in the Parliament.  The member for Mindarie is a very entertaining, exceptionally intelligent, 
talented, active and lively member.  However, he annoys the hell out of me when he gets going.  I annoy him too 
because I leave the stuff that I have been studying all over the floor.  We are the odd couple. 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  What about when you used to share an office with the former member for Roleystone? 

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  We loved each other so much that it was not a problem. 
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In all seriousness, on one occasion I was talking with a distressed constituent in the corridor.  That is neither a 
professional nor appropriate way to operate.  It goes without saying that backbenchers need more meeting space. 
Western Australia trades with Asia.  Australians tend to be low-key about how they project themselves.  They 
believe that that is just how they are and therefore they show themselves in that way.  However, foreign people 
judge us on how they are received.  Overseas guests would enjoy being received in the courtyard on a balmy 
night like tonight.  If they were received outside during the middle of summer when it was 40 degrees or were 
taken through draughty corridors during the middle of winter, we would not be presenting ourselves or the state 
as best we could.  We must be very conscious of the way we project ourselves, particularly to visitors from other 
parliaments and other government officials.  I like the manner in which our Speaker does his job.  He does an 
excellent job with our overseas guests.  However, the facilities of Parliament House are not up to an appropriate 
standard. 

Dr S.C. Thomas:  Are you not just saying that to get a better run when the food comes out? 

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  I have done very nicely tonight.  It was a very enjoyable evening. 
Some people from other jurisdictions might see it as a distinction to meet the Premier in his St Georges Terrace 
office, but others would consider the Parliament to be the centre of government.  I put on the record that we must 
address the way that we receive people.  The Great Hall in Parliament House in Canberra is well placed to 
receive international guests and to make them feel welcome.  It projects Australians in a positive way. 
I will raise a couple of issues in my electorate which I am not happy about and which also relate to the broader 
community.  I was pleased recently to read an article in The Australian about the decrease in the number of 
young people in particular who smoke marijuana.  Part of the reason is that there is a choice of drugs available 
these days.  Overall, the feeling is that the rate of consumption of illegal substances has decreased.  That is the 
positive side.  The negative side for me can be seen at a deli in my electorate.  It is an ordinary deli in an 
ordinary shopping centre.  It has been shifted, but right alongside all the usual lollies, chips and ice-creams was 
this drug paraphernalia.  People will say that they are only pipes and it is what people do with them that is 
illegal, but a sign in this shop says “cannabis smoking is harmful to your health”.  Straightaway we know that the 
implements are intended to be used for the consumption of cannabis.  The deli also sells plastic bags with 
symbols on them.  I do not know much about the drug trade but I understand that different types of marijuana are 
put in those bags and sold.  There is a stack of different types of bongs, bags and pieces of equipment right 
alongside where kids buy lollies.  This rubbish is in an ordinary suburban deli.  That is not right.   

Last Sunday I was down at the Subiaco markets where I found a whole shop with bongs and that sort of thing on 
the shelves.  If we cannot construct a law to ban the sale of bongs, while falling back on the old argument that it 
is what one does with them that is illegal, I need to try to find some way of banning these things from suburban 
shopping centres.  It is all right if we go down to the markets and make a choice and it is there.  I can vaguely 
accept that, although I do not like it.  If I had my way, I would get rid of these shops entirely.  Surely it is not 
right for these products to be sold in a local deli.  It comes under the Cannabis Control Act.  I intend to write to 
the Attorney General to see if there is some way of banning the sale of these goods through legislation or 
consumer protection.  I would not like it to be left to local government to do that sort of thing.  I am at a loss to 
know how to handle it.  I have given it a considerable degree of thought.  I wanted to place on record the fact 
that this is totally inappropriate.  It is sending out the wrong message in a place that is not appropriate for that 
sort of material.  The consumption of that drug is illegal. 

Dr S.C. Thomas:  That approach could be described as being soft on drugs. 

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  I know the member will try to construct an argument.  We are trying to find a way that 
makes that sort of thing inappropriate.  What sort of message would an ordinary kid receive if he went into that 
place?  He would think it was okay.  It is not okay.  The government and the opposition might differ in the way 
we go about handling the problem but I hope that we are on the same page when trying to get rid of that 
particular problem.   

When I was teaching 14-year-olds in a Catholic school I asked how many of them had tried marijuana.  They 
wrote out the answer and handed it in.  I ask members to guess what percentage of 14-year-olds in a Catholic 
school in Gosnells had smoked dope at some stage. 

Dr S.C. Thomas:  About half?  

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  Yes, about half - 50 per cent. 

Dr S.C. Thomas:  It is not unusual, member.  You could probably ask the Protestants in my electorate the same 
thing and get the same answer. 
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Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  Drugs do not discriminate; they hate all religions.  That is what I will pursue with the 
Attorney General.  I do not know whether he will have an answer.  I want to put that deli on some degree of 
notice, but I am struggling to find a way to do it. 

Mr R.C. Kucera:  The best way is to shame the shopkeepers. 

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  That is the only way. 

Ms J.A. Radisich:  Have you asked them?   

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  No.  When we went in there the second time, they had shifted the goods.   
It would not be a member for Southern River’s free-ranging speech if I did not mention kidneys.  For some 
reason I seem to have become the resident expert in the state on all things kidney-like.  I am happy to take on 
that role.  My friend Julie Edmonds from Kidney Health Australia (WA) said that it was destiny that I had 
kidney failure because it meant that I could represent her organisation.  I was less than enthusiastic about that at 
the time. 
Ms J.A. Radisich:  Fortunately, they will fall outside the lobbyists’ register. 

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  That is right; it will fall outside the Register of Lobbyists.  The WA division of Kidney 
Health Australia receives $7 000 to $9 000 per year in funding from the state and has recently put in for a 
sizeable grant.  I have written to the Minister for Health hoping that it gets that grant to carry out its very good 
work.  Just a few years ago it had six people working in its office.  It carries out all sorts of programs.  One 
person in three in Western Australia has some indicator of diabetes and potential kidney disease.  Not only are 
we starting to come onto the crest of a wave, but also we will be absolutely flooded by a tsunami of ill-health in 
the next few years.  It will cost the state hundreds of millions of dollars.  The investment of $350 000 in the 
many programs run by Kidney Health Australia would certainly be well spent.  One of the reasons that I 
particularly like that organisation is that the person running it, Julie Edmonds, is so committed to it.  When I was 
on the Education and Health Standing Committee, we found a proliferation of support organisations for various 
diseases.  There are hundreds of diseases.  Many support organisations were starting to soak up funding because 
obviously they needed someone to act as their CEO.  This is good value for taxpayers’ dollars.  If we do not 
spend that sort of money now, we will pay a lot for it later. 

I wish to talk about a few things relating to organ donation and kidneys.  I recently read a suggestion in a 
newspaper from a person from Northam.  His advice to the Minister for Health was that if the government wants 
people to donate organs, it should pay for people’s funerals.  I put on record that I do not support any incentives 
for people to become organ donors.  To donate organs to provide the payment for a funeral is an inducement.  It 
is contrary to the act and it is self-defeating in the end.  It would not increase donations anyway.  Australians 
tend to do things voluntarily.  We get better results from people when they volunteer.  Yes, the rate of organ 
donation is low.  Offering those sorts of incentives would not work and it would certainly be counterproductive 
in the long run.   

There is one thing that we can do.  Members may want to offer an incentive.  Let us put it in the context of the 
debate that we were having today about road safety.  A number of people are killed on the roads often because of 
the acts of the individual such as not wearing a seatbelt, choosing to speed or that sort of thing.  When people get 
their licence, they have to submit to a test and spend a certain number of hours under supervision and that sort of 
thing.  I suggest that, as part of the licensing process, people should make a decision about what they want to 
have done to their body if they die in particular circumstances, making them eligible to be an organ donor.  I am 
not saying that we should force people to make a decision one way or the other but that they tick on their driver’s 
licence, yes, no or perhaps against a third category of leaving it up to someone else.  One of the major problems 
with organ donation is that when relatives are approached, the reason usually given for saying no is that they 
simply do not know the wishes of the person who has died.  To make it compulsory for people to indicate their 
preference regarding organ donation at the time of applying for a licence would certainly reinforce that having a 
driver’s licence is a very serious matter.  It would impress upon 17-year-olds who are applying for a licence that 
a car can be very deadly.  I am not suggesting that a cheaper licence could be offered as an incentive if people 
make a decision to donate their organs.  In the end, if a person is about to pass away, the relatives will be asked 
that question anyway.  It is a sensible suggestion on two levels: first, everyone must make his or her intention 
known; and, secondly, it would impress upon a 17-year-old the seriousness of getting behind the wheel of a car.   

[Member’s time extended.] 

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  On a personal basis, it would be remiss of me if I did not acknowledge some of the 
doctors at hospitals.  Nurses have a great reputation and are the most respected people in the professions.  They 
certainly get a lot of the attention, which they deserve.  My experience over many years, particularly over the 
past six months, is that the attention I received from doctors in hospital has been absolutely fantastic.  When 
things went wrong in the middle of the night, they were there.  They would turn up at all hours.  I cannot fault 
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them.  Western Australia is very lucky to have such great people in the medical professions, particularly in the 
public hospitals, with such great skills and international reputations.  A number of doctors assisted me and I 
would like to thank Andrew Mitchell, who is a great surgeon, Luc Delriviere, who is from Belgium and is a 
wonderful transplant surgeon, and He Bulang, who is from China.  Western Australia has a real collection of 
medical professionals from around the world.  My renal physician, Harry Moody, is a fantastic person and a 
great doctor and he heads the renal unit at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital.  He is supported by Wei Lim, who I see 
on a regular basis.  These people are of international standing.  If the organs in Western Australia are not 
donated, not only will people die, but also we will lose these good professionals.  Their work is based on organ 
donation.  If the government cannot provide them with the ability to do their job, they will be lost to Western 
Australia.  I have a great respect for the medical profession and the individuals I have named have done me a 
great service.  I certainly appreciate everything they have done for me.   

It is unfortunate that an article on organ donation which highlighted non-heart beating donation was published 
recently in The West Australian.  When a person’s heart stops beating he or she is dead.  If a member’s heart 
stops beating and cannot be resuscitated, he or she will be dead.  The two organs by which death can be 
identified are the heart and brain.  The article in The West Australian referred to shifting the concept of organ 
donation from brain dead to non-heart beating donation.  A trial has been undertaken in Western Australia of 
people who have been seriously injured in car accidents whereby their skull is removed; therefore, their brain 
does not expand and they do not progress to a brain-dead state.  Their heart stops because of other injuries.  I 
received a phone call from The West Australian and I explained what it was about.   

Ms S.E. Walker:  Are you saying that a person can still be alive, even though their heart has stopped, and the 
skull is removed?  I did not understand what you were saying.   

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  When their heart stops beating they are dead.  A person in an intensive care unit will 
have their heart supported.  A person does not progress to brain dead because the brain does not expand.   

Ms S.E. Walker:  Are you saying that their heart is being unnaturally kept going and, at the same time, their 
brain is not progressing towards brain dead?   

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  That is right.  Eventually, the heart will stop beating.  While the heart is beating the 
person is alive.  When it stops the person is dead.  I made that very clear to the press.  It was the basis on which 
organ donation was previously done.  Once the heart stops, the organs must be removed within 10 minutes.  The 
article in The West Australian was fine and explained it nicely.  However, the headline was “Organs to be 
Removed Before Death”.  I am a pro-life member of Parliament, so why would I support something like that?  
Not one member in this place would support it.  It is a ridiculous position to take.   

Ms S.E. Walker:  With the heart being kept going artificially and the skull removed, if that person’s brain 
improved would their heart keep going?   

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  Not necessarily.  If the brain was improving, 99 per cent of the time the heart would also 
be improving.  That person would not be suitable for organ donation.   

Dr J.M. Woollard:  Their brain can be dead and they can still live for several years.   

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  I am talking about brain death.  The point that was made in the article was very clear.  
The headline talked about removing organs before death and we would not approve of that.   

I will move on to a couple of other issues.  I am always looking for rental accommodation.  These days home 
ownership is an issue, particularly in my electorate.  Two real estate agents who have been helpful to me are 
Hazel McGinty and Graeme Watson.   

Mr J.A. McGinty:  They must be good.   

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  She is not related to the Minister for Health.   

Several members interjected. 

Mr P.W. ANDREWS:  I am sure the two members who interjected would make good real estate agents.  They 
have been exceptionally helpful.  A couple of people who were desperate to find rental accommodation sought 
help from me and these real estate agents helped me out straightaway and I acknowledge that.   

I refer now to Homeswest accommodation.  Families can be quite different and some families in Homeswest 
homes are challenging.  I acknowledge the people in my part of the world who deal with people who are in 
Homeswest accommodation.  They deal with difficult situations and they do it exceptionally well.  If it is taking 
years to ask families to have their tenancy terminated while families are looking for homes, we are going down 
the wrong track.  I am pleased that the process of putting pressure on those people who are doing the wrong 
thing and getting the people who want to do the right thing into Homeswest accommodation is happening in my 
electorate.  I am grateful to those people who deal with it face-to-face on a daily basis.   
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I acknowledge one of the great organisations that I have in my electorate.  I am pleased that in one of the main 
streets in my electorate - Warton Road - there are many churches.  I fancy myself as the pope of Southern River.  
I am pleased to have a Hindu temple, a Sikh temple, protestant churches, including the Church of Christ, and a 
few Catholic churches in my electorate.  It is a good religious community.  The Southern Districts Alliance 
Church plays host to an organisation known as the Warton Road Friendship Centre.  That organisation uses that 
church’s facilities.  It is a great concept which was started about 14 years ago by Mrs Meryl Ramsay who, 
unfortunately, passed away last year and her daughter, Margie Walker, has taken over.  The centre has 145 
members, which is a good membership for any social organisation.  On average, 110 people turn up each week.  
It is not a centre for retired people only.  People from the age of 30 to 80 attend on a regular basis and the centre 
offers wood burning, oil painting and water colours.  The centre has a sewing room, a mosaic room, a pool room, 
a talking table, which would suit members in this place, and a crochet table, which would suit the member for 
Mindarie.   
They make jewellery and they do scrapbooking and paper tole.  It is not only a social occasion, but also an arts 
and crafts event, which people find enjoyable.  They do not take public money; they provide for themselves.  
The organisation charges $2 for morning tea.  These people go on all sorts of tours to places such as Monkey 
Mia, Joondalup of all places, and the Swan Valley.  Their next trip will be to Jandakot airport.  People come 
there from places as far away as Rockingham and Victoria Park.  It is very well attended.  They involve people 
with disabilities and their carers.  I will give members an idea of who is involved in it.  Margaret and John 
Vernon are part of the care team.  Robbie and Barbara Hall are also part of the care team and look after the 
wellbeing of people while they are there.  Marie and John Kemsley collect the money, which is always a terrific 
task.  Joy Davidson is their longest serving member.  Valerie Mezger and Ken Edwards are very talented oil 
painters.  My electorate officer was down there today and was very impressed.  I congratulate them.  I also found 
out that Pam Hannah likes the talking table.  She would go very well with the member for Albany!  Marie Briers 
is into paper tole.  Margaret Townson is one of the newest members, with Glenys Jeakes and Kath Tilbrook.  It is 
a very successful community organisation.  It has won all sorts of awards in the arts and crafts section of the 
Kelmscott show. 
Recently, a program on television referred to Thornlie as the hoon capital of Western Australia.  That surprised 
me.  It has a few hoons, but I have met with the police on numerous occasions.  They have done an excellent job; 
they have picked up many of these individuals and confiscated their cars.  I was quite surprised to see on 
television the claim that Thornlie was the hoon capital.  When I checked why that claim was made, I found that 
the report was based on the number of cars that had been taken off the road.  I would like to think that it was 
partly because I had been proactive in asking the police to not only do surveillance, but also train constables so 
that there could be a police presence and these cars could be taken off the road.  As I have said, it was branded 
the hoon capital of Western Australia.  It certainly is not.  A few young blokes need to be caught, but that label 
was the result of the success of catching these people. 

Amaroo Village is a very good aged care facility that used to be in my electorate.  It has a history of providing 
first-class facilities and great service for people as they age.  Unfortunately, it is experiencing an industrial 
situation.  The two sides have negotiated to a point of difference of some 30c or 40c an hour between what is 
being offered and what is acceptable.  I will not take sides in that dispute.  Obviously, as a Labor member of 
Parliament, I would like the workers to receive more than they are currently earning.  They are on moderate 
wages of about $14.75 an hour.  They could walk across the road and get a job in any of the shops that are 
advertising for workers and get paid much more.  These people are cleaners and assistants and are very dedicated 
to the people they look after.  For many aged people, they are the last group of friends they will have.  As I say, I 
hope the situation can be resolved in a short time, because I would not like it to go on for much longer.  Amaroo 
is no longer in my electorate, but I have an attachment to the facility.  I have offered to be a mediator or do 
whatever I can to resolve that situation.  The workers are asking for a very moderate amount.  I hope the Amaroo 
board can come up with a suitable offer for the workers to secure their services for the future, because if it does 
not, it will simply lose those workers.  I know that both sides are feeling that they are at a stalemate.  If there is 
anything I can do to relieve that situation, I would certainly like to do it. 

I acknowledge all the schools in my electorate.  I say over and again what a great job they do and I am very 
pleased to have wonderful principals and staff in my electorate. 

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr J.C. Kobelke (Leader of the House). 

[Continued on page 388.] 
 


